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John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 

George    Marquess     of    Tweeddalr. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Henry  Marquess  of  Lansdowne. 

George  Ferrars  Marq.  Townshend. 

James  Brownlow  William  Marquess 
of  Salisbury. 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercorn. 

Richard  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Marquess  of  Bute. 

William  Marquess  of  Thomond.  (Lord 
Tadcatter.)    (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Brownlow  Marquess  of  Exetbr. 

Spencer  Joshua  Alwynb  Marqoets  of 
Northampton. 

George  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

Henry  William  Marquessof  Anglesey. 

George  Horatio  Msrquess  of  Cbol- 

MOVDELRY. 
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Paulyn  Reginald  Serlo  Marquess  of 
Hastikgs. 


Cba&les  Marquess  of  Aylesbury. 
George    Thomas  John   Marquess  of 
Westmeath.    (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Frederick     William     Marquess  of 
Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

JoBK  Marquess  of  Breadalbans. 

Robert  Marquess  of  Westminster. 

Constaktive  Henry  Marquess  of  Nor 

MAKBY. 


Charjles  Cecil  Cope  Earl  of  Liver- 
POOL»  Lord  Steward  of  the  Hotisehold. 

George  John  Earl  De  Lawarr,    Lord 
Chamberlain  of  the  Household. 

John  Earl  of  Shrewsbury. 

Edwa&d  Earl  of  Derby. 

Francis  Theophilus  Henry   Earl  of 
Huntingdon. 

Robert  Henry  Earl  of  Pembroke  and 
Montgomery. 

William  Earl  of  Devon. 

Thomas  Earl  of  Suffolk  and  Berk- 
shire. 

William  Basil  Percy  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

John  Earl  of  Westmoreland. 

Gborgb    Augustus    Frederick   Al- 
bemarle Earl  of  Lindsey. 

George  Harry  Earl  of  Stamford  and 
Warrington. 

George  William  Earl  of  Winchilsea 
and  Nottingham. 

George  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

Henry  Earl  of  Thanet. 

John  William  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

Arthur  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

James  Thomas  Earl  of  Cardigan. 

George  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

Walter  Francis  Earl  of  Doncaster. 
(Duke  qfBuccleuch  and  Queensberry.) 
{In  another  place  as  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

Cropley  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

J«BN  Savile  Earl  of  Scarborough. 

William  Charles  Earl  of  Albemarle. 

Georob  William  Earl  of  Coventry, 

George  Earl  of  Jersey. 


John  Earl  Poulett. 

George     Sholto    Earl    of   Morton. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

CosPATRicK  Alexander  Earl  of  Home. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

David    Earl  of  Airlie.    (Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

David  Earl  of  Leven  and  Melville. 

(Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Dunbar     James    Earl    of    Selkirk. 

(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Thomas  John  Earl  of  Orkney.  (Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Francis  William  Earl  of  Seafield. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.)  « 

Edward    Earl  of  Oxford    and    Earl 
Mortimer. 

Washington  Sbwallis  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Tanker- 

VILLE. 

Heneaob  Earl  of  Aylbsford. 
George  Augustus  Earl  Cowper. 
Philip  Henry  Earl  Stanhope. 
Robert  Earl  of  Harborough. 
Thomas  Earl  of  Macclesfield. 
George   William    Richard    Earl  of 

POMPRET. 

James  Earl  Graham.  (Duke  of  Mon* 
trose.) 

George  Edward  Earl  Waldegrave. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Charles  Earl  of  Harrington. 

John  Charles  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

Henry  Richard  Earl  Brooke  and 
Earl  of  Warwick. 

Gborgb  Robert  Earl  of  Buckingham^ 
shire. 

Charles    William     Earl    Fitzwil- 

LIAM. 

George  Earl  of  Egremont. 

Francis  Earl  of  Guilford. 

James  Earl  Cornwallis. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Stephen  Earl  of  Ilciiester. 

George  John  Earl  De  Lawarr.  (In 
another  place  as  Lord  Chamberlain  of 
the  Household.) 

William  Earl  of  Radnor. 

John  Charles  Earl  Spencer. 

Henry  George  Earl  Bathurst* 
b  2 


Arthur  BlxjhdellSakdysTkumbuli 
Earl  of  Hillsborough.  {Marquets 
of  Downshire.) 

George  William  Frederick  Earl  of 
Clarendon. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield  in 
ihe  County  of  Nottingham. 

John  Earl  of  Abergavenny. 

« 

Charles  Chetwynd  Earl  Talbot. 
John  Earl  Strange.   (Duke  ofAthoL) 
Ernest    Augustus   Earl     of    Mount 

Edgecumbe. 
Hugh  Eurl  Fortescue. 
Edward  Earl  of  Digby. 
George  Earl  of  Beverley. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield  in 
Middlesex.  (In  another  place  at  Earl 

•  of  Mansfield  in  Ihe  County  of  Notting- 
ham. J 

Henry  John  George  Earl  of  Carnar- 
von. 

CHARLEsCECiLCoFREarl  of  Liverpool. 
(In  another  place  as  Lord  Steward  of 
the  Household,) 

George  Earl  Cadogan. 

James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

Francis  Willi  AM  Earl  of  Charlemont. 
(Lord  Charlemont,)  (Elected  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Stephen  Earl  of  Mount  Cash  ell. 
(Elected  for  Ireland,) 

John    Earl    of    Mayo.      (Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
William  Earl  of  Wicklow. 

for  Ireland,) 

George    Charles    Earl    of 
(Elected  for  Ireland,) 

James    Earl    of   Bandon. 

for  Ireland.) 
James    Dupb>.,     Earl    of    Caledon. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

James  Alexander  Earl  of  Rosslvk. 
William  Earl  of  Craven. 
Arthur  George  Earl  of  Osslow. 
Charles  Earl  of  Romkey. 
Henry  Thomas  Earl  of  Chichester. 
Thomas  Earl  of  Wilton. 
Edward  Earl  of  Powis* 
Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

Archibald  Earl  of  GosrouD.  (Lord 
fVorlingham.)  (Elected  for  Ire- 
landj 
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William    Parsons    Earl  of    Robbr. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Charles  William   Earl  of  Charle- 
viLLE.     (  Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Charles  Herbert  Earl  Manvers. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Charles  Earl  Grey. 

William  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Earl  of  Harrowby. 

Henry  Earl  of  Harewood. 

Gilbert  Earl  of  Minto* 

Charles  Murray  Earl  Cathcart. 

James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 

John  Earl  Brownlow. 

Edward   Granfille    Earl   of  Saint 

Germans. 
Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 

George  Augustus  Frederick  Hbmry 
Earl  of  Bradford. 

John  Reginald  Earl  Beaucuamp. 

Richard  Earl  of  Glenoall.    (Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Thomas  Philip  Earl  De  Grey. 
John  Earl  of  Bldov. 
George  Henry  Earl  of  Falmouth. 
Richard  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 
John  SoAbrs  Earl  SoAerb. 
John   Edward  Cornwallis    Earl  of 

Stradbrokr* 
Windham  Henry  Earl  of  Dunravek. 

(Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Charles  William  Earl  Vane.  (Mar- 

quest  of  Londonderry.) 

William  Pitt  Earl  Amherst. 
John  Frederick  Earl  Cawdor. 
William  George  Earl  of  Munster. 
William  Earl  of  Burlington. 
Robert  Earl  of  Camperdown. 
Thomas  William  Earl  of  Lichfield. 

George  Frederick    D*Arcy  Earl   of 
Durham. 

Frederick  John  Earl  of  Ripow. 
I  Granville  Earl  Granville* 

Kenneth  Alexander  Earl  of  Effing- 
ham. 

Henry  GeoroeFrancis  Earl  of  Ducir. 

Charles  Earl  of  Yarborough. 

James  Henry   Robert    Earl    Inhes. 
(Duke  of  Roxbmrgke.) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

I  William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 


(Elected 

LUCAN. 

(Elected 
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tflOMAs  £arl  of  Zetland. 

Georob  Earl  of  Auckland. 

Charles    Noel      Earl    of    Gainsbo- 
rough. 

William  Fitzhardinoe    Earl  Fitz- 

HARDINGE. 

Edward  Earl  of  Ellenborough. 


Robert  Viscoaot  Hereford. 

John  ViscouDt  Arbuthnott.    (Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

J  AMES  Viscount  Strath  ALLAN.  (Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Henrt  Viscount  Boling broke  and  St. 

John. 
George  Viscount  Torrington. 

Augustus  Frederick  Viscount  Lein- 
STER.  (Duke  of  Leinster.) 

Henry  Viscount  Matnard. 

John  Robert  Viscount  Sydney. 

Samuel  Viscount  Hood. 

John  Viscount  De  Vesci.     (Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Hayes  Viscount  Doneraile.     (Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Cornwallis     Viscount     Hawarden. 

[Elected  for  Ireland.) 

J0HNBRUCERlCHARDVisCOUntO*NEILL. 

(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Edward  Jervis  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 

Robert  Viscount  Melville. 

WiLLiA  M  Leon  A  RD  Viscounts  I DMOUT II. 

Robert    Edward    Viscount    Lorton. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Warwick  Viscount  Lake. 

George  Viscount  Gordon.     (Earl  of 
Aberdeen.) 

Edward  Viscount  Exmoutii. 

John    Hely    Viscount    Hutchinson. 
(Earl  of  Donougkmore.J 

William  Carr  Viscount  Beresford. 
William  TiiOMAsViscountCLANCARTY. 

(Earl  of  Clancarty.J 
Stapletok  Viscount  Combermere. 
Charles  John  Viscount  Canning. 
Charles  Viscount  Canterbury. 
John  Viscount  Ponson by. 
Rowland  Viscount  Hill. 

Charles  James  Bishop  of  London. 
Edward  Bishop  of  Durham. 
Charles   Richurd  Bishop   of   W  in 

CHESTER. 


George  Henry  Bishop  of  Bath  and 

Wells. 
John  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 

William  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 

Christopher  Bishop  of  Bangor. 

Hugh  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

George  Bishop  of  Rochester. 

Edward  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 

John  Bird  Bishop  of  Chester. 

Richard  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

James  Henry  Bishop  of  Gloucester, 
and  Bristol. 

Henry  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

Joseph  Bishop  of  Ely. 

Charles  Thomas  Bishop  of  Ripon. 

Edward  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 

Edward  Bishop  of  Norwich. 

Thomas  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

George  Bishop  of  Peterborough. 

CoNNOP  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Henry   Bishop  of  Worcester. 

AsiiuRST  Turner  Bishop  of  Chiches- 
ter. 
John  Bishop  of  Lichfield. 
Edward  Bishop  of  Meath. 
Charles  Bishop  of  Kildare. 

Robert  Bishop  of  Casiiel,  Emly, 
Waterford,  and  Kilmore. 

Edward  Geoffrey  Lord  Stanley. 
COne  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  SeC" 
retaries  of  State.  J 

William  Lennox  Lascelles  Lord 
De  Ros. 

Jacob  Lord  Hastings. 

George  Edward  Lord  Audley. 

Peter  Robert  Lord  Willoughby 
D*Eresby. 

Thomas  Lord  Dacre.    . 

Charles  Rodolfh  Lord  Clinton. 

Thomas  Lord  Camoys. 

Thomas  Miles  Lord  Beaumont. 

William  Lord  Stourton. 

Henry  Lord  Berners. 

Henry  Peyto  Lord  Willoughby  De 

Broke. 
George  Lord  Vaux»  of  Harrowden, 

Henry  Lord  Paget. 

St.  Andrew  Beauchamp  Lord  St. 
John  of  Bletso. 

Charles  Augustus  Lord  Howard  de 
I     Waldbn 
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Georoe  Harry  Lord  Grey  of  Groby 
William  Francis  Henry  Lord  Petrk. 
William  Thomas  Lord  S aye  and  Sele. 

Henry  Benedict  Lord  Arundell  of 

Wardour. 

John  Lord  Clifton.  (EarlofDandey.) 

Joseph  Thaddeus  Lord  Dormer. 

George  Henry  Lord  Teynham. 

George  William  Lord  Stafford. 

George  Anson  Lord  Byron. 

William  Lord  Ward. 

Hugh    Charles    Lord    Clifford    of 
Chudleigh. 

Alexander    George   Lord  Saltoun. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Charles  Lord  Sinclair.    (Elected for 
Scotland.) 

John    Lord    Colville    of     Culross. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Eric  Lord  Rea  y.  (Elected for  Scotland.) 

John  Lord  Rollo.  (Elected for  Scotland.) 

Henry     Francis    Lord    Polwarth. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Edmund  Lord  Boyle.    (Earl  of  Cork 
and  Orrery.) 

Thomas  Robert  Lord  Hay.    (Earl  of 
Kinnoul.) 

DiGBY  Ix>rd  MiDDLETON. 

William  John  Lord  Monson. 

Henry  Lord  Montfort. 

George  William  Frederick   Lord 
Bruce. 

John  William  Lord  Ponsonby.  (Earl 
of  Be$sborotigh,) 

George  John  Lord  Sondes. 

Nathaniel  Lord  Scarsdale. 

George  Lord  Boston. 

Henry  Edward  Lord  Holland. 

George  James  Lord  Lovel  and  Hol- 
land.    (Earl  of  Egmont.) 

George  John  Lord  Vernon. 

John  Douglas  Edward  Henry  Lord 
SuNDRiDGE.     (Duke  of  Argyll, J 

Edward  William  Lord  Hawke. 

Thomas  Henry  Lord  Foley. 

George  Talbot  Lord  Dynevor. 

Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 

William  Lord  Bagot. 

Charles  Lord  Southampton. 

Fletcher  Lord  Grantley. 

Spencer  Lord  Rodney. 


John  Lord  Carteret. 

Richard  Noel  Lord  Berwick. 

John  Lord  Sherborne. 

HenryJames  Montagu  Lord MoNTAGir. 

Henry  Lord  Tyrone.      {Marquess    of 
Waterford.) 

Richard   Lord  Carleton.    (Earl   of 
Shannon:) 

Edward  Lord  Suffield. 

Guy  Lord  Dorchester. 

George  Lord  Kenyon. 

Richard  Lord  Braybrooke. 

George  Hamilton  Lord  Fisuerwick. 
{Marqujeiz  of  Donegal.) 

Charles  Lord  Douglas  of  Douglas. 

Henry  Hall  Lord  Gage.    {ViscouHi 

Oage.) 
Edward  Thomas  Lord  Thurlow. 

George  William  Loril  Lyttelton. 

Henry  Lord  Mendip.      {Viscount  Clif- 

den.) 
Francis    Lord    Stuart    of    Castle 

Stuart.    {Earl  of  Moray.) 

Randolph  Lord  Stewart  of  Garlies. 
{Earl  of  GalhwayJ) 

James    Thomas    Lord    Saltersford. 
{Earl  of  Courtown.) 

George  Alan  Lord  Brodrick.    (YiS" 
count  Middkton.) 

George  Lord  Calthorpe. 

Robert  John  Lord  Carrington. 

Henry  Lord  Bayning. 

William  Powlett  Lord  Bolton. 

John  Lord  Wodehouse. 

John  Lord  Northwick. 

Thomas  Atherton  Lord  Lilford. 

Thomas  Lord  Ribblbsdale. 

John  Lord  Fitzoibbon.  {Earl  qf  Clare.) 

Edward  Wadding    Lord    Dumsany. 

{Elected for  Ireland.) 

Cadwalladeb  Davis  Lord  Blayney. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John   Lord  Carbery.      (Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Henry  Lord  Farn ham.    {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Robert  Lord  Clon brock.    {Elected for 
Ireland.) 

Edward  Lord  Crofton. 
Ireland.) 

Henry  Lord  Dukalley. 
Ireland.) 


{Elected  for 
{EUctedfor 
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Hekrt      Francis      Seymour     Lord 
Moore.    (Marquess  of  Drogheda,) 

John  Lorros  Lord  Loftus.    (Marquess 
of  Ely.) 

John  Loid  Cartsfort.  (Earl  of  Carys^ 
fort.) 

William  Lord  Alvanley. 

George  Ralph  Lord  Abercromby. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Rbdesdale. 

George  Lord  Rivers. 

ARTHUKllOYSEsWiLLlAMLordSANDYS. 

GeorgeAugustubFrederickCharles 
Lord  Sheffield.    (Earl  of  Sheffield.) 

David  Montagu  Lord  Erskine. 

George    John    Lord    Mont    Eagle. 
(Marquess  ofSligo.) 

Archibald  William  Lord  Ar  dross  an. 
(Earl  of  EgUntovn.) 

James    Lord    Lauderdale.    (Earl  of 
Lauderdale,) 

George  Arthur  Hastings  Lord  Gra* 
NARD.     (Earlof  Granard.) 

HuNGERFORD  Lord  Crewe. 

Alan  Legge  Lord  Gardner. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Manners. 

John    Alexander    Lord    Hopetoun. 
(Earl  of  Hopetoun.) 

Richard  Lord  Castlemaine.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Jambs    Andrew      Lord     Dalhousie. 
(Earl  of  Dalhousie.) 

George  Lord   Mbldrum.     (Marquess 
ofHuntly.) 

James  Lord  Ross.    (Earl  of  Glasgow,) 

William    Willoughby    Lord  Grin* 
ste  a  o.     (Earl  of  Enniskillen,) 

William  Henry  Tennison  Lord  Fox- 
foed.      fEarl  of  Limerick,) 

Francis  Almeric  Lord  Churchill. 

William  Lord  Melbourne.    (Viscount 
Melbourne.) 

William  George  Lord  Harris. 

Algernon  Lord  Prudiioe. 

Charles  Lord  Colchester. 

William   Schomberg    Robert  Lord 
Ker*    (Marquess  of  Lothian.) 

Francis  Nathaniel    Lord  Minster4 
(Marquess  Conyngham*) 

John  Lord  Ormonde^     (Marquess  of 
Ormonde.) 

Francis  Lord  Wem  yss  {Earl  offVemyss,) 


Robert  Lord  Clanbrassill.    (Earl  of 
Roden, ) 

Robert    Lord    Kingston.      (Earl   of 
Kingston. ) 

Edward  Michael  Lord  Silchester, 
{Earl  of  Longford.) 

George  Augustus  Frederick  John 
Lord  Glen  LYON. 

William  Lord  Maryborough.    {Earl 
of  Mornington.) 

John  Lord  Oriel.  (Viscount  Massa'* 
reene  and  Ferrard.) 

Thomas  Henry   Lord  Ravensworth. 
Thomas  Lord  Delamere. 
John  George  Weld  Lord  Forester. 
John  James  Lord  Rayleigii. 

Ulysses  Lord  Downes.  (Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Nicholas  Lord  Bexley. 

Robert  Francis  Lord  Gifford. 

Percy  Clinton  Sydney  Lord  Pens« 
H u  rst.     (  Viscount  Strangford,) 

William  Lord  Tadc aster.  {In  an^ 
other  place  as  Marquess  of  Tliomond.) 

Ulick  John  Lord  Someriiill.  {Mar^ 
quess  of  Clanricarde,) 

James  Lord  Wig  AN.  {EarlofBalcarres.) 

Thomas  Lord  Ranfurly.  {Earl  of 
Ranfurly.) 

George  Lord  De  Tabley. 

James  Archibald  Lord  Wharncliffe. 
(In  another  place  cts  Lord  President  of 
the  Council.J 

William  Lord  Feversham. 

Charles  Rose  Lord  Seaford. 

John   Singleton    Lord    Lyndhurst. 
{In  another  place  as  Lord  Chancellor.) 

J  A  M  £s  Lord  Fife.     {Earl  of  Fife.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Tenterden. 

William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket. 

Thomas  Lord  Melros.     (EarlofHad^ 
dington.) 

Henry  Lord  Cowley 

Charles  Lord  Stuart  de  Rothesay. 

William  Lord  Hbytesbury. 
Archibald     John    Lord    Rosebery. 
(Earl  of  Rosebery.) 

Richard  Lord  Clanwilliam.    {Earl 
of  Clanwilliam.) 

Edward  Lord  Skelmersdale. 

William  Draper  Lord  Wynford. 

Henry  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 


VUl 
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William  George  Lord  Kilmarnock.  I 

(Earl  of  ErroU.) 
Arthur  James  Lord  Finoall.    {Earl 

ofFingall.) 
Charles  William  Lord  Seftok.  (Earl 

ofSefton.) 
Nathaniel  Lord  Clements.     {Earl  of 

Leitrim.) 

George  William  Fox  Lord  Rossie. 
(Lord  KmnaircLj 

Thomas  Lord  Kenlis.     (Marquess  of 

HeadforLj 
John  CiiAMBRE  Lord Ciiaworth.  {Earl 

of  Meaih.) 

Alexander  Edward  Lord  Dunmore. 
{Earl  of  Dunmore.) 

Robert  Montgomery  Lord  Hamilton. 
{Lord  Belkaven  and  Stenton,) 

John  Hobart  Lord  How  den. 

William  Lord  Panmure. 

George  Warwick  Lord  Poltimore. 

Edward  Pryce  Lord  Mostyn. 

Hknry  Spencer  Lord  Templemore. 

William  Lewis  Lord  Dinorben. 

Valentine  Browne  Lord  Clon  curry. 

James  Lord  De  Saumarez. 

Francis  Godolfhin  Lord  Godolpuin. 

Lucius  Lord  Hunsdon.  {Viscount FcUkr 
land.) 

Edward  Geoffrey  Lord  Stanley,  (/n 
another  place  as  One  of  Her  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State.) 

Thomas  Lord  Denman. 

Robert  Campbell  Lord  Abinger. 

Philip  Charles  Lord  De  LIsle  and 
Dudley. 

Alexander  Lord  Asiiburton. 

Charles  Lord  Glenelg. 

Edward  John  Lord  Hatherton 

John  Lord  Strafford. 

Archibald  Lord  Worlingham.  (In 
another  place  as  Earl  of  Gosford.) 

Charles  Christopher  Lord  Cotten- 

IIAM. 


Henry  Lord  Langdale. 

Edward  Berkeley  Lord  Portman. 

Thomas  Alexander  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Lord  Bateman. 

Francis  William  Lord  Charlemont. 
( InanotherplaceasEarlofCharlemont.) 

Francis  Alexander  Lord  Kintore. 
(Earl  of  Kintore.) 

Cornelius  Lord  Lismore.    (Viscouni 
Lismore.) 

Henry  Robert  Lord  Rossmore* 

Robert  Shapland  Lord  Carew. 

William  Francis  Spencer  Lord  De 

Mauley. 
John  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Charles  Lord  Sudxley. 
Paul  Lord  Methuen. 
Frederick  James  Lord  Beauvale. 
Richard    Wogan    Ix>rd     Furnival. 
{Lwd  Talbot  ofMalahide.) 

John  Thomas  Lord  Stanley  of  Al« 

DERLEY 

Henry  Lord  Stuart  de  Decies. 

Chan  DOS  Lord  Leioii 

Paul  Beilby  Lord  Wenlock. 

Charles  Lord  Lurgan. 

Nicholas  William  Lord  Colborne. 

Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne* 

James  Lord  Dunfermline. 

Thomas  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

John  Lord  Seaton. 

Edward  Arthur  Wellington  Lord 

Keane. 
John  Lord  Campbell. 

John  LordOxEVFOoRD.  {Earl  of  Stair.) 

Valentine  Lord  Kenmare.    {Earl  of 
Kenmare.) 

George  Hamilton  Lord  Ennishowen 
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Hallf  or  upon  any  pubH^  Solemnity f  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior 
Baron, 
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Hon.  William  Edward  Fitz- 
maurice. 
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Droitwich. 
John  Somerset  Pakington. 
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Hon.  Henry  (Howard)  Lord 
Howard. 
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PARLIAMENTARY   DEBATES, 

In  the    Fifth  Session  op   the   Fourteenth  Par-- 

LIAMENT  OF  THE   UnITED    KINGDOM   OF    GrEAT  BrITAIN 

AND   Ireland^   appointed   to   meet    11    November,   1841, 

AND  FBOM  thence  CONTINUED  TILL  4  FeBRUAEY,  1845,  IN  THE 

Eighth  Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FIRST  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 

Tuesday y  February  4,  1845. 

MniOTBail   &/Jbv/.— Esrlof  EUeoboiough;  EarlNdaao. 
BiLu.    PwMc— 1^  Select  Veitria. 

MEKTING  OF  PARLIAMENT.] 
The  Parliament  which  had  been  pro- 
rogued soiccessively  from  the  5th  September, 
to  the  10th  October,  the  12th  December, 
the  4th  February,  met  this  day  for  dispatch 
of  bufiinestf.  The  Session  was  opened  by 
Her  Majesty  in  Person,  with  the  following 
moat  Gracious  Speech  :— 

"  My  Lords  J  and  Gentlemen^ 

"  I  rejoice  that  I  am  enabled,  on 
again  meeting  you  in  Parliament,  to 
congratulate  you  on  the  improved 
Condition  of  the  Country. 

"  Increased  Activity  pervades  al- 
most every  Branch  of  Manufacture ; 
Trade  and  Commerce  have  been  ex- 
tended at   borne    and  abroad;    and 
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among  all  Classes  of  My  People  there 
is  generally  prevalent  a  Spirit  of  Loy- 
alty and  cheerful  Obedience  to  the 
Law. 

"  I  continue  to  receive  from  all 
Foreign  Powers  and  States  Assurances 
of  their  friendly  Disposition. 

'*  I  have  had  much  Satisfaction  in 
receiving  at  My  Court  the  Sovereigns 
who  in  the  course  of  last  Year  visited 
this  Country. 

"  The  Journey  of  the  Emperor  of 
Rtissia,  undertaken  at  a  great  Sacri- 
fice of  private  Convenience,  was  a 
Proof  of  the  Friendship  of  His  Im- 
perial Majesty  most  acceptable  to  My 
Feelings. 

"  The  Opportunity  of  personal  In- 
tercourse thus  afforded  to  Me  may,  I 
hope,  be  the  Means  of  still  further 
B 
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it  is  one  of  the  earliest  which  that  Power 
contracted  after  its  formation  into  an  Em- 
pire ;  and  I  am  sure  that  nothing  can  more 
tend  to  contribute  to  the  permanence  of  this 
alliance,  and,  as  Her  Majesty  has  stated 
in  Her  Speech,  the  future  extension  of  it, 
than  the  visit  of  the  Emperor  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  the  maintenance  of  a  friendly  in- 
tercourse between  the  two  Sovereigns.  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  also  alludes  to  the  visits  of 
other  Sovereigns,  from  which  Her  Majesty 
derives  great  satisfaction,  and  which  must 
be  also  gratifying  to  the  country.  And 
first,  let  me  refer  to  the  visit  of  the  King 
of  Saxony,  an  event  which,  connected  as 
he  11  with  Her  Majesty's  illustrious  Con- 


ciliation and  justice  by  which  the  GoTem- 
ment  of  either  country  has  been  actuated 
will  be  an  additional  guarantee  that  the 
resources  and  powers  of  the  two  kingdoms 
will  be  made  the  means  of  their  mutual 
preservation  and  security.  The  next  topic 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech  relates  to  a  sub- 
ject which  cumes  more  immediately  under 
the  discussion  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
concur  in  expressing  an  anxioux  hope  that 
the  country  will  not  object  to  any  necessary 
expenditure  for  the  extension  of  our  steam 
navigation,  when  it  is  considered  how  much 
depends  upon  the  efficiency  of  that  species 
of  navigation  in  protecting  the  trade  and 


sort,  cannot  be  looked  upon  but  as  one  of  -  commerce  of  this  Empire.  My  Lords,  the 
great  importance.  I  believe,  my  Lords,  !  next  ptiint  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  is,  that 
that  the  more  this  country  i%  visited  by  I  Her  Majesty  '*  had  observed  with  great  sa- 
Foreign  Sovereigns,  the  more  its  resources  ,  tisfaction  that  the  impnivement  which  is 
are  known,  and  the  happiness  of  its  people  ;  manifested  in  the  other  parts  of  the  country 
is  witnessed,  the  greater  will  be  its  in-  i  has  extended  to  Ireland.*'  My  Lords,  so 
fluence.  I  believe  that*  as  in  private  life,  long  as  political  agitation  continues  in  that 
BO  amongst  those  in  the  roost  exalted  sta-  '  country,  there  must  necessarily  be  alarm  in 
tion,  the  frequency  of  intercourse  will  lead  '  the  minds  of  those  who  have  capital  to  in- 
to more  lasting  and  more  intimate  ad-  vest,  and  they  are  therefore  unwilling  to 
vantages.  My  Lords,  it  will  be  in  the  re-  embark  their  money  in  speculations  in  that 
collection  of  your  Lordships,  that  in  Her  |  part  of  the  United  Kingdcim.  But,  my 
Speech  at  the  termination  of  the  last  Ses-  Lords,  I  think  we  may  now  hail  the  return 
sioQ  of  Parliament,  Her  Majesty  expressed  of  tranquillity  in  that  country ;  and  the 
Her  grati6cation  at  being  enabled  to  state  best  proof  that  it  is  returning  is  to  be  found 
to  this  House  and  the  country  that  the  ne-  in  the  different  projects  of  enterprise  which 
gotiaiions  between  this  country  and  France  ,  have  been  brought  forward,  not  by  the 
had  been  brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclu-  <  Government,  but  by  private  individuals, 
aion.  That  communication  of  Her  Majesty  I  refer  to  the  railways  and  other  large 
was  very  speedily  followed  by  the  visit  of  \  works  now  in  progress  in  Ireland,  which 
His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French ;  and  by  increasing  the  means  of  employment  for 
I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  feel  great  the  Irish  people,  and  convincing  them  that 
gratification' that  His  Majf  sty  was  received  i  their  interesto  will  he  best  promoted  by  an 
in  this  country  by  the  people  in  the  most  ;  intimate  union  between  the  two  countries, 
cordial  manner.  When  we  consider  the  j  rather  than  by^  separation,  will  necessarily 
various  parts  of  the  world  in  which  the  co-  tend  to  maintain  and  uphold  their  loyalty, 
operation  of  France  with  this  country  is  ne- 
cessary for  the  maintenance  of  peace ;  when 
we  consider  how  likely  is  the  maintenance 
of  peace  to  extend  the  commerce  of  this 
country,  and  that  intercourse  which,  from 
the  facility  of  communication  with  France, 
must  naturally  follow  the  alliance  between 
these  two  countries.  His  Majesty's  late 
visit  must  be  looked  upon  with  peculiar 
gratification.  I  am  sure,  my  Lords,  that 
the  reception  which  the  King  of  the  French 
met  with  from  the  people  of  this  country 
must  have  convinced  him  that  they  are 
fully  sensible  of  the  talent,  eminent  perse- 
verance, and  zeal,  which  he  at  all  times  baa 


evinced  in  preserving  that  peace  and  amity 
which  are  so  essential  to  the  interests  of 
both  countries;    while  the  spirit  of  con- 


and  form  a  guarantee  for  the  continuance 
of  good  order  and  tranquillity.  And,  my 
Lords,  while  on  the  subject  of  Ireland,  I 
am  sure  you  will  join  me  in  cordially 
thanking  Her  Majesty  for  having  com- 
municated to  us  the  fact,  that  she  has 
carried  into  effect,  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  was  conceived,  the  Act  for  the  more 
effectual  Application  of  Charitable  Do- 
nations and  Bequests;  and  that  you  will 
concur  in  assuring  Her  Majesty  that 
whenever  the  details  of  the  measure  shall 
be  laid  before  you,  you  will  give  your 
most  anxious  and  favourable  consideration 
to  the  policy  of  improving  and  extending 
the  opportunities  for  Academical  Education 
in  Ireland.  Her  Majesty,  in  the  next 
place,  my  Lords,  refers  to  the  Report  of 


Address  in  Answer 


{Feb.  4} 


to  ihe  Speech. 


6 


ration  for  a  further  Period,  and  thus 
to  obtain  the  Means  of  adequately 
providing  for  the  Public  Service,  and 
at  the  same  Time  of  making  a  Re- 
duction in  other  Taxation. 

"  Whatever  may  be  the  Result  of 
your  Deliberations  in  this  respect,  I 
feel  assured  that  it  will  be  your  De- 
termination to  maintain  an  Amount 
of  Revenue  amply  sufficient  to  meet 
the  necessary  Expenditure  of  the 
Country,  and  firmly  to  uphold  that 
Public  Credit  which  is  indispensable 
to  the  National  Welfare. 

"  The  Prospect  of  continued  Peace, 
and  the  general  State  of  Domestic 
Prosperity  and  Tranquillity,  aflPord  a 
favourable  Opportunity  for  the  Con- 
sideration of  the  important  Matters 
to  which  I  have  directed  your  Atten- 
tion; and  I  commit  them  to  your 
Deliberation,  with  the  earnest  Prayer 
that  you  may  be  enabled,  under  the 
superintending  Care  and  Protection 
of  Divine  Providence,  to  strengthen 
the  Feelings  of  mutual  Confidence 
and  Good  Will  between  difierent 
Classes  of  My  Subjects,  and  to  im-* 
prove  the  Condition  of  My  People." 

Her  Majesty  then  retired,  and  the  House 
adjounied  during  Pleasure :  having  re-* 
sumed, 

Addbess  in  Answer  to  the  Speech. ^ 
The  Marquess  Camden  rose  and  said  :  My 
Lords,  in  rising  to  move  that  your  Lord- 
ships should  agree  that  an  Humble  Address 
he  presented  (o  Her  Majesty,  in  answer  to 
Her  most  Gracious  Speech^  which  we  have 
this  day  heard  from  the  Throne,  I  feel  that 
I  must  commenee  by  asking  you  to  give  me 
that  kind  attention  and  indulgence,  which 
during  the  few  years  that  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  sitting  in  this  House,  I  have  uni- 
formly seen  bestowed  upon  those  who,  like 
myself,  had  never  before  addressed  your 
Lordships.  But,  my  Lords,  I  feel  the  diffi- 
culty or  my  present  position  considerably 
lightened  by  the  reflection  that  it  is  my  lot 
to  address  you  upon  an  occasion   when, 


without   any    exaggerated    statements  of 
national  prosperity,  or  on  any  unascertained 
grounds,  your  Lordships  may  safely  concur 
in  expressing  your  gratification  at  the  state 
of  the  country  in  its  domestic  condition  and 
foreign  relations,  as  they  have  been  repre- 
sented in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  My  Lords, 
I  believe  there  is  no  doubt  that  in  every 
branch  of  the  manufactures  and  trade  of 
this  country   there  is  an  increasing    ac* 
tivity.      I   believe    that   the  home  trade 
of  this  country  is  increasing  in    activity 
in  almost  every  branch,  and  that  the  com- 
merce   of  the  country    which    is  carried 
through  almost  every  part  of  the  civilised 
globe,   and  to  which  new  channels  have 
been  recently  opened,  is  largely  and  rapidly 
extending.      My   Lords,  I    trust  that  we 
may  hope  that  as  the  improvement  which 
has  been  for  some  time  going  on  in  the 
manufactures  of  the  country,  has  been  gra- 
dual and  steady,  so  it  will  be  permanent, 
and  will  continue  to  increase.     My  Lords, 
I  think  you  may  also  cordially  join  in  the 
congratulations  expressed  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  when  She  says  that  amongst  all 
classes  of  the  people  there  prevails  a  spirit 
of  loyalty  and  cheerful  obedience  to  the 
law. — Your  Lordships  are  aware  that  this 
spirit  of  loyalty  and  firm  attachment  to  the 
Throne  has  been  manifested  on  various  oc- 
casions, and  that  whenever  Her  Majesty 
has  appeared  before  Her  people,  there  has 
been  the  greatest  manifestation  of  loyalty 
and  attachment  to  Her  Majesty's  Person ; 
and  I  may  perhaps  refer  more  particularly 
to  the  period  when  Her  Majesty  proceeded, 
amidst  the  congregated  masses  of  this  great 
city,  to  open  that  Exchange  from  whence 
springs  all  the  commerce  of  the  land.     My 
Lords,  the   next  topic  in   Her   Majesty's 
Speech  is  the  satisfaction  which  She  has 
felt    from  the  visits   of  those   Sovereigns 
whom  She  received  at  Her  Court  in  the 
course  of  the  last  vear.    Mv  Lords,  I  think 
we  can  most  cordiallv  concur  with   Hei 
Majesty  in  the  gratification  which  She  ex- 
presses at  the  visit  which  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  paid  to  Her  Majesty  last  year.     I 
think,,  my  Lords,  that  that  visit,  paid,  as 
Her  Majesty  has  informed  us  it  was,  at  a 
great  sacrifice  of  personal  and  private  con- 
venience, and  at  a  time  when  private  af- 
Mictions  weighed  heavily  upon  him,  must 
have  convinced  your  Lordships  of  the  anx- 
iety of  the  Emperor  to  manifest  his  feelings 
of  amity  towards  this  country,  and  to  pay 
a  tribute  of  respect  to  Her  Majesty.     My 
Lords,  I  believe  the  alliance  with  this  coun- 
try and  Russia  is  of  the  most  ancient  date ; 
B2 
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it  ii  one  of  tbe  earliest  which  that  Power 
ooDtracted  after  its  formation  into  an  Em- 
pire ;  and  F  am  sure  that  nothing  can  more 
tend  to  contribute  to  the  permanence  of  this 
alliance,  and,  as  Her  Majesty  has  stated 
in  Her  Speech,  the  future  extension  of  it* 
than  the  visit  of  the  Emperor  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  the  maintenance  of  a  friendly  in- 
tercourse between  the  two  Sovereigns.  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  also  alludes  to  the  visits  of 
other  Sovereigns,  from  which  Her  Majesty 
derives  great  satisfaction,  and  which  must 
be  also  gratifying  to  the  country.  And 
first,  let  me  refer  to  the  visit  of  the  King 
of  Saxony,  an  event  which,  connected  as 
he  if  with  Her  Majesty's  illustrious  Con- 
sort, cannot  be  looked  upon  but  as  one  of 
great  importance.  I  believe,  my  Lords, 
that  the  more  this  country  is  visited  by 
Foreign  Sovereigns^  the  more  its  resources 
are  known,  and  the  happiness  of  its  people 
is  witnessed,  the  greater  will  be  its  in. 
fluence.  I  believe  that,  as  in  private  life, 
so  amongst  those  in  the  most  exalted  sta- 
tion, the  frequency  of  intercourse  will  lead 
to  more  lasting  and  more  intimate  ad- 
vantages. My  Lords,  it  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  your  Lordships,  that  in  Her 
Speech  at  the  termination  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  Her  Majesty  expressed 
Her  gratification  at  being  enabled  to  state 
to  this  House  and  the  country  that  the  ne- 
gotiations between  this  country  and  France 
had  been  brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion. That  communication  of  Her  Majesty 
was  very  speedily  followed  by  the  visit  of 
His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French ;  and 
I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  feel  great 
gratification  that  His  Majesty  was  received 
in  this  country  by  the  people  in  the  most 
cordial  manner.  When  we  consider  the 
various  parts  of  the  world  in  which  the  co- 
operation of  France  with  this  country  is  ne- 
cessary for  the  maintenance  of  peace ;  when 
we  consider  how  likely  u  the  maintenance 
of  peace  t«)  extend  the  commerce  of  this 
country,  and  that  intercourse  which,  from 
the  fttdlity  of  communicaticm  with  France, 
must  naturally  follow  the  alliance  between 
these  two  countries,  Kb  Majesty's  late 
visit  must  be  looked  upon  with  peculiar 
gratification.  I  am  sure,  my  Lords,  that 
the  reception  which  the  King  of  the  French 
met  with  from  the  people  of  this  country 
must  have  convinced  him  that  they  are 
fully  sensible  of  the  talent,  eminent  perse- 
verance* and  lea),  which  he  at  all  times  has 
evinced  in  preserving  that  peace  and  amity 
which  are  so  esKotial  to  the  interesu  of 
both  countries}   while  the  spirit  of  am* 


ciliatbn  and  justice  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  either  country  has  been  actuated 
will  be  an  additional  guarantee  that  the 
resources  and  powers  of  the  two  kingdoms 
will  be  made  the  means  of  their  mutual 
preservation  and  security.  The  next  topic 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech  relates  to  a  sub- 
ject which  cumes  more  immediately  under 
the  discussion  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
concur  in  expressiiig  an  anxious  hope  that 
the  country  will  not  object  to  any  necessary 
expenditure  for  the  extension  of  our  steam 
navigation,  when  it  is  considered  how  much 
depends  upon  the  efficiency  of  that  species 
of  navigation  in  protecting  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  this  Empire.  My  Lords,  the 
next  piiint  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  is,  that 
Her  Majesty  "  had  observed  with  great  sa- 
tisfaction that  the  improvement  which  is 
manifested  in  the  other  parts  of  th«*  country 
has  extended  to  Ireland."  My  Lords,  so 
long  as  political  agitation  continues  in  that 
country,  there  must  necessarily  be  alarm  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  have  capital  to  in- 
vest, and  they  are  therefore  unwilling  to 
embark  their  money  in  speculations  iu  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  think  we  may  now  hail  the  return 
of  tranquillity  in  that  country ;  and  the 
best  proof  that  it  is  returning  is  to  be  found 
in  the  different  projects  of  enterprise  which 
have  been  brought  forward,  not  by  the 
Oovemment,  but  by  private  individuals. 
I  refer  to  the  railways  and  other  large 
works  now  in  progress  in  Ireland,  which 
by  increasing  the  means  of  employment  for 
the  Irish  people,  and  convincing  them  that 
their  interesU  will  be  best  promoted  by  an 
intimate  union  between  the  two  countries, 
rather  than  by  separation,  will  necessarily 
tend  to  maintain  and  uphold  their  loyalty, 
and  form  a  guarantee  for  the  continuance 
of  good  order  and  tranquillity.  And,  my 
Lords,  while  on  the  subject  of  Ireland,  I 
am  sure  you  will  join  me  in  cordially 
thanking  Her  Majesty  for  having  com- 
municated to  us  the  fact,  that  ahe  baa 
carried  into  effect,  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  was  conceived,  the  Act  for  the  more 
effectual  Application  of  Charitable  Do- 
nations and  Bequests;  and  that  you  will 
concur  in  assuring  Her  Majesty  that 
whenever  the  details  of  the  measure  shall 
be  laid  before  vou,  you  will  give  your 
most  anxious  anj  favourable  oonsideratioo 
to  the  policy  of  improving  and  extending 
tbe  opportunities  for  Acadonical  Education 
in  Ireland.  Her  Majesty,  in  the  next 
place»  my  Lordsy  refors  to  the  Bcport  of 
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the  Com  mission  appointed  some  time  ago 
to  inquire  into  the  Law  and  Practice  in 
re!«pect  to  the  Occupation  of  Land  in  Ire- 
land, which  we  are  informed  is  nearly  pre- 
pared and  will  shortly  be  laid  before  your 
liordships;  and,  my  Lords,  I  have  no 
doubt  that,  by  the  talent  and  attention 
which  have  been  bestowed  upon  that  in- 
quiry by  the  noble  Earl  who  is  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission  and  his  Colleagues, 
much  valuable  information  will  be  afforded 
to  you  on  the  subject.  My  Lords,  the 
next  topic  which  is  embraced  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  is  one  more  immediately  for 
the  consideration  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  inasmuch  as  it  relates  to  mat- 
ters connected  with  monetary  affairs ;  vi2., 
^  the  state  of  the  Law  in  regard  to  the  Pri- 
vileges of  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  and  to  other 
Banking  Establishments  in  that  country 
snd  in  Scotland ;"  and  though  this  is  not 
the  time  nor  place,  neither  is  it  my  pro- 
vince, to  enter  into  the  details  of  those 
measures  which  will  be  submitted  to  Par- 
liament upon  this  subject,  I  am  sure  your 
Lordships  will  be  glad  of  this  opportunity 
of  assuring  Her  Majesty  that  you  are  pre- 
pared to  give  your  most  anxious  consider- 
ation to  all  matters  relating  to  those  Insti- 
tutions, connected  as  they  are  with  the 
great  measure  which  was  passed  last  Ses- 
sion for  the  regulation  of  the  monetary 
affairs  of  this  country.  My  Lords,  there 
is  another  subject  to  which  Her  Majesty 
refers^  upon  which  your  Lordships  will 
be  anxious  to  assure  Her  Majesty  of 
your  most  serious  care  and  deliberation. 
The  subject  I  allude  to  is  connected  with 
the  Commission  which  has  been  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Health  of  the  Metro- 
polis and  other  large  towns,  the  Report  of 
which  is  to  he  immediately  laid  before 
Parliament.  The  subject  has  already  been 
brought  before  your  Lordships  in  former 
Sessions  by  various  noble  Lords,  and  has 
engaged  much  of  your  attention,  and  I  am 
sure  you  will  rejoice  if  you  can  find  it 
practicable  to  devise  measures  which  may 
tend  to  ameliorate  the  miserable  destitution, 
disease,  and  suffering  which  unfortunately 
exist  but  too  extensively  in  this  metropolis, 
and,  in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  in  every 
large  town  in  the  Kingdom.  If  such  mea- 
sures should  be  devised,  I  am  sure  your 
Lordships  will  not  hesitate  to  adopt  them. 
My  Lords,  it  will  be  in  your  Lordships'  re- 
collection that,  three  years  ago,  an  Act 
was  passed  authorising  Her  Majesty  to 
raise  a  tax  upon  Property  and  Income,  in 
order  to  enable  Her  to  meet  the  excess  of 


the  expenditure  of  the  country  over  its 
income,  to  pay  off  certain  debts  which  had 
been  in  consequence  incurred,  and,  by 
making  a  more  equitable  distribution  of 
the  public  burdens,  affording  Her  the 
means  of  remitting  several  taxes  that  pres- 
sed severely  on  the  industry  of  the  country. 
My  Lords,  that  measure,  as  Her  Majesty 
informs  us,  has  been  perfectly  successful ; 
but  as  that  Act  expires  in  the  present  year. 
Her  Majesty  recommends  this  subject  for 
your  early  consideration — wishing  Parlia- 
ment to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
more  expedient  to  continue  that  tax  for  a 
longer  period,  and  so  extend  its  advantages 
by  removing  other  taxes  which  still  press 
on  the  manufactures  and  trade  of  the 
country.  But,  my  Lords,  whatever  Par- 
liament may  determine  in  this  respect,  it  is 
gratifying  to  know  that  we  may  safely 
rely  upon  the  public  faith  being  maintained 
inviolate.  My  Lords,  the  prospect  of  con- 
tinued peace,  not  confined  alone  to  the 
country,  but  extending  over  all  our  rela- 
tions with  Foreign  Powers,  and  the  general 
state  of  domestic  prosperity  and  tranquillity, 
will  afford  Parliament  ample  time  and  op- 
portunity to  consider  the  various  important 
topics  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Speech  re- 
fers. That  your  Lordships'  best  consider- 
ation will  be  paid  to  those  topics,  there 
can  be  no  doubt;  and  I  trust  the  result 
will  be,  that,  under  the  superintending 
care  and  protection  of  Divine  Providence, 
you  will  be  enabled  to  accomplish  that 
which  is  the  nearest  wish  of  Her  Majesty's 
heart,  viz.,  strengthen  the  feelings  of  mu- 
tual confidence  and  goodwill  between  dif- 
ferent classes  of  Her  subjects,  and  improve 
the  condition  of  Her  people.  Before  I 
conclude  by  reading  to  your  Lordships 
the  humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  allow 
me  to  express  to  your  Lordships  my 
warmest  thanks  for  the  manner  in  which 
you  have  listened  to  me,  and  to  express  my 
hope  that  if  by  any  unguarded  word  I 
should  unintentionally  have  given  rise  to 
any  question  which  may  in  the  slightest 
degree  disturb  the  unanimity  with  which 
it  is  my  anxious  hope  this  Address  should 
be  carried  up  to  Her  Majesty,  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  attribute  it  to  my  inexpe- 
rience, and  not  to  those  subjects  it  has 
been  my  duty  to  lay  before  you.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  reading  the  following 
Address  in- 
most Gracious  Sovexeign, 

We,  Your  Majesty's  most  dotirul  and  loyal 
Subjects,  th6  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal, 
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io  ParliameDt  assembled,  beg  leave  to  ap- 
proach Your  Mnjesty  to  return  to  Your  Ma- 
jesty  our  humble  Thanks  for  the  Gracious 
Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has  deUvered  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

We  participate  roost  sincerely  in  Your  Ma- 
jesty's tloy  (on  the  improved  Condition  of  the 
Country)  that  increased  Activity  pervades 
every  Branch  of  Manufacture ;  that  Trade  and 
Commerce  have  been  extended  at  home  and 
abroad ;  and  ihat  among  all  Classes  of  Your 
Majesty's  People  there  is  generally  prevalent 
a  Spirit  of  Loyalty  and  cheerful  Obedience  to 
the  Law« 

We  rejoice  to  learn  that  Your  Majesty  con- 
tinues to  receive  from  all  Foreign  Powers  and 
States  Assurances  of  their  friendly  Disposi- 
tion. 

We  beg  to  express  our  Gratification  thai 
Your  Majesty  has  had  the  Satisfaction  of  re- 
ceiving at  Your  Court  the  Sovereigns  who 
in  the  course  of  the  last  Year  visited  this 
Country. 

We  concur  with  Your  Majesty  in  consider- 
ing that  the  Journey  of  the  Emperor  of  Buuia. 
undertaken  at  a  great  Sacrifice  of  private 
Convenience,  was  a  Proof  of  the  Friendship 
of  His  Imperial  Majesty,  which  roust  have 
been  most  acceptable  to  Your  Migesty's  FeeU 
injfi. 

We  humbly,  with  Your  Majesty,  beg  leave 
to  express  our  Hope  that  the  Opportunity  thus 
afforded  to  Your  Majesty  roay  be  the  Means 
of  still  further  improving  those  amicable  Rela- 
tions which  have  long  existed  between  BMuia 
and  Great  Britain. 

We  cordially  concur  in  the  Feelings  which 
Your  Migesty  has  been  pleased  to  expreu  in 
respect  to  the  Visit  of  the  King  of  the  Frenck^ 
which  was  rendered  especially  welcome,  inas- 
much as  it  had  been  preceded  by  Discussions 
which  might  have  impaired  the  good  Under- 
standing  happily  established  between  the  Two 
Countries. 

In  common  with  Your  Majesty  we  regard 
the  Maintenance  of  this  good  Understanding 


served^  with  sincere  satisfiiction,  that  the  Im- 
provement which  is  manifest  in  other  Parts  of 
the  Country  has  extended  to  Ireland, 

We  rejoice  to  learn  that  the  Political  Agi* 
tation  and  Excitement  which  Your  Majesty 
has  had  heretofore  Occasion  to  lament  appear 
to  have  gradually  abated,  and,  as  a  nataral 
Result,  private  Capital  has  been  more  freely 
applied  to  useful  public  Enterprizes,  under- 
taken through  the  friendly  Co-operation  of 
Individuals  interested  in  the  Welfare  of  Ire- 
land. 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  oa 
that  You  have  carried  into  effect,  io  the  Spirit 
in  which  it  was  conceived,  the  Act  for  the 
more  effectual  Application  of  Charitable  Do- 
nations and  Beqnests. 

In  obedience  to  Your  Majesty's  Commands 
we  will  take  into  our  Consideration  the  Policy 
of  improving  and  extending  the  Opportunities 
for  Academical  Education  in  btland. 

We  beg  leave  to  thank  Your  Majesty  for 
informing  us  that  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Law  and 
Practice  in  respect  to  the  Occupation  of  Land 
is  nearly  prepared,  and  that  immediately  after 
its  Presi:ntation  it  shall  be  laid  before  us. 

We  assure  Your  Majesty  that  We  will  give 
our  best  Attention  to  the  State  of  the  Law  in 
regard  to  the  Privileges  of  the  Bank  of  Lrelamd, 
and  to  oilier  Banking  Establishments  in  that 
Country,  and  lu  Scotland, 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  os 
that  the  Report  of  the  Commission  for  inquiring 
into  the  Health  of  the  Inhabitants  of  large 
Towna  and  populous  Districu  in  this  Part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  shall  be  laid  before  us^ 
and  we  cordially  trust  that  the  Information  and 
Suggestions  contained  therein  will  enable  u« 
to  devise  the  Means  of  promoting  the  Health 
and  Comfort  of  the  poorer  Classes  of  Your 
Majesty's  Sobjecu. 

We  beg  Leave  to  express  our  Thanks  to 
Your  Majesty  for  congratulating  us  on  the 
Success  of  the  Measures  which  Three  Years 
since  were  adopted  by  Parliament  for  the  Pttr- 


as  essential  to  the  best  Interests  of  both ;  and  pose  of  supplying  the  Deficiency  in  the  Public 
we  rejoice  in  the  Rtflcction  that  the  Senti-  Revenue,  and  arresting  the  Accamulation  of 
roents  so  cordially  expressed  by  all  Classes  of  .  Debt  in  the  Time  of  Peace  ;  and  for  directing 
Your  Majesty's  Subjecu  on  the  Occasion  of  our  Attention  to  the  Circumstsoce  that  the 
His  Majesty's  Visit  were  entirely  in  unison  .^ct  which  was  passed  at  that  Time  for  impos- 
with  those  of  Your  Majesty,  i  ing  a  Tax  upon  Income  will  shortly  expire  ; 

We  humbly   beg  to  thank  Your  Majesty    and  we  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we  will  give 
for  infurraing  us  that  Your  Majesty  ha«  ob.    our  best  Consideration  to  determine  wheihir  it 
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iMjr  not  be  expedient  to  continue  its  Opera- 
tion for  a  further  Period,  and  thus  to  obtain 
the  Means  of  adequately  providing  for  the 
Pablic  Serrice,  and  at  the  same  Time  of 
making  a  Reduction  in  other  Taxation. 

Your  Majesty  may  rest  assured  that  it  will 
be  our  Determination  to  maintain  an  Amount 
of  Revenue  amply  sufficient  to  meet  the  Bx- 
penditure  of  the  Country^  and  firmly  to  up- 
hold that  Public  Credit  which  is  indispensable 
to  the  National  Welfare. 

We  shall  be  prepared  to  take  into  our  Con- 
sideration the  important  Matters  to  which 
Tour  Majesty  has  directed  our  Atteniion,  for 
which  the  Prospect  of  continued  Peace,  and 
the  general  State  of  Domestic  Prosperity  and 
TraiK|QilHty»  afford  so  favourable  an  Opportu- 
nity ;  and  we  join  in  Your  Majesty's  earnest 
Prayer  that  we  may  be  enabled,  under  the 
superintending  Care  and  Protection  of  Divine 
Providence,  to  strengthen  the  Feelings  of  mu- 
tual Confidence  and  Good  Will  between  dif- 
ferent Classes  of  Yoar  Majesty's  Subjects,  and 
to  improve  the  Condition  of  Your  Majesty's 
People. 

Lord  Glenhfon  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to 
second  the  Motion  of  my  Friend  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  which  your  Lordships  have 
jast  heard  read,  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  in  answer  to 
Her  Majesty's  most  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  My  Lords,  I  cannot  but  feel 
some  diffidence  in  addressing  your  Lord- 
riiips  for  the  first  time  on  the  present 
occasion,  the  more  especially  ivhen  I  con- 
sider the  importance  of  the  duty  which  now 
devolves  on  me;  but  after  the  very  able 
manner  in  which  the  noble  Marquess  has 
already  treated  the  sabject  before  us,  my 
task  will  be  comparatively  light,  and  I 
shall  trespass  but  for  a  very  short  time  on 
your  Lordships'  patience.  My  Lords,  the 
improved  state  of  the  country,  the  increased 
activity  pervading  almost  every  branch  of 
manufacture,  the  extension  of  trade  and 
commerce,  mentioned  at  the  commencement 
of  Her  Majesty's  most  Gracious  Speech, 
must  be  a  matter  of  sincere  congratulation 
to  us  all.  The  spirit  of  loyalty  and  cheer- 
ful obedience  to  the  law,  so  feelingly  al. 
loded  to  by  Her  Majesty,  has  been  mani- 
fested in  every  part  of  the  kingdom.  On 
every  occasion,  and  in  every  place  which 
Her  Majesty  has  honoured  with  Her  pre- 
senee.  She  has  been  received  with  the^utniost 
demonstration  of  loyal  attachment  by  every 
daas  of  Her  subjects.    On  tlic  late  occasion 


of  the  royal  visit  to  Scotland,  it  was  a  source 
of  the  greatest  gratification  to  me  to  witness, 
as  I  constantly  did,  the  devoted  and  re- 
spectful loyalty  of  my  countrymen.  But, 
my  Lords,  can  we  wonder  at  those  feelings 
of  attachment  to  Her  Majesty,  when  Her 
Majesty's  kind  consideration  for  the  welfare 
of  her  people  is  remembered  ?  I  can  safely 
affirm  that  Her  Majef^ty  has  left  behind 
Her  but  one  feeling  in  the  hearts  of  Her 
Highlanders,  those  of  pure  afifection  and 
devoted  loyalty.  Again,  on  the  occasion  of 
Her  Majesty's  visit  to  the  City,  at  the 
opening  of  the  Royal  Exchange,  the  most 
enthusiastic  loyalty  and  good  order  was 
manifested  by  the  immense  crowds  assem- 
bled throughout  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's 
progress.  Your  Lordships  will,  I  trust, 
agree  with  me  in  thinking,  that  these 
general  exhibitions  of  loyalty  and  cheerful 
obedience  to  the  law,  are  proofs  not  only  of 
personal  attachment  to  our  beloved  Sove- 
reign, but  also  of  an  increased  and  increasing 
confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  My 
Lords,  the  past  year  has  been  rendered  re- 
markable by  the  visits  of  an  unusual  num- 
ber of  Foreign  Sovereigns  to  this  country, 
a  proof  no  less  of  their  regard  of  our  be- 
loved Queen,  than  of  their  desire  to  main- 
tain undiminished  their  amicable  relations 
with  this  country.  The  visit  of  the  Emperor 
of  Russia,  undertaken  at  great  personal  in- 
convenience, was  a  striking  instance  of  the 
desire  of  that  Monarch  to  keep  up  that 
very  ancient  alliance  that  has  existed  be- 
tween these  powerful  nations,  so  important 
to  the  best  interests  of  both.  The  visit  of 
the  King  of  the  French,  and  the  manner 
in  which  he  was  received  in  this  country, 
must  have  been  most  gratifying  to  your 
Lordships,  more  especially  after  the  differ- 
ences that  had  arisen  between  the  two  na- 
tions in  distant  quarters  of  the  globe,  the 
adjustment  of  which,  effected  by  the  good 
feeling  existing  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments, was  alluded  to  in  the  Royal  Speech, 
at  the  prorogation  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament.  In  the  third  paragraph  allu- 
sion is  made  to  the  Navy.  My  Lords,  our 
commerce  was  never,  I  believe,  in  a  more 
flourishing  condition  than  it  is  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  Since  the  introduction  of 
steam  it  has  advanced  with  vast  strides, 
and  the  facilities  of  a  rapid  communication 
with  all  quarters  of  the  globe,  have  been 
greatly  increased.  My  Lords,  to  preserve 
our  commerce  must  ever  be  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  us,  and  for  that  purpose,  as 
well  as  for  the  safety  and  welfare  of  our 
own  island  and  our  colonies,  we  mu^t  do 
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our  utmost  to  maintain  undiminisbed  our 
naval  superiority ;  but  the  introduction  of 
•team,  though  it  has  produced  many  ad- 
vantages has  at  the  same  time  brought  with 
it  increased  expense,  and  a  larger  sum  will 
now  be  requisite  for  the  complete  estab- 
lishment of  our  steam  navy.  Under  these 
circumstances^  I  sincerely  trust  that  an 
adequate  sum  may  be  readily  voted  by  the 
other  House,  to  enable  the  wooden  walls 
of  Old  England  to  be,  as  they  ever  have 
been,  the  defence  of  our  commerce  in  time 
of  peace,  and  the  terror  of  our  foes,  should 
we  unhappily  ever  be  engaged  in  war. 
Her  Majesty  next  alludes  to  Ireland,  and 
says,  that  She  is  happy  to  observe  the  im- 
proved condition  of  that  country.  My 
Lords,  Ireland  and  its  condition  is  a  subject 
which  has  often  been  discussed  by  your 
Lordships,  and  with  regard  to  it«  I  need 
not  at  present  say  more  than  that  I  am  sure 
your  Lordships  will  do  all  that  lies  in  your 
power  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  that 
country.  Her  Majesty  likewise  alludes  to 
the  0(1  m mission  which  has  heen  appointed, 
and  the  Report  of  which  will  shortly 
be  laid  before  your  Lordships,  to  inquire 
into  the  Sanatory  Improvements  which  may 
be  deemed  advisable  to  be  adopted  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poorer  classies.  Thin  will  be 
matter  of  discussion  at  the  proper  time,  and 
your  Lordships  I  am  sure  will  do  whatever 
tends  to  the  advantage  of  those  classes.  I 
conudcr  that  anything  that  can  be  done 
towards  the  draining  of  towns,  or  the 
making  of  parks,  or  anything  that  can  con- 
duce to  the  health  and  comfort  of  the  poorer 
orders,  will  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
them,  and  will  be  adopted  by  your  Lord- 
ships. In  conclusion,  my  Lords,  allow 
me  to  thank  your  Lordships  for  the  kind 
manner  in  which  you  have  been  pleased  to 
listen  to  this  my  fint  attempt  to  addrets 
your  House.  My  eyesight  is  not  such  as 
to  allow  me  to  see  the  dilierent  beads  of 
the  Speech,  and  I  cannot  remember  all  the 

rragraphs  of  it.  There  are  several  which 
have  not  adverted  to,  becau«e  the  noble 
Marquee  touched  so  ablv  upon  them.  1 
will  detain  your  Lordships  no  longer  than 
to  beg  of  you  all  to  join  in  Her  Majesty's 
earnest  prayer  for  the  peace  and  prosperity 
of  this  country,  and  the  world  at  large. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  that  if 
before  he  had  listened  to  the  speeches  of  the 
two  noble  Lords,  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  he  had  not  anticipated  that 
it  would  be  necessary  (or  him  to  trouble 
their  Lordsliips  with  any  observations 
which  need  much  delay,  or  lend  to  dis* 


turb  the  vote  which  ther  were  detiroua 
should  be  come  to,  having  now  had  tbe 
pleasure  of  hearing  both  noble  Lorda,  cer. 
tainly  nothing  had  fallen  from  them  which 
was  calctilated  to  change  his  original  inten- 
tion.    Even  one  opinion  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  ezprened,  he  should  content 
himself  with  merely  dissenting  from  ;  but 
his  noble  Friend  muat  not  think  from  his 
silence  that  he  at  all  admitted  hia  logic, 
when  his  noble  Friend  had,  in  referring  to 
those  demonstrations  of  loyalty  which  Her 
Majesty  so   well   deserved,  and   ao  ooo* 
stantly   received,  also  chosen   to  construe 
them  into  a  proof  of  the  increaae  of  re. 
spect  entertained  for  Her  Majesty's  Mi. 
nisters.     He  did  not  agree  with  his  noble 
Friend.     Indeed  he  thought  that  his  noble 
Friend  must  have  known  that  there  might 
exist  a  clan-like  loyalty,  a  loyalty  oon* 
ceotrated  in  affection   for  the  Sovereign, 
and  perfectly  independent  of  Ministerial 
measures.    The  Speech  contained  allusions 
to  other  topics,  which  he  had  frequently 
brought  before  their  Lordships'  notice,  but 
upon  which  it  was  not  his  intention  now 
to  dilate,  as  other  opportunities  would  be 
offered  for  doing  soj  but  their  Lordships 
would  not  think  he  was  doing  wrong  in 
making  a  few  observations  upon  them.    He 
was  aware  that  it  was  not  eonvenient  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  at  a  time  when  the 
proposal  of  an  Address  in  Answer  to  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  had  become  so  much  a 
matter  of  form,  that  it  was  hardly  necea* 
sary  now  to  say,  that  in  assenting  to  that 
Addreas  no  noble  Lord  was  to  be  supposed 
as  assenting  to  the  oonatruciion  put  upon  ic 
by  the  nome  Lords  who  recommended  it  to 
their  adoption.     If  such  were  not  the  case, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  discuss  its  topics 
more  at  length,  and  for  the  purpone  of 
doing  that  they  should  adopt  that  which 
was  the  practice  in  other  countries,  and 
perhaps  an  improvement  upon  their  own, 
of  having  some  days  to  consider  the  Royal 
Speech  before  t\mf  were  called  opoo  to 
pronounce  an  opinion  respecting  it.     Sudi 
waa  not  the  coatom  here.    Such  had  not 
been  the  custom  when  the  Government 
was  conducted  on  well-defined  principlcs» 
and  when,  therefore,  it  might  not  be  ao 
necessary  as  it   was  at  this  moment.     It 
would  be  no  safe  apeculation  in  tbe  present 
administrstioo  of  affairs,  that  they  would 
not  be  called  upon  to  support  that  which 
they  had  previously  on  the  same  recom- 
mendation opposed,  or  that  if  support  bad 
previously  cimciUated  by  holding  out  eeiw 
tain  cxpeetatioos»  a  diff*ereat  amrss  might 
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not  now  be  proposed.     In  assenting,  there- 
lore,  to  the  Address,  one  must  protest,  as 
o«uaI,how  Yery  little  was  meant  by  that  ac- 
customed form.     One  of  the  two  topics 
oo  which  he  wished  to  make  a  few  obser- 
▼atkmsy  would  be  found  occupying  a  pro- 
minent position  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech ; 
be  meant  as  to  the  state  of  Ireland.     He 
was  anxious  to  refer  to  that  subject,  be- 
caose  at  the  dose  of  last  Session  he  had 
stated  to  their  Lordships  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  call  their  attention  to  the  state 
of  Ireland  at  the  earliest  opportunity ;  that 
he  should  fee)  obliged  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  making  a  Motion  on  the 
general  state  of  Ireland.     He  wished  now 
to  say,  that  in  not  persevering  with  that 
Motion,  he  at  the  same  time  considered 
that  Ireland  was,  in  some  respects,  in  a 
more  distracted  state  than  she  had  been  for 
a  long  time  previously.     He  wished,  how- 
ever, to  leave  for  the  present  the  responsi- 
bility  of  conducting  the  affairs  of   that 
country   upon   noble  Lords  opposite:    he 
wi^ed  to  leave  them  that  responsibility, 
until  he  saw  what  were  those  measures 
tfaat  bad  been  dimly  shadowed  forth  in  this 
Address,  and  how  its  promises  were  to  be 
fulfilled.     It  was  not,  then,  his  intention 
to  call  their  Lordships*  attention  to  the 
state  of  Ireland ;  he  did  not  do  so,  because 
he  hoped  that  some  of  the  measures  that 
were  promised  to  them  might  be  such  as 
be  oould  willingly  assent  to  and  readily  sup- 
port.   While  he  said  this,  be  must  observe, 
that  be  oould  not  agree  in  the  wide  interpre- 
tation that  had  been  put  upon  that  sentence 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  which  stated  that 
there  had  been  '^  a  gradual  abatement  of 
agitation  and  excitement"  in  Irelantl.  That 
might  be  technically  true,  and  yet  not  ac- 
curately correct.     There  might  be,  and  he 
believed  that  there  was,  less  of  the  outward 
appearances  of    agitation  —  there    might 
not    seem    to  be    so  much   of   agitation 
in  a  particular  direction — indeed   it   was 
not  possible  that  such  outward  demonstra- 
tions could  be  long  maintained  stationary «- 
be  wished,  he  felt  sure,  it  was  attributable 
to  the  feeling  on  the  part  of  the    Irish 
f>eople  of  the  impracticability  of  one  mea- 
sure for   which    they  had  been  agitating 
—be    meant    Repeal— and  he  hoped    it 
waa  SO;  but  this  he  must  say,  and  their 
Lordships    might    depend   upon   it,    that 
unless  some  more  comprehensive  measures 
of  justice  were  proposed  for  Ireland  than 
those  shadowed  forth  in  the  Speech,  they 
never  would  be  able  to  secure  the  affections 
of  the  Irish  peofrie,  and  never  could  look 


for,  never  could  calculate  upon,  the  per- 
manent  tranquillity  and  progressive   im- 
provement of  Ireland.  He  believed  that  the 
measures  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  likely  to  propose,  would  be  such  as,  as  far 
as  they  went,  he  should  be  able  to  support. 
Certainly   if  they  should  prove  somewhat 
inconsistent  with  the  opinions  avowed  by 
noble  Lords  opposite  on  former  occasions^ 
it  was  not  for  him  to  complain ;  it  was  not 
for  him  to  object  to  noble  Lords  pursuing 
a  course  which  in  fact  rendered  tardy  jus- 
tice to   the   views  always  entertained  by 
himself    and    his    noble     friends    around 
him  as  to  the  government  of  that  country : 
these  were  questions  which  history  would 
record,    and    on    which    posterity    would 
decide.       He  felt  that  it  would  be   un- 
worthy of  him  to  use  it  as  a  topic  of  re- 
proach, although  he  could  not  avoid  making 
it  a  subject  of  reflection,  when  he  consi- 
dered how  slight  must  be  the  hopes  of  no- 
ble Lords  opposite,  considering  their  ill- 
success  hitherto,  that  any  con6dence  could 
accompany  their  attempts  to  conciliate  the 
Irish  people.     He  need  not  go  farther  back 
upon  this  subject  than  two  years — he  need 
but  to  remind  their  Lordshipsthat  the  Home 
Secretary  of  the  present  Government — the 
Minister  to  whom  the  government  of  Ire- 
land is  entrusted  as  a  peculiar  charge— had 
declared  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  that 
"  concession  had  reached  its  limits."  When 
such  was  the  case,  when  the  people  of  Ire- 
land felt  that  since  that  time  they  had  done 
nothing  to  establish  peculiar  claims  to  the 
favour  of  noble  Lords  opposite,  when  he 
recollected  that  declaration,  and  with  it  the 
events   that  had  since  occurred,  he  must 
say,  that  he  could  not  wonder  at  the  small 
success  which  had  attended  the  measures  of 
noble  Lords  opposite  to  conciliate  the  Irish 
people.     One    bill  had  been  particularly 
alluded  to  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne ; 
it  was  one  to  which  he  had  given  his  cor- 
dial support  last  Session — he   meant   the 
Roman  Catholic  Charitable  Donations  and 
Bequests  Bill — the  most  important  part  of 
it  was  that  which  established  a  more  fair 
and  a  more  impartial  Board  for  the  distri- 
bution and  management  of  charities  than 
had  previously  existed.     He  felt  convinced 
that  the  provisions,  that  the  objects  of  that 
Bill  were  to  confer  an  advantage  not  pre- 
viously possessed  j  but  he  regretted  that 
there  should  be  provisions  in  the  measure 
which   were  considered  objectionable    by 
persons  professing   the    Roman    Catholic 
religion.       He    acquitted,     fully    acquit- 
ted, noble  Lords  of  the  intention  of  in- 
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it  is  one  of  the  earliest  which  thst  Power 
contracted  after  its  formation  into  an  Cm* 
pire ;  and  F  am  sure  that  nothing  can  more 
tend  to  contribute  to  the  permanence  of  this 
alliance,  and,  as  Her  Majesty  has  stated 
in  Her  Speech,  the  future  extension  of  it» 
than  the  visit  of  the  Emperor  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  the  maintenance  of  a  friendly  in- 
tercourse between  the  two  Sovereigns.  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  also  aUudes  to  the  visits  of 
other  Sovereigns,  from  which  Her  Majesty 
derives  great  satisfaction,  and  which  must 
be  also  gratifying  to  the  country.  And 
first,  let  me  refer  to  the  visit  of  the  King 
of  Saxony,  an  event  which,  connected  as 
he  if  with  Her  Majesty's  illustrious  Con- 
tort, cannot  be  looked  upon  but  at  one  of 
great  importance.  I  believe,  my  Lords, 
that  the  more  this  country  is  visited  by 
Foreign  Sovereigns^  the  more  its  resources 
are  known,  and  the  happiness  of  its  people 
is  witnessed,  the  greater  will  be  its  in. 
fluence.  I  believe  that,  as  in  private  life, 
so  amongst  those  in  the  roost  exalted  sta- 
tion, the  frequency  of  intercourse  will  lead 
to  more  lasting  and  more  intimate  ad- 
vantages. My  Lords,  it  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  your  Lordships,  that  in  Her 
Speech  at  the  termination  of  the  last  Ses- 
si(m  of  Parliament,  Her  Majesty  expressed 
Her  gratification  at  being  enabled  to  state 
to  this  House  and  the  country  that  the  ne- 
gotiations between  this  country  and  France 
had  been  brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion. That  communication  of  Her  Majesty 
was  very  speedily  followed  by  the  visit  of 
His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French ;  and 
I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  feel  great 
gratification  that  His  Majesty  was  received 
in  this  country  by  the  people  in  the  most 
cordial  manner.  When  we  consider  the 
various  parts  of  the  world  in  which  the  co- 
operation of  France  with  this  country  is  ne- 
cessary for  the  maintenance  of  peace ;  when 
we  consider  how  likely  is  the  maintenance 
of  peace  to  extend  the  commerce  of  this 
country,  and  that  intercourse  which,  from 
the  facility  of  communication  with  France, 
must  naturally  follow  the  alliance  between 
these  two  countries.  His  Majesty's  late 
visit  must  be  looked  upon  with  peculiar 
gratification.  I  am  sure,  my  Lords,  that 
the  reception  which  the  King  of  the  French 
met  with  from  the  people  of  this  country 
must  have  convinced  him  that  they  are 
fully  sensible  of  the  talent,  eminent  perse- 
verance, and  zeal,  which  he  at  all  times  has 
evinced  in  preserving  that  peace  and  amity 
which  are  so  essential  to  the  interests  of 
both  countries  j    while  the  spirit  of  con- 


ciliation and  justice  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  either  country  has  been  actuated 
will  be  an  additional  guarantee  that  the 
resources  and  powers  of  the  two  kingdoms 
will  be  made  the  means  of  their  mutual 
preservation  and  security.  The  next  topic 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech  relates  to  a  sub- 
ject which  cumes  more  immediately  under 
the  discussion  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  1  think  your  Lordships  will 
concur  in  expressing  an  anxious  hope  that 
the  country  will  not  object  to  any  necessary 
expenditure  for  the  extension  of  our  steam 
navigation,  when  it  is  considered  how  much 
depends  upon  the  efficiency  of  that  species 
of  navigation  in  protecting  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  this  Empire.  My  Lords,  the 
next  point  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  is,  that 
Her  Majesty  ''  had  observed  with  great  sa- 
tisfaction that  the  improvement  which  is 
manifested  in  the  other  parts  of  the  country 
has  extended  to  Ireland."  My  Lords,  so 
long  as  political  agitation  continues  in  that 
country,  there  must  necessarily  be  alarm  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  have  capital  to  in- 
vest, and  they  are  therefore  unwilling  to 
embark  their  money  in  speculations  in  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  think  we  may  now  hail  the  return 
of  tranquillity  in  that  country ;  and  the 
best  proof  that  it  is  returning  is  to  be  found 
in  the  different  projects  of  enterprise  which 
have  been  brought  forward,  not  by  the 
Government,  but  by  private  individuals. 
I  refer  to  the  railways  and  other  large 
works  now  in  progress  in  Ireland,  which 
by  increasing  the  means  of  employment  for 
the  Irish  people,  and  convincing  them  that 
their  interests  will  be  best  promoted  by  an 
intimate  union  between  the  two  countries, 
rather  than  by  separation,  will  necessarily 
tend  to  maintain  and  uphold  their  loyalty, 
and  form  a  guarantee  for  the  continuance 
of  good  order  and  tranquillity.  And,  my 
Lords,  while  on  the  subject  of  Ireland,  I 
am  sure  you  will  join  me  in  cordially 
thanking  Her  Majesty  for  having  com- 
municated to  us  the  fact,  that  she  has 
carried  into  effect,  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  was  conceived,  the  Act  for  the  more 
effectual  Application  of  Charitable  Do- 
nations and  Bequests;  and  that  you  will 
concur  in  assuring  Her  Majesty  that 
whenever  the  details  of  the  measure  shall 
be  laid  before  you,  you  will  give  your 
most  anxious  and  favourable  consideration 
to  the  policy  of  improving  and  extending 
the  opportunities  for  Academical  Education 
in  Ireland.  Her  Majesty,  in  the  next 
place,  my  Lords,  refers  to  the  Report  of 
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did  or  did  not  intend  to  propose  any  l^s- 
laUTC  measure  upon  tlie  subject ;  because  he 
could  assure  their  Lordships  that  the  ex- 
citement in  various  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
the  erroneous  and  unfounded  expectations 
it  had  given  rise  to,  were  doing  more  rais* 
chief  than  the  "  political  agitation  and 
excitement,"  the  abatement  of  which  had 
been  referred  to  with  such  satisfaction  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.  Strictly  speaking, 
be  believed  that  at  this  moment  there  was 
less  agitation  in  Ireland  than  during  the 
last  year.  He  also  believed  that  that  agi- 
tation would  not  have  continued  so  long, 
but  for  the  ilJ^d vised,  ill-timed,  snd  ill-K:on- 
ducted  interference  of  the  Grovernment. 
However^  he  was  not  anxious  to  re- 
Tett  to  that  subject  He  had  heard,  with 
a  r^ret  which  must  be  felt  by  every 
one  anxious  for  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  that 
many  parts  of  it  were  now  in  a  state  of 
great  disquietude— that  predial  outrages 
and  crimes  had  been  committed,  and  greater 
disturbance  existed  in  the  country  than 
had  existed  for  many  years.  Formerly  this 
subject  had  been  made  use  of,  and  had  been 
employed  for  the  purpose  of  attack  upon 
the  Government  of  the  day,  and,  as  he 
thought,  most  unjustly ;  for,  whilst  he  was 
connected  with  the  Administration  in  Ire- 
land, he  had  proved  irresistibly,  he  had 
by  figures  demonstrated,  that  crimes  were 
less  then  than  they  had  been  at  former 
times;  aod  he  stated  farther,  that  of  which 
he  was  ready  to  give  noble  Lords  opposite 
now  the  advantage,  that  such  crimes  were 
not  attributable  to  the  Government  of  the 
day — ^that  their  causes  were  to  be  traced 
much  farther  back — ^ihat  they  were  to  be 
found  in  centuries  of  misrule — in  the  neglect 
of  Governments  for  successive  ages,  and 
that  they  could  not  with  any  justice  be 
laid  upon  any  one  Government  in  par- 
ticular. He  said,  then,  that  whilst  he 
cast  no  blame  upon  the  existing  Govern- 
ment, he  could  not  but  expreSvS  his  regret 
at  the  number  of  outrages  that  had  lately 
been  committed  in  Ireland.  With  respect 
to  other  topics  referred  to  in  the  Address, 
he  had  already  observed  that  it  was  not 
convenient,  at  that  moment,  to  go  through 
them.  In  fact,  there  was  no  great  differ- 
ence of  opinion  upon  many  ^  them  be- 
tween himself  and  the  noble  Lords  who 
had  introduced  the  Address  to  their  notice. 
Every  one  who  wished  to  see  his  country 
prosperous,  must  feel,  in  common  with  the 
Government  and  the  noble  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address,  the  greatest  sa- 
ttsfactioo  at   the   activity  and   prosperity 


which  now  pervaded  commerce  and  manu- 
factures; but  whilst  they  were  grateful  for 
what  they  possessed,  they  should  ever  re- 
collect that  this  was  one  of  those  changes, 
as  regular  as  the  ebb  and  flow  of  the  tide 
—that  it  was  one  of  the  periodical  inter- 
vals of  prosperity  that  followed  distress, — 
and  hitherto,  alas!  had  as  certainly  been 
followed  by  adversity.  He  hoped  and 
trusted  that  the  present  satisfactory  con- 
dition of  public  industry  would  be  of 
longer  duration,  and  be  better  founded 
than  heretofore ;  at  any  rate,  no  one  could 
claim  credit  for  what  was  known  to  be  of 
periodical  recurrence  under  every  Govern- 
ment, whatever  might  be  its  principles  ; 
for  that  Government,  in  his  opinion,  could 
alone  claim  credit  which  could  by  its  mea- 
sures prevent  the  recurrence  of  periods  of 
distress,  and  save  them  from  the  pressure 
that  hitherto  had  been  immediately  con- 
sequent upon  times  of  prosperity.  He  was 
also  one  of  those  who  derived  the  most 
sincere  pleasure  from  the  existence  of  good 
relations  with  our  neighbour  France,  and 
the  other  Powers  to  which  allusion  had 
been  made  in  the  Speech  of  Her  Majesty ; 
knowing,  however,  the  susceptibility  that 
existed  in  France  as  to  any  observations 
made  respecting  it  in  either  House  of  Par- 
liament, he  believed  he  should  best  pro- 
mote the  object  they  had  at  heart  by  say- 
ing as  little  as  possible  with  reference  to 
it,  particularly  as  that  was  not  a  conveni- 
ent moment  for  giving  any  opinion  upon 
details  connected  with  recent  transactions 
He  would  merely  observe,  that  no  one 
was  more  anxious  than  himself  for  the 
preservation  of  peace  and  the  maintenance 
of  those  good  relations  which  it  was  the 
interest  of  both  countries  alike  to  promote. 
It  might  be  unusual  to  allude  to  the  visits 
of  foreign  Sovereigns ;  but  the  occasion  of 
two  such  distinguished  individuals,  distin- 
guished as  much  by  their  personal  charac- 
ter as  by  their  exalted  stations,  visiting 
this  country  in  the  same  year,  was  so  re- 
markable, that  he  cordially  agreed  in  the 
observations  which  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite.  He  came  now  to  one 
other  topic,  which  he  approached  with 
feelings  of  deep  satisfaction;  he  believed 
it  to  be  one  of  paramount  importance, — it 
was  one  which  he  had  often  brought  be- 
fore their  Lordships'  attention — he  meant 
the  allusion  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
to  the  Report  on  the  Sanatory  Condition 
of  the  people,  and  the  gracious  expressions 
which  had  been  uttered  by  Her  Majesty— 
than  whom,   he  believed,  no  one  in  the 
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of  decided  and  permanent  improvement. 
And  this  leads  to  what  1  first  alluded  to,  as 
being  less  indefinite  than  the  rest  of  the 
Speech — I  mean  the  reference  made  to  the 
Income-tax.  My  Lords,  I  wish  on  no  ac- 
count to  be  considered  as  pledging  myself 
by  any  vote  I  may  give  on  the  Address,  and 
in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (Marquess  Camden),  whom  I  have 
heard  for  the  first  time  with  great  satis- 
faction— for  every  one  must  feel  that  the 
name  of  the  noble  Marquess  is  connected 
with  some  of  the  greatest  recollections  of 
this  House,  I  mean  those  of  his  illustrious 
ancestors,  one  of  whom  once  presided  here, 
and  another  of  whom,  the  immediate  pre- 
decessor of  the  noble  Marquess,  no  subject 
of  this  country  should  ever  name  without 
the  utmost  gratitude  for  a  splendid  gene- 
rosity which  has  never  been  surpassed  by 
any  other  subject  of  the  Crown,  and  which, 
I  grieve  to  say,  from  the  thouehtlessness  of 
mankind,  has  never  been  made  adequately 
the  subject  of  national  commemoration  and 
public  thanks.  My  Lords,  to  that  noble  Mar- 
queu's  observations  generally,  and  amongst 
others  those  on  this  part  of  the  Speech,  in 
giving  my  concurrence,  I  do  so  without 
pledging  myself  either  for  or  against  the 
Income-tax.  Ic  will  depend  entirely  on 
what  are  the  other  taxes  to  be  repealed, 
whether  I  shall  be  for  giving  up,  or  for 
continuing  it.  Until  I  see  what  taxes  are 
to  be  kept,  and  what  to  be  repealed,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  whether  or  not  I  should 
give  up  the  Income-tax.  It  has  many  ad- 
vantages, but  it  has  also  many  grievous 
drawhttcks  and  most  serious  evils  attend- 
ing it.  If  the  question  merely  was  whe- 
ther we  should  abandon  the  Income-tax 
or  keep  it  on,  and  that  were  to  depend  on 
whether  we  should  find  any  other  tax  to 
put  in  its  place,  which  was  less  prejudicial 
to  the  country,  and  leas  grievous  to  the 
payer  of  the  tax,  there  would  be  less  diffi- 
culty in  deciding  as  to  the  giving  of  it  up  ; 
(or  I  can  hardly  conceive  a  tax  which  has 
ao  many  objections  to  it  as  an  impost 
merely.  The  matter  will  be  diacuned, 
however,  on  totally  different  grounds.  If 
other  taxes  can  safely  be  abandooed;  if 
other  taxes,  which  now  press  upon  the  in- 
dost^  of  the  country —taxes  which  cramp 
and  fetter  and  stunt  the  productive  powers 
of  the  country's  industry,  which  oppress  the 
trade  and  manufiutures  qf  the  country —oar 
insurance  taxes*  for  instance,  which  send 
large  branches  of  insurance  business  to  be 
transacted  in  Hamburg  and  Amsterdam 
manufactming  taxes— if  I  msj  so 


speak— -I  mean  the  taxes  whidi  ptesa  on 
the  raw  material  used  in  manufacturing-*if 
these,  and  such  as  these,  are  to  be  given  up, 
those  the  removal  of  which  may  give  a 
spring  to  our  foreign  trade,  and  a  spring 
also  to  our  home  manufactures,  and,  above 
all,  may  at  the  same  time  materially  re- 
lieve the  consumers  in  the  lower  and 
middle  classes  of  society — then  would  I 
be  prepared  to  give  a  most  favourable 
hearing,  with  all  my  strong  prejudices 
against  the  Income-tax,  to  a  proposal  for 
continuing  it.  The  question,  therefore, 
merely  is,  as  to  what  those  other  mea- 
sures are  to  be,  and  not  a  question  ab- 
stractedly on  the  merits  of  the  tax.  I  have 
listened  with  the  utmost  satisfaction  to  one 
part  of  the  gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne 
—I  mean  that  part  which  relates  to  the 
proposed  increase  in  the  means  of  Acade- 
mical Instruction  in  the  sister  country. 
But  as  that  is  a  subject  of  a  very  large  and 
somewhat  delicate  nature,  and  as  we  shall 
have  an  opportunity  soon  of  addressing  our* 
selves  to  a  detailed  consideration  of  it,  I 
now  do  no  more  than  simply  express  my 
gratification  at  its  announcement.  With 
respect  to  the  conrntulations  which  the 
noble  Marques  justly  calls  upon  us  to  pre- 
sent to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  improved 
condition  of  Ireland  in  respect  to  political 
agitation  and  internal  peace,  I  do  not  wish 
at  all  to  dwell  upon  this  topic,  or  to  answer 
what  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Normanby)  in  connexion  with 
it,  because  I  am,  above  everything,  de- 
sirous of  avoiding  all  chances  for  differ- 
ences of  opinion  on  an  occasion  which  pre- 
sents no  necessity  for  any  such  dissensions  ; 
but  1  will  only  beg  that  my  silence  on  the 
questitn  may  not  be  cf)nstrued  into  an  as- 
sent to  the  only  part  of  my  noble  Friend's 
fair  and  cantlid  speech  with  which  1  feel 
any  disposition  to  differ.  I  don't  asaent 
to  the  view  taken  of  the  agitation  in  Ire- 
land. Until  the  judicial  question  which 
had  been  before  yonr  Lordships  last  Ses- 
sion had  been  disposed  of,  an  opportunity 
was  not  o&red  for  considering  this  ques- 
tion ;  that  judicial  question  has  been  de- 
cided, and  now  such  an  opportunity  is 
afibrded  of  bringing  the  policy  of  those 
prosecutioos  before  your  Lordships,  and  of 
taking  your  opinion  upon  them.  Mlien 
any  noble  Lord  will  bring  the  subject  for- 
wmrd,  I  shall  be  ready  to  give  it  as  my 
opinion  that  to  those  prosecutions  much  of 
the  iraaquUlity  of  that  country  is  now  to 
be  attributed.  Thus  much  I  feel  bound 
to  say,  but  further  I  purposely  ahatain  froaa 
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The  great  mass  of  the  community,  who  bad 
deriyed  considerable  benefit  from  it,  and 
who  had  the  best  opportunities  of  forming 
a  judgment  respecting  it,  had  signified 
their  complete  satisfaction  with  the  system 
88  it  stood.  There  had  been  great  meet- 
ings of  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and  of 
penons  engaged  in  trade,  as  well  as  county 
meetings,  all  of  which  appeared  to  be  ac- 
tuated by  the  same  feelings  of  its  advan- 
tages. He  therefore  earnestly  deprecated 
any  interference  with  that  system  in  order 
to  change  what  was  generally  approved. 
Why,  at  any  rate,  should  any  change  be 
made  just  now,  when  no  one  word  was 
put  forth  against  the  system  by  anybody, 
when  it  was  admitted  to  be  free  from  the 
evils  which  were  complained  of  in  the 
English  banking  ^stem?  To  him,  he 
must  8ay>  it  was  matter  of  surprise  that 
any  Government  should  run  a  risk  by  in- 
terfering and  substituting  something  which 
might  not  work  so  welL  These,  he  was 
persuaded,  were  the  feelings  of  the  consti- 
tuencies ;  they  were  the  feelings  of  every 
one  of  the  representatives  for  Scotland,  and 
they  would,  to  a  man,  oppose  any  great 
alteration  of  the  system ;  he  did  hope,  there- 
fore, that  the  alterations  which  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  bring  forward  might  be  of  a 
trivial  nature  only,  and  therefore  such  as 
he  and  others  could  concur  in. 

Lord  WhamcUffe  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended to  trouble  their  Lordships,  but  he 
could  not  allow  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  two  noble  Lords  who  had 
spoken  last  to  go  without  reply.  In  the 
first  place,  his  noble  Friend  on  the  front 
Bendi  (the  Duke  of  Richmond)  had  com- 
plained, that  in  the  Speech  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  not  rightly  stated  the  con- 
dition of  the  country,  and  then  he  found 
fault  with  them  because  the  state  of  the 
farmer  was  not  so  flourishing  as  it  had 
been.  Now,  if  his  noble  Friend  would 
look  to  the  paragraph  to  which  his  obser- 
vations referred,  his  noble  Friend  would 
find  that  the  remark  respecting  the  im- 
proved state  of  the  country  was  confined 
to  the  condition  of  the  manufacturing,  com- 
mercial* and  trading  parts  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  did  not  make  any  allusion  what- 
ever to  agriculture,  or  the  farming  part  of 
the  community.  Then  with  regard  to  his 
other  noble  Friend  wl^  spoke  or  the  para- 
graph in  the  Queen^s  Speech  which  refer- 
red to  the  proposed  change  in  the  banking 
system  in  Scotland,  his  noble  Friend  had 
introduced  a  word  which  was  not  contained 
in  the  Speech.     His  noble  Friend  talked 


of  a  change  in  '*the  Currency,"-*now  if 
his  noble  Friend  referred  to  the  Speech,  he 
would  find  a  reference  to  the  banking  estab- 
lishments uf  Scotland,  but  not  a  word 
about  "  the  Currency."  But  he  would  not 
say  a  word  more,  because  he  should  be 
sorry  that  anything  which  fell  from  him 
should  interrupt  the  unanimity  which  pre- 
vailed. 

Lord  Brougham :  I  do  not,  my  Lords, 
rise  fur  the  purpose  of  prolonging  a  debate 
in  which  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion 
entertained  upon  the  several  topics  intro- 
duced into  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech ; 
whilst,  with  the  noble  Marquess,  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  pledging  myself 
upon  those  topics,  because  we  are  in  the 
dark  as  to  the  measures  that  have  been 
shadowed  forth — vaguely  shadowed  forth , 
and  properly  so — in  the  paragraphs  of  the 
Speech  delivered  from  the  Throne.  No 
noble  Lord,  therefore,  will  be  understood 
as  pledged  to  acquiesce  in  the  measures 
that  may  grow  out  of  the  Speech.  Amongst 
the  matters  not  vaguely  referred  to  is  that 
of  the  financial  condition  of  the  country — 
the  improved  condition,  generally,  of  the 
country  that  has  taken  place  since,  two 
years  ago,  I  felt  it  my  most  painful  duty 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  situation  under 
which  then  laboured  a  large  and  important 
class  of  the  community.  A  contrast  more 
remarkable  between  the  state  of  the  manu- 
facturing classes  then,  and  their  present 
condition,  there  cannot  be.  I  am,  my 
Lords,  the  more  gratified  in  contemplating 
that  change,  and  observing  upon  that  con- 
trast, when  1  remark,  as  I  have  a  right  to 
do  from  the  facts,  that  the  improvement  is 
not  topical,  nor  confined  to  one  or  two 
branches,  but  has  been  general,  and  this  is 
to  be  seen,  from  the  state  of  the  receipts 
of  our  Excise  and  our  Customs,  those  great 
indications  of  the  actual  condition  oF  the 
foreign  and  domestic  trade  of  the  country. 
The  £xcise  in  particular  marks  also  an  in- 
crease of  comforts  amongst  our  fellow  sub- 
jects. Nothing  can  be  more  gratifying  to 
the  feelings,  in  regarding  this  subject — 
nothing  can  be  more  pleasing,  in  looking 
to  the  financial  condition  of  the  country^ 
than  to  find  that  the  increase  of  the  re- 
venue, and  the  improvement  in  trade,  are 
greater  last  year  than  the  year  before,  and 
that  year  was  an  increase  on  its  prede- 
cessor, and  that,  ^n  increase  on  the  year 
1841.  Nothing  can  be  more  gratifying 
to  a  statesman  than  this,  becauae,  being 
gradual,  it  is  so  much  the  more  steady, 
and  becomes,  so  to  speak,  trustworthy  proof 
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oountr^y  or  in  wnj  portion  of  the  oommu-  desire  was  to  nue  agtutym  throughout  the 
nity  whote  opinions  are  worthy  of  the  country  for  purposes  best  Icnown  to  them* 
slightest  oonsiderstion.  That  those  feelings  selves,— if  left  alone  on  these  points,  there 
may  long  continue  to  animate  the  states-  was  no  question  that  the  agricultursl  in* 
men  and  people  of  the  two  nations,  and  by  terett  itself  would  triumph  over  the  diffi- 
their  continuance  to  secure  the  peace  of  culties  which  now  beset  it.  In  any  allusion 
the  worlds  is  the  most  fervent  prayer  to  made  to  that  class,  it  shoald  he  remembered 
which  I  can  either  publicly  here,  or  else-  that  when  the  present  Government  first 
where  in  private,  give  utterance.  My  came  into  power  it  had  difficulties  to  con- 
Lords,  I  must  apologise  for  having  detained  tend  with  in  reference  to  all  classes.  Did 
your  Lordships,  perhaps  unnece.«sarily,  on  they  forget  the  depression  of  all  classes  at 
the  present  occasion,  but  I  speak  not  with-  that  time?  How  totaDy  depressed  were 
out  some  knowledge  of  the  subject;  I  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the  country? 
speak,  not  merely  my  own  sentiments  re-  Could  they  suppose  for  a  moment,  that, 
specting  the  French,  which  are  of  little  after  a  depression  of  that  sort,  that  after 
moment ;  but  I  also  am  fully  aware  that  I  the  suffering  of  so  large  a  portiun  of  the 


quately  I  may  have  given  utterance  to  it,  such  suffering  that  depression  was  not  equal- 
may  not  be  without  its  good  effect.  ly  felt  by  every  class  of  the  people?  la 
The  £arl  of  Hardwicke  said,  that  after  tverj  instance,  in  this  country,  whenever 
the  eloquent  address  to  which  their  Lord-  the  commercial  classes  have  suffered,  there 
ships  had  just  listened,  and  after  what  had  had  been  corresponding  suffering  on  the 
fallen  from  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  part  of  the  agricultural  class.  Were  they 
Address,  he  should  be  sorry  to  detain  their  then  to  introduce,  on  every  occasion,  into  a 
Lordships  for  any  length  of  time ;  but  the  Speech,  words  which  would  have  little 
noble  Duke  who  sat  on  the  cross  benches  meanins  ?  It  was  perfectly  true,  that  it 
(the  Duke  of  Richmond)  had  touched  a  mi^ht  be  well  to  sorrow  for  the  agricul- 
chord  which  would  vibrate  through  the  tunsts ;  but  a  mere  expression  of  sorrow  in 
country ;  and  from  the  state  and  feeling  of  the  Queen's  Speech  would  do  them  no 
that  class  of  the  people  commonly  known  good.  Alleviative  measures  were  asked  for, 
as  the  agricultural  interest,  he  regretted  but  he  would  ask  the  noble  Duke  to  give 
exceedingly  that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  them  these  measures,  and  let  them  know 
got  up  to  answer  the  ^erj  short  and  pithy  what  he  was  going  to  do  with  the  existing 
speech  of  the  noble  Duke,  did  not  at  once  state  of  the  country.  When  that  question 
express  those  feelings  which  he  waa  certain  came  before  the  House,  in  whatsoever  shape 
were  entertained  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern-  it  might,  no  Government  that  ever  wielded 
ment  towards  that  most  important  class  of  the  destinies  of  this  Empire  ever  showed 
Her  Majesty's  subjects.  From  the  position  itself  more  ready  than  the  present  would 
of  the  noble  Duke,  it  was  impossible  that  do  to  lend  a  willing  ear  to  any  class  which 
he  could  make  any  address  to  their  Lord-  mightsuffer  oppression;  and  the  agricultural, 
ships  touching  the  condition  and  feelings  of  like  every  other  class,  would  find  in  that 
the  agricultural  class,  without  its  being  felt  Government  a  strong  desire  to  do  justice 
and  considered  that  some  answer  was  ne-  on  all  occasions,  always  remembering,  that 
cessary  for  the  satisfaction  of  that  class,  and  when  they  used  the  word  '*  class,  there 
to  alleviate  their  fears ;  hut  whether  those  were  more  dssses  than  one.  It  was  im* 
fears  were  just  or  not,  he  (Lord  Hardwicke)  possible  for  their  Lordships  not  to  be  aware 
would  then  give  no  opinion.  Were  he  that  the  agricultural  interests  were  depresa- 
called  on,  and  it  were  necessary  that  he  ed.  It  was  impossible  that  any  one  oould 
should  give  an  opinion,  he  should  say  that  know  thb  better  than  did  the  noble  Lords  in 
of  all  things  in  the  world  he  would  most  thatHouse,who  were  so  deeply  interested  in 
have  desir«l  that  an  omission  in  the  Speech  ,  the  welfare  of  the  agricultural  class.  But 
should  be  an  omission  of  reference  to  that  was  it  necessary,  he  would  again  ask,  unless 
class.  His  belief  was,  that  if  left  alone,  if  they  were  able  to  bring  forward  measures 
permitted  to  rise  by  their  own  industry  and  which  would  alleviate  that  class,  without 
their  own  exertions,  if  they  were  left  free  leading  to  questions  of  such  importance  as 
from  legislative  enactments,  and  untouched  would  arise  again  in  the  public  mind  and 
by  a  press  which  pandered  to  the  appedtes  feelingonasuijectfrom  which  they  bad  just 
of  a  particulir  class  in  this  country-— whose  j  been  relieved,  or  would  it  be  consistent  with 
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all  the  other  proceedingsof  the  Government, 
to  introduce  into  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
vords  which  would  of  themselves  have  no 
direct  meaning  ? 

The  Earl  of  Malmeshury  said,  that  in 
rq)lying  to  the  nohle  Earl,  he  should  have 
fdt  very  great  pleasure  if  in  the  reply  he 
made  to   the   nohle   Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Richmond),  he  had  expressed  something  of 
that  sympathy  which  he  (the  noble  Earl) 
said  he  felt  for  the  agricultural  interest. 
A  very  few  words,  although  they  had  not 
been  inserted   in   Her   IViajesty's  Speech, 
would  have  been  to    the  agriculturists  a 
great  consolation.  He  (Lord  Malmeshury) 
had  never  in  his  life  seen  them  so  depressed 
fx  so  much  out  of  spirits  as  at  the  present 
moment.     The  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
spoken,  told  them  that  it  would  have  been 
improper  had  any  expression  of  sympathy 
OD  the  part  of  Her  Majesty  been  inserted 
in  the  Speech.     It  would  not,  however, 
have  been  the  first  time  that  such  expres- 
sions of  sympathy  had  appeared  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech.     If  it  would  have  been 
the  first  time,  he  was  wrong.     But  if  sym- 
pathy had  ever  been  thus  expressed  before, 
he  saw  no  reason  why  it  should  not  have 
been  repeated  on  this  occasion. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said,  that 
he  found  himself  a  little  in  that  situation 
which  had  been  the  motive  which  induced 
so  many  otner  noble  Lords  to  address  their 
Lordships — that,  not  objecting  to  the  Ad- 
dress, he  apprehended  that  his  silence  might 
be  construed  into  an  acquiescence  in  some 
opinions  or  in  some  views  which  he  could 
not  conscientiously  support ;  and  the  more 
particular  motive  which  induced  him  to 
rise  on  that  occasion,  was  that  which  fell — 
though  in  a  very  guarded  and  conciliatory 
manner — from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
beside  him  (Lord  Brougham),  with  regard 
to  proceedings  which  had  lately  taken  place 
in  Ireland.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
having  alluded  to  the  circumstance  that 
during  the  whole  of  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament, in  deference  to  the  pending  judg- 
ment of  that  House,  no  discussions  had  taken 
place  in  that  House  relating  to  the  State 
Trials  in  Ireland,  and  having  connected  that 
observation  with  the  additional  observation 
that  now  an  opportunity  was  found  for  con- 
sidering the  spirit  of  these  proceedings,  and 
the  motives  with  which  they  were  insti- 
tuted, he  (Lord  Lansdowne)  was  certainly 
anxious  to  take  that  first  opportunity,  in 
case  another  should  not  be  afforded  bim,  of 
protesting  that  his  judgment  upon  these 
proceedings  was  not  that  of  approbation. 
VOL.  LXXVIL     {S2} 


All  that  he  claimed  in  behalf  of  the  for- 
bearance which  he  had  hitherto  exercised 
on  that  subject  was,  that  in  so  doing  he 
might  not  be  supposed  to  approve  of  the 
mode  in  which  these  trials  had  been  con- 
ducted. But  in  what  situation  did  be  find 
himself  now,  and  in  what  situation  did  the 
House  now  find  itself?  At  the  close  of 
these  proceedings,  that  House  had,  by  a 
solemn  judgment,  set  aside  the  decision  of 
the  Courts  of  Law  in  Ireland.  Whatever 
opinions,  after  that  judgment  had  been 
pronounced  in  that  House,  he  might  enter- 
tain in  respect  to  the  way  in  which  these 
proceedings  had  been  carried  on  in  Ireland, 
he  certainly,  for  one,  was  contented  with 
that  judgment.  He  would  not  then  raise 
topics  which  could  not  be  discussed  in  that 
House  without  raising  a  spirit  which  he 
would  be  sorry  to  see  excited  again — and 
without  calling  forth,  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland,  a  misapprehension  as  to  the 
motives  and  spirit  in  which  such  proposi- 
tions should  be  made.  All  therefore  which 
he  would  then  say  on  that  subject — and  he 
would  say  it  without  presuming  to  offer 
now  what  he  had  not  presumed  to  ofiTer  at 
the  time,  any  opinion  as  to  the  merits  of 
the  judgment  which  that  House,  after 
hearing  the  opinions  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lords  so  competent  to  judge  of  the 
subject,  had  pronounced — was,  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  merits  of  that  judgment, 
he  considered  it  to  be  one  of  the  circum* 
stances  which  had  led  to  a  better  state  of 
feeling  in  Ireland  amongst  the  more  ra. 
tional  of  the  people  whose  opinions  com- 
posed the  public  opinion  of  that  country ; 
because  he  thought  it  impossible  for  any 
persons  in  Ireland  to  contemplate  the  care, 
and  caution,  and  the  forbearance  with 
which  that  House  had  endeavoured  to 
secure  to  the  people  of  Ireland  the  most 
perfect  enjoyment  of  the  most  valuable 
privilege  of  the  British  Constitution — the 
Trial  by  Jury — without  feeling  that  they 
have  been  indebted  to  this  branch  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  United  Kingdom  for  a 
degree  of  care  and  attention  to  their  peace 
and  to  their  privileges,  which  under  no 
Government  and  under  no  Constitution 
could  they  have  obtained  to  a  greater  de- 
gree. He  believed  that  at  this  moment, 
and  in  that  respect  he  joined  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Address,  that  whatever  un- 
happy dispositions  might  prevail  amongst 
the  misguided  lower  classes  in  Ireland, 
there  did  prevail  among  the  higher  classes 
a  better  tone,  a  better  state  of  feeling  than 
had  existed  in  that  country  for  a.  long  time 
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country  felt  a  wanner  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  people-^wben  she  stated 
the  gratification  she  should  experience  if 
the  information  and  suggestions  contained 
in  the  Report  would  enable  Parliament  to 
devi.He  measures  for  promoting  the  health 
and  comfort  of  the  poorer  classes  of  her 
subjects.  He  could  not  refer  to  this  mat- 
ter without  recollecting  how  much  the 
country  was  indebted  to  their  Lordships 
for  the  steps  they  bad  adopted  on  the 
subject,  for  the  kind  interest  they  had 
taken  in  it,  for  the  devotion  of  their  Com- 
mittees, and  the  attention  which  the  au» 
thorities  of  the  House  had  paid  to  those 
measures  which  passed  unanimously  through 
the  House  when  brought  before  their 
Lordships  by  the  person  who  now  had 
the  honour  of  addressing  them ;  though 
on  questions  of  general  policy  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  day  did  not  receive  their 
support.  He  felt  confident  that  the  Re- 
port to  be  laid  before  them  would  be 
followed  by  some  good  measure,  or  such 
gracious  mention  of  the  subject  would  not 
have  been  made,  and  he  trusted  that  by 
such  measure  they  would  have  the  means, 
not  only  of  alleviating  the  sickness,  disease, 
and  misery,  which  were  at  present  so 
widely  diffused  over  the  country,  and  of 
repairing  the  past  neglect  of  many  years ; 
but  that  such  a  measure  might  be  passed  as 
would  be  a  blessing  to  future  generations  ; 
that  through  its  means,  might  be  born,  with 
all  the  freshness,  strength,  and  vigour  of 
life,  a  race  of  men,  gifted  with  that  physical 
superiority  that  once  distinguished,  and 
might  again  belong  to  Englishmen,  and 
which,  connected  with  their  higher  moral 
energies,  constitute  the  surest  foundation 
for  our  national  greatness.  He  concluded 
by  expressing  his  earnest,  his  sincere  feel- 
ings of  gratification,  upon  finding  this 
subject  referred  to  in  Her  Majesty  s  gra- 
cious Speech. 

The  Ouke  of  Richmond  stated  that  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  address  their 
Lordships  fur  more  than  a  few  minutes ; 
nor  in  rising  had  he,  he  assured  them,  any 
intention  of  proposing  an  amendment  on 
the  Address.  He  must,  however,  say  that 
there  was  one  omission  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  which  he  was  obliged,  with  consi- 
derable regret,  to  notice.  Her  Majesty 
began  Her  Speech  by  saying,  ''  I  rejoice 
that  I  am  enabled,  on  again  meeting  you 
in  Parliament,  to  congratulate  you  on 
the  improved  condition  of  the  country." 
Was  not  agriculture,  he  asked  them,  a 
part,  a  portion  of  the  country  ?    Was  there 


a  man  in  that  House  who  did  not  consider 
it  desirable  that  the  tenantry  of  the  coun- 
try should  be  in  a  '*  prosperous  condition*'  ? 
Were  the  tenantry  prosperous  ?  Was  there 
a  single  individual  in  that  House  who  did 
not  know  that  the  tenant  had  in  the  past 
year  lost  a  great  deal  of  his  capital — a 
great  deal  of  his  property  ?  He  rose  to  call 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  this.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Government  did  not  bestow 
any  attention  to  that  fact.  He  did  not 
find  fault  with  them ;  for  he  never  saw  a 
Government  ,  that  troubled  themselves 
much  about  agriculture;  as  soon  as  any 
set  of  men  got  into  ofiBce,  he  found  that 
they  forgot  that  there  was  such  a  thing  as 
agriculture.  They  had  a  Board  of  Tnuie 
which  communicated  with  the  Govern- 
ment on  trade  and  commerce :  they  had  no 
such  thing  for  agriculture — agriculture  had 
no  Board  to  make  known  its  wants,  it  was 
therefore  overlooked  ;  that  was  the  reason 
why  the  Government  of  this  country  was 
never  aware  of  the  state  of  agriculture  and 
the  agricultural  body.  He  could  state  that 
there  had  been  very  great  distress  amongst 
them,  and  that  distress  ought  to  have  been 
adverted  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  There 
was  another  recommendation  in  that 
Speech,  that  the  Income-tax  should  be 
continued.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
dwell  upon  this  subject ;  but  if  the  Income- 
tax  were  re-enacted,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  anything  eould  be  done  to  remedy 
the  inequality  with  which  it  pressed  in 
the  case  of  the  agricultural  tenant  ?  When 
the  farmer  paid  a  rent  of  300/.  a.year,  he 
was  charged  as  if  his  profits  were  150/. « 
whereas  every  other  class  of  traders  were 
charged  upon  an  exact  account  of  their  ac- 
tual profits.  When  the  farmer  lost  his 
money  he  was,  however,  charged  just  the 
same  as  if  he  had  gained.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  him  at  present  to  pay,  with  the 
low  price  he  was  receiving  for  his  produce. 
He  did  not  mean  to  make  a  Corn- Law 
speech.  He  felt  that  it  was  only  necessary 
for  him  to  rise  at  present  to  know  why 
agriculture  had  not  been  mentioned,  and 
to  inform  the  Government  that  the  more 
they  inquired  into  it,  the  more  true  would 
they  find  that  agriculture  was  distressed. 

The  Duke  of  Montrose  wished  to  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  referring  to  the 
intimation  that  hai  been  given  as  to  an 
interference  with  the  currency  and  the  sys- 
tem of  banking  in  Scotland.  That  system, 
he  wished  to  observe,  had  been  attended 
with  the  most  complete  success,  and  it  had 
now  stood  the  test  of  a  centurv  and  a  half. 
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office  of  protectorate  and  its  qualities  were 
eipiainea  to  the  reader.     In  the  case  of 
tiie  Treaty  of  Vienna,  bj  which  our  protec- 
toiate  of  the  Ionian  Islands  was  established, 
it  ins  well  known  that  it  was  for  the  com- 
moD  interests  and  the  common  policy  of  Eu- 
rope that  that  authority  was  imposed^  and 
its  extent  and  privileges  were  carefully  and 
particularly  explained.     With  reference  to 
any  assumed  protectorates,  it  was,  he  re- 
peated, most  important  that  it  should  be 
de6oed  what  their  rights  and  privileges 
were,  and  that  no  rights  contingent  upon 
such  offices  should  be  exercised  in  any  quar- 
ter, without  their  being  made  by  the  Go- 
vernments and  the  statesmen  of  both  coun- 
tries, the  subject  of  full  consideration,  and 
an  explicit  declaration  being  put  forth  of 
the  objects  to  which  they  were  to  be  di- 
rected.    With  regard  to  another  point  of 
the  Address  to  which  repeated  reference 
bad  been  made,  he  begged  to  say  that,  al- 
though it  was  perfectly  natural  for  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  have 
taken  the  present  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  alarm  at  the  state  of  the  agricultural 
interest,   and  their  apprehension  of  any- 
thinff  that  might  be  done  in  the  way  of 
legiustion,  or  their  hope  that  something 
would  be  done  in  another  sense— although, 
he  said,  it  was  perfectly  natural  that  they 
should  have  taken  that  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  feelings  in  the  way  they  had, 
he  did  not  consider  them,  as  he  certainly 
did  not  bold  himself,  bound  by  the  Address 
as  to  what  might,  or  what  might  not,  be 
proposed  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  either 
that  or  any  other  interest.    Then  again, 
by  adopting  the  present  Address  and  carry- 
ing it  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne,  the  House 
would  not  stand  committed  to  the  propriety 
of  continuing  the  Income  Tax.    That,  as 
their  Lordships  well  knew,  was  a  subject 
of  the  gravest  kind ;  they  must  know,  like- 
wise, that  it  was  a  subject  which  agitated 
a  great  many  more  bosoms  throughout  the 
country  than  did  any  question  relating  to 
Irish  Education,  or  any  difierences  which 
might   arise  between  England  and  other 
countries  on  such  subjects  as  had  recently 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Foreign  Offi- 
ces in  Paris  or  in  London.     There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  attention  of  the  coun- 
try would,  in  the  first  instance,  be  directed 
to  that  most  important  and  deeply  interest- 
ing subject ;  there  could  be  no  doubt  either 
that  the  public  would  readily  enough  re- 
gard the  Speech  which  the  Ministers  had 
advised  Her  Majesty  to  make  as  a  species 
of  advertising  for  advice— a  demand  for 


suggestions — a  significant  hint,  which  in 
many  quarters  would  be  well  understood, 
and  the  meaning  of  which  was,  that  the 
Ministers  must  continue  the  Income  Tax  if 
they  sought  to  relieve  the  more  productive 
branches  of  industry  from  the  weight  of 
fiscal  burdens.  There  could  be  no  duubt 
that  the  efi^ct  of  such  a  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  would  be  to  bring 
to  their  ears  a  great  deal  of  advice  between 
the  present  time  and  the  period  at  which 
the  Budget  might  be  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment Upon  that  influx  of  advice,  he 
begged  most  heartily  to  wish  them  joy — 
he  congratulated  them  upon  the  quantity 
of  disinterested  counsel  which  they  wete 
likely  to  receive.  But  though  he  supported 
the  present  Address,  he  by  no  means  agreed 
to  a  continuance  of  the  Income  Tax.  It 
was  an  impost  to  the  continued  existence 
of  which  he  could  not  bring  himself  to 
consent,  unless  it  were  clearly  shown  to 
him  that  its  maintenance  would  have  the 
efiect  of  relieving  the  industrious  classes 
from  burdens  which  oppressed  manufac- 
turing skill,  and  checked  commercial  enter- 
prise. With  feelings  such  as  those  which 
he  had  that  night  endeavoured  to  express, 
he  should  go  into  the  question  of  the  In- 
come Tax,  and  into  all  others  of  a  similar 
kind  which  might  be  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament.  But,  con- 
vinced as  he  was,  that  voting  as  he  that 
night  intended  to  vote,  would  not  have  the 
effect  of  pledging  him  upon  either  side  of 
any  question,  he  should  support  the  Ad- 
dress in  the  terms  in  which  it  had  been 
proposed. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess  on  the  subject  of  our  foreign  po- 
licy, he  wished  to  say  a  few  words.  It 
was  quite  true  that  the  noble  Marquess 
did  not  apply  to  the  discussions  which  had 
recently  taken  place  between  the  Govern- 
ments of  France  and  England,  any  lan- 
guage which  could  be  construed  into  a  cen- 
sure upon  the  conduct  pursued  either  by 
the  one  side  or  by  the  other.  But  though 
there  was  nothing  in  his  observations 
amounting  to  actual  censure,  yet  he  com- 
plained of  the  want  of  a  good  system  of 
explanation— one  calculated  to  insure  the 
settlement  of  differences  likely  to  arise  be- 
tween this  country  and  France.  Now  it 
had  so  happened  that  the  satisfactory  set- 
tlement of  the  subject  of  those  discussions 
arose  out  of  the  adoption  of  that  very  sys- 
tem of  explanations  which  the  noUe  Mar- 
C2 
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quess  said  was  so  necessary  to  the  preser- 
vation of  an  amicable  understanding  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  There  was 
another  point  on  which  the  noble  Marquess 
had  dwelt  at  some  length,  namely,  the 
question  of  protectorates.  Now,  he  wished 
to  observe  that  the  occurrences  which  had 
given  rise  to  the  recent  discussions  between 
the  Governments  of  France  and  England, 
had  their  origin,  not  in  any  question  be- 
tween the  two  Governments  on  the  subject 
of  protectorates^  or  from  any  doubtful 
point  connected  with  the  Law  of  Nations, 
but  from  the  insulated  act  of  a  subordinate 
officer,  unauthorised,  uninstructed,  and 
unknown  to  the  Government  by  which  he 
had  been  appointed.  He  so  entirely  agreed 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  who  had 
spoken  early  in  the  debate,  that  neither  the 
Government  of  the  one  country  ought  to 
be  prepared  to  demand,  nor  that  of  the 
other  to  concede  anything  that  could  not, 
with  the  utmost  honour  and  the  highest 
sense  of  the  dignity  and  the  interest  of 
both,  be  cheerfully  granted ;  that  he  would 
only  say  that  in  the  representations  which 
it  had  been  his  duty  to  make  to  the  French 
Government,  he  had  never  thought  of  ask- 
ing— ^indeed,  he  should  have  been  ashamed 
to  ask  anything  of  the  French  Government 
which  he  should  not  be  prepared,  in  a  simi- 
lar situation,  to  advise  being  conceded  on 
the  part  of  this  country.  This  was  the 
principle  upon  which  he  had  proceeded 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  negotiations, 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the 
adoption  and  recognition  of  that  principle 
on  both  sides  had  led  to  the  happy  result 
upon  which  they  were  now  enabled  to 
congratulate  themselves. 

Lord  Campbell  begged  leave  to  give 
notice,  that  unless  a  bill  similar  to  that 
brought  in  last  year  in  reference  to  the 
Criminal  Law  were  again  brought  forward, 
he  should  himself  offer  a  measure  to  their 
Lordships  on  the  subject  It  would  be  in- 
finitely preferable  that  such  a  Bill  should 
be  brought  forward  by  the  Government, 
and  he  did  trust  it  would ;  and  also  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  which  he  had  him- 
self introduced  last  Session  respecting  Ap- 
peals in  Criminal  Cases,  he  should  certainly 
renew  his  attempt  to  remove  such  a  discredit 
to  the  laws  of  this  country,  unless  it  should 
be  taken  up  in  earnest^by  the  law-officers  of 
the  Crown.  Although  the  Queen's  Speech 
was  silent  respecting  legal  amendments, 
their  Lordships  were  aware  that  various 
measures  of  that  nature  were  to  be  brought 
forward,  and  he  hoped  that  means  would  be 


speedily  taken  for  the  purpose.  Much  had 
been  done  in  that  department,  but  much 
still  remained  to  be  done.  He  took  it  for 
granted  that  at  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion an  Ecclesiastical  Courts  Bill  would  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  Their  Lordships  had 
passed  such  a  Bill  last  Session,  and  the 
Journals  of  the  other  House  told  them, 
that  after  one  division  there,  it  was  aban- 
doned. The  state  of  the  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Courts  imperatively  required  that  as 
speedily  as  possible  some  measure  should  be 
brought  forward  respecting  them.  The 
law  of  Debtor  and  Creditor,  too,  was  now 
in  a  very  confused  and  unsatisfactory  state. 
Various  questions  had  arisen  upon  it,  which 
could  only  be  settled  by  legislation,  and  he 
trusted  that  either  one  or  other  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friends  who  now  divided  the 
Woolsack,*  would  at  some  short  period  bring 
forward  some  satisfactory  measure  on  the 
subject,  and  he  would  earnestly  implore  them 
to  do  so,  because  they  must  be  aware  that 
serious  inconvenience  had  already  arisen 
from  delays ;  at  the  conclusion  of  a  Session 
their  Lordships  had  bills  placed  before  them 
which  they  were  obliged  to  try  to  under- 
stand »a  task  to  which  no  railway  speed 
would  be  equal.  With  respect  to  the  Law 
of  Debtor  and  Creditor,  at  the  conclusion 
of  last  Session,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  edge  of  the  Woolsack  (Lord 
Brougham)  differed  very  materially  upon 
that  difficult  and  important  question  from 
several  of  the  judges  who  had  to  admi- 
nister the  law.  If  the  question  had  been 
brought  forward  early  in  the  Session, 
probably  those  differences  would  not  have 
arisen,  and  no  such  difficulty  would  have 
been  encountered.  There  was  another  Bill 
introduced  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
in  the  centre  of  the  Woolsack,  respecting 
the  Conveyance  of  Real  Property.  That 
Bill  was  brought  in  early  in  the  Session. 
It  slept  month  after  month,  and  it  was 
only  awakened  from  that  profound  repose 
about  ten  davs  before  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion,  and  several  clauses  were  then  intro- 
duced which  had  never  been  heard  of  be- 
fore —  of  which  the  profession  were  ut- 
terly ignorant — and  by  one  of  which  the 
Legislature  tried  to  do  that  which  was 
impossible — as  impossible  as  it  would  be  to 
enact  that  a  square  was  a  circle ;  for  to  enact 
that  a  ''contingent  remainder"  should  be 
an  **  executory  devise,"  was,  as  was  known 
to  all  who  were  acquainted  with  the  mat- 

*  Lord  Brougham  was  sitting  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 
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tefj  utterly  impossible.  The  statute  re- 
nained  a  dead  letter.  It  was  considered 
b^r  the  profession  as  utterly  absurd,  and  the 
ooly  way  to  deal  with  it  was  to  treat  it 
ffro  non  scripto.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  a  measure  on  the  subject  would  be 
qieedily  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  for  it  was  important  that  it  should 
be  laid  early  on  the  Table  in  order  that  it 
might  be  duly  conadered,  and  an  early  deci- 
sion come  to  upon  it,  in  order  that  they 
might  obtain  somethiog  like  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  the  law,  instead  of  the  con- 
fusion and  alarm  which  at  present  existed. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  was  not 
about  to  trespass  at  any  length  upon  their 
Lordships'  attention ;  but  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  explaining  the  course  which 
he  intended  to  pursue  with  respect  to  the 
£rst  Bill  mentioned  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
a  Bill  had  been  brought  forward  last  Ses- 
fioD  by  a  noble  and  learned  Friend  of  his, 
in  ooosequenoe  of  the  absence  of  another 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  with  respect  to 
the  jurisdiction  in  criminal  cases.  He 
begged  to  say,  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  introduce 
during  this  Session,  a  Bill  of  that  descrip- 
tion, and  he  begged  also  to  say,  that  the 
only  ground  upon  which  he  objected  to  the 
further  proceeding  in  the  measure  at  that 
time  was,  that  when  he  considered  the 
history  of  the  Bill,  it  did  appear  to  him 
that  it  was  intended  to  meet  a  particular 
case,  and  to  afford  relief  to  a  particular  in- 
dividual. It  was  on  that  constitutional, 
and,  be  might  say,  legal  ground,  that  he 
objected  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  He 
should  be  ready  to  consider  any  Bill  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and 
bad  no  objection  to  his  scrutinizing  the  Bill 
to  be  brought  forward  under  the  sanction 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  With  re- 
spect to  the  last  Bill,  relating  to  the  Trans- 
fer of  Property,  upon  which  some  observa- 
tions bad  been  made,  he  must  be  permitted 
to  say,  that  the  Bill  had  been  on  the  Table 
for  tbe  consideration  of  noble  Lords  for  a 
loog  time.  The  first  conveyancers  in  the 
country  had  been  consulted  upon  it ;  printed 
copies  of  it  had  been  distributed,  and  no 
objections  were  made  to  it  in  its  progress. 
To  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  had 
left  the  House,  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
bad  stated  that  the  Bill  involved  a  variety 
of  important  provisions,  and  begged  of 
bim  to  have  the  kindness  to  go  through  it, 
and  to  point  out  any  of  the  provisions 
which  appeared  doubtful,  stating  that  he 


should  be  ready  to  strike  out  any  which  he 
thought  ought  not  to  be  in  it.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  objected  to  some  pro- 
visions, and  they  were  struck  out,  and  the 
Bill  passed  with  those  exceptions.  He  be- 
lieved he  had  addressed  the  same  observa- 
tions to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who 
had  referred  to  the  Bill.  As  it  was  a  Bill 
which  contained  many  nice  points  and  re. 
fined  distinctions,  he  was  anxious  that 
it  should  have  the  advantage  of  all  the  law 
learning  in  the  House,  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  do  him  the  justice  to 
admit  that  he  had  desired  him  to  criticise  it, 
in  order  that  by  his  assistance  it  might  be 
rendered  as  perfect  as  possible.  He  ad- 
mitted that  in  some  particular  cases  diffi- 
culties had  arisen.  He  had  now  a  Bill  in 
preparation  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
those  anomalies  and  inconveniencies.  He 
should  have  the  pleasure  of  submitting  it 
to  his  noble  and  and  learned  Friend,  and 
in  a  few  days  he  would  lay  it  before  the 
House.  As  to  the  other  subject  to  which 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  referred,  if  he 
would  prepare  any  Bill  to  which  he  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  could  with  propriety 
give  his  support,  it  should  have  every  con- 
sideration that  he  could  give  to  it,  and  all 
the  assistance  that  he  could  render  to  its 
success.  He  trusted  these  explanations 
would  be  satisfactory  to  his  noble  and 
learned  Friends^  and  even  to  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  who  had  introduced  the 
subject. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  satisfactory  than  the  explanation  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend.  He  was 
accidentally  absent  from  the  country  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced.  He  had  been  en- 
trusted with  the  Bill,  and  he  showed  it  to 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  staled 
his  objection  to  it.  He  was  pleased  that  he 
had  put  it  into  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  hands.  He  wished  to  give  it  every 
support  in  hb  power,  but  he  felt  the  strength 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's  objection, 
and  he  being  as  much  interested  in  the 
Bill  as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  en- 
tirely wished  that  it  should  be  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government.  It  was  infi- 
nitely better  that  it  should  be  introduced 
by  them  than  by  any  other  Member  of 
Parliament.  With  respect  to  the  Law  of 
Debtor  and  Creditor,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  he 
would  not  now  go  into  that  subject,  but  he 
should  be  ready  to  discuss  it  at  the  proper 
time ;  and  he  was  only  anxious  to  take  the 
present  opportunity  to  vindicate  the  mea- 
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sure  brought  in  last  year*  and  to  rLow  to 
their  Loraships  and  to  the  country — that 
country  to  mislead  which  incessant  means 
were  taken — that  it  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  Bill,  and  that  no  enactments  of  that 
Bill  would  have  prevented  those  misded- 
sions,  as  they  appeared  to  him,  which  had 
taken  place  in  some  quarters;  the  great 
outcry  which  had  arisen  was,  with  respect 
to  the  20/.  clause}   and  he  was  charged 
with  having  upset  trade  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  it.     Now,  he  was  a  great  friend  to 
the  20L  clause ;  but  it  was  not  his  clause. 
It  was  added  in  Committee  after  the  ex- 
amination of  evidence ;  and  instead  of  the 
Bill  as  brought  in  and  supported  by  the 
Government  and  himself  being  answerable 
for  the  20/.  clause,  that  was  the  part  of 
the  Bill  which  was  most  particularly  ap- 
proved of  and  supported  by  the  predecessor 
of  his  noble  Friend — he  miffht  name  him 
as  he  was  not  present.  Lord  Cottenbam ; 
and  that  noble  Lord's  measure  went  ten 
thousand  times  farther  than  the  present, 
for  it  abolished  imprisonment  in  all  cases 
and  for  all  sums,  whereas  this  Bill  only 
prevented  it  under  20/.    There  was,  how- 
ever, one  great  omission  and  defect  in  this 
Bill.     It  did  not  enable  a  creditor  to  take 
hold  of  salaries.  A  clerk  with  200/.  a- year 
might  contract  a  debt  to  the  amount  of  19/., 
and  the  creditor  could  not  touch  his  salary  ; 
and  if  he  lived  in  lodgings,  he  could  not 
take  the  furniture,  because  it  did  not  be- 
long to  him.     A    very  slight  alteration 
would  rid  that  clause  of  this  defect,  and  it 
was  the  only  defect  in  the  Bill.    The  most 
blessed,  the  most  happy  effects  had  arisen 
from  the  clause,  as  would  appear  from  the 
report  of  Captain  Williams,  the  prison  in- 
spector.    That  report  contained   a    most 
splendid  panegyric  upon  the  clause.      It 
had  acted  admirably,   not  only  in  clearing 
the  gaols  of  unfortunate  debtors,  but  in  no 
one  instance  diminishing   credit,  such  as, 
in  a  wholesome  state  of  trade,  ought  to  be 
given  to  a  debtor. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  the  Bill  had 
been  drawn  by  Mr.  Earle,  now  a  Judge 
of  the  Common  Pleas,  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  More  O'Ferrall,  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  and  at  the  request  of* 
Mr.  More  O'Ferrall,  he  (Lord  CampbeU) 
laid  it  before  their  Lordships.  He  claimed 
no  merit  from  the  Bill ;  but  he  must  ob- 
serve, that  it  did  not  belong  to  any  Mem- 
ber of  that  House.  He  was,  however, 
delighted  that  it  was  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Lord  Brougham  said,    his   noble    and 


learned  Friend  must  really  have  lost 
his  sense  of  hearing — he  had  lost  none 
of  his  other  senses,  but  he  must  have  lost 
his  sense  of  hearing — or  his  imagination 
must  have  grown  to  such  an  extraordinary 
and  monstrous  sure  as  to  overpower  his 
hearing,  if  he  thought  that  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  said  he  had  drawn  the  Bill. 
He  said  that  it  had  been  brought  to  him, 
and  entrusted  to  his  care. 
Address  agreed  to,  Nemine  DUseniiente, 

Tab  Armt  iir  Scindb.]]  The  Lord 
Chancellor  acquainted  the  House«  that 
he  had  received  from  Major-General  Sir 
Charles  Napier,  G.C.B.  the  following 
letter,  in  return  to  the  Thanks  of  thu 
House,  communicated  to  him  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  in  obedience  to  an  Order  of 
this  House  of  the  12th  of  February,  1844:  — 

«  Kurrachee,  20th  May,  1844. 
**  My  Lordi^I  have  the  Honour  to  acknow- 
ledge the  Receipt  of  a  Resolution  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  dated  the  12th  February,  1844. 
The  Contents  of  this  Resolution  I  have  com- 
municated  to  the  Troops  therein  mentioned  ; 
and  I  have  the  Honour  to  request  that  your 
Lordship  will  convey  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
on  behalf  of  the  Officers,  Non-commissioned 
Officers,  and  Private  Soldiers,  European  and 
Native,  as  well  as  on  my  own  Part,  our  grate- 
ful Thanks  for  the  high  Honour  which  their 
Lordships  have  deemed  us  to  be  worthy  of  re» 
ceiving  for  our  Conduct  in  the  Scinde  War. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

My  Lords, 

Your  Lordship's  most  obedient  humble  Servt. 

"  Charles  J.  Napieb, 
Mtgor^GeneraL 

«  To  the  Right  Honourable 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  &c.  &c.  &c.'' 

And  the  same  being  read,  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  entered  on 
the  Journals. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton Resolutions  were  agreed  to,  reappoint* 
ing  Lord  Shaftesbury  as  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, and  nominating  the  other  Ses- 
sional Officers  of  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  expressed  his 
thanks  for  his  re-appointment  to  an  office 
which  he  had  already  filled  for  thirty-five 
years. 

House  adjourned. 
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Her  Majesty's  Speech  is  the  graiifyhig  fact 
of  the  general  prosperity  of  the  country. 
The  existence  of  that  prosperity  is  a  matter 
of  fact  within  the  cognizance  of  us  all,  and 
I  think  I  may  fairly  assert  that  the  gratifi- 
cation arising  from  it  may  be  enhanced  by 
the  firm  assurance  that  it  results  from  no 
false  stimulus  or  sudden  re-action,  but  is 
caused  by  the  steady  and  gradual  imprave* 
ment  which  has  taken  place  in  every  branch 
of  trade.     From  the  extension  of  our  com- 
merce at  home  and  abroad,  our  manufactu- 
rers meet  with  a  large  and  ready  demand, 
thereby  affording  general  employment  to 
the  willing  industry  of  our  manufacturing 
population.     But,  Sir,  in  the  midst  of  this 
general  prosperity,  I  regret  to  say  that  in 
many  agricultural  districts,  more  especially 
in  those  with  which  I  am  connected,  there 
exists  very  great  distress  caused  by  drought 
and  the  general  failure  nf  the  crops.     I 
know  that  these  causes  are  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  Government,  but  I  think  it  right 
that  the  House  should  understand  that  the 
gratification  arising  from  this  general  pros- 
perity is  not  without  alloy.    When  we  con- 
sider how  greatly  this  prosperity  depends 
upon  the  continuance  of  peace,  I  feel  confi- 
dent that  I  shall  beexpressing  the  sentiments 
of  all  whom  I  now  address  when  I  propose 
heartily  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty  on 
the  present  friendly  state  of  our  foreign  re- 
lations, and  to  express  a  hope  that  they 
may  be  preserved  on  a  firm  and  stable  foot- 
ing. I  think  we  may  draw  some  favourable 
augury  of  the  continuance  of  these  friendly 
relations  from  the  fact  that  three  of  the 
Sovereigns  of  Europe  have  within  the  last 
few  months  been  the  guests  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. This  freedom  of  intercourse  between 
the  Sovereigns  of  Europe  is  a  sign  that  we 
have  reached  the  commencement  of  a  happy 
epoch  in  the  history  of  the  civilized  world, 
when  a  thirty  years'  peace  having  brought 
prosperity  in  its  train,  has  taught  the  na- 
tions of  Europe  how  solid  are  its  blessings 
when  weighed  in  the  balance  with   the 
empty  glories  and  costly  triumphs  of  war. 
The  time  I  believe  to  be  not  far  distant 
when,  by  means  of  that  great  mechanical 
power  of  the  age,  that  main  element  of  ci- 
vilization, steam,  the  most  distant  portions 
of  Europe  will  be  connected  together,  the 
capital  of  one  country  will  be  embarked  in 
the  public  works  of  another,  community  of 
interest  and  of  feeling  will  then  arise  to 
the  extinction  of  natural  jealousies,  and 
render  the  calamity  of  war  as  rare  as  it  is 
fearful.     The  visit  of  the  Emperor  of  Rus- 
sia, the  haste,  and  absence  of  all  ceremony 


•.  Hon.  Sidney  Herbert,  Secvetory  ftt  War .» For  Buek- 
ii^hain  Borough*  v.  Right  Hon.  Sir  Thomas  Fxanda 
Ftemantle,  BaiL,  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  IxdaikL— Par  Slamford,  v.  Sir  George  Clerk,  BarL, 
Maaer  of  Uie  Mint. — ^For  Tipperary,  v.  Hon.  Robert 
Otway  CaTe,dea 

Naw  MsMBBBS  SwovN. — For  LaDcatter  County  (Northern 
DinrioQ).  John  Talbot  Cliflon,  Eiq.— For  Dartmouth, 
JoMph  Somct,  E9i|. 

BtUA.    PuUbu—l'    OtttUwxiei. 

The  House  met  at  two  o'clock,  and  at- 
tended Her  Majesty  pursuant  to  Message. 
The  House  being  returned, 

SciNDB.]  Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the 
House,  that  he  had  received  from  Major- Ge- 
neral Sir  Charles  Napier,  the  following  Let- 
ter, in  return  to  the  Thanks  of  this  House, 
transmitted  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  the  Governor- 
General  in  India,  and  communicated  by  his 
Lordship  to  Sir  Charles  Napier,  in  obe- 
dience to  the  Commands  of  this  House  of 
the  12th  day  of  February,  1844 :  — 

'<  Kurachee,  20M  May,  1844. 

**  Sir^ — I  have  received,  throagh  the  medium 
of  the  Governor-General  of  India,  the  Resolu- 
tioo  of  the  House  of  Conamons,  dated  the  12th 
day  of  February,  1844  ;  which  Resolution  I 
have  made  known  to  the  Troops  therein  men- 
tioned. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  request,  Sir,  that  you 
willy  in  the  name  of  the  officers.  Non-commis- 
sioned Officers,  and  Private  Soldiers,  both 
European  and  Native,  and  also  in  my  own 
name»  convey  to  the  House  of  Commons  our 
most  grateful  thanks  for  the  high  honour  that 
has  been  conferred  upon  us  by  the  House. 

'*  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient,  humble  servant, 

"Charles  J.  Napier, 
Mt^oT'OeneraL 

^  The  Right  Honourable 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of 

Commons,  &c.  &c.*' 

Address  in  AnswebtoHer  Majesty's 
Spbbch.]  Mr.  Speaker  reported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  and  having  read  it  to  the 
House, 

Mr.  CharteriM  rose  and  said  :  I  rise.  Sir, 
to  move  that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
•ented  to  Her  Majesty,  in  answer  to  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  in 
to  doing,  I  trust  that  nothing  may  fall  from 
my  lips  calculated  to  excite  amongst  us  a 
ipirit  of  party,  or  in  any  way  to  disturb 
that  cordial  unanimity  which  is  so  desirable 
on  an  occasion  like  the  present;  at  the 
nme  time,  I  ask  of  the  House  that  kind 
indulgence  which  it  never  denies  to  those 
who,  for  the  firat  time,  trespass  on  its  at- 
tentioD.     The  fint  subject  alluded  to  in 
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which  characterized  it,  are  sufficient  proofs, 
if  such  indeed  were  wanted,  of  the  affection- 
ate and  friendly  feelings  he  entertains  to- 
wards our  Queen  and  country^  and  the 
hearty  cheers  with  which  he  was  every- 
where welcomed,  must  have  shown  to  him 
and  his  subjects  how  cordially  those  feelings 
were  responded  to  by  every  Englishman. 
But,  Sir,  the  visit  of  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  the  French  was,  if  possible,  of  still  greater 
importance,  for,  occurring  as  it  did  after 
the  unhappy  differences  which  had  arisen 
between  the  two  countries,  and  which 
threatened  for  a  time  to  disturb  our  ami- 
cable relations,  it  was  especially  welcome 
as  a  sign  that  those  differences  had  been 
adjusted,  and  as  a  pledge  of  renewed  amity. 
This  late  misunderstanding  may,  and  I  hope 
will,  serve  as  a  lesson  of  mutual  forbear- 
ance to  France  and  England  ;  for  had  their 
respective  Ministers  given  way  to  popular 
clamour,  when  the  tide  of  hostile  feeling 
ran  so  high — had  they  listened  to  the  angry 
sugi^estions  of  those  whose  feelings  were 
excited  by  unfortunate  occurrences,  instead 
of  now  enjoying  the  blessings  of  peace,  we 
might  be  plunged  in  all  the  horrors  of 
war;  and  for  what?  Why,  now  that 
the  htorm  has  blown  over,  we  hear  the 
French  Minister  bearing  testimony  to  the 
sincerity,  wisdom,  and  moderation  of  Eng- 
land, whilst  the  British  Minister  acknow- 
ledges the  candour  and  forbearance  of 
France.  The  House  will,  I  am  sure,  readily 
assent  to  the  addition  to  the  Naw  Esti- 
mates  when  it  considers  that  that  addition 
is  caused  by  the  increase  of  steam  naviga- 
tion, and  by  the  extension  of  our  commer- 
cial relations.  It  is  with  unfeigned  plea- 
sure that  I  caU  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  that  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
which  refers  to  the  improved  state  and 
brightening  prospects  of  Ireland.  A  spirit 
of  enterprise  has  been  newly  awakened, 
owing  to  which  private  capital  to  a  large 
amount  has  been  embarked  in  undertakings 
for  the  general  improvement  of  the  country, 
as  well  as  for  the  formation  of  railways,  by 
means  of  which  its  natural  capabilities  will 
be  made  available,  its  resources  opened  up, 
and  its  various  and  distant  parts  placed  in 
ready  communication  with  England  as  well 
as  each  other.  It  is  by  thus  giving  legiti- 
mate occupation  to  the  energies  of  that  noble 
people,and  by  exciting  a  spirit  of  industrious 
enterprise,  that  we  may  hope  to  put  an  end 
to  that  tendency  to  agitation  from  which 
the  country  has  so  long  suffered.  We  may 
indeed  hope  that  a  brighter  day  has  dawned 
on  Ireland,  and  that  by  a  course  of  just, 


wise,  and  conciliatory  measures,  not  ex- 
torted by  fear,  but  conceded  in  justice,  she 
may  soon  become,  blest  as  she  is  with 
every  natural  advantage,  united,  prosperous 
and  contented.  Of  these  measures,  I 
would  fain  believe  the  Charitable  Bequests 
Bill  to  have  been  the  first  instalment,  and 
I  look  upon  the  proposed  measure  of  Aca- 
demical Education  as  a  measure  conceived 
in  the  same  spirit.  When  it  is  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament,  I 
feel  confident  that  it  will  meet  with  that 
warm  and  general  support  which  its  justice 
and  sound  policy  alike  demand ;  for  it  is  by 
affording  the  people  of  Ireland,  without 
distinction  of  reUgious  sect,  every  faci- 
lity of  obtaining  a  liberal  education,  that 
we  may  hope  to  remove  the  lingering  rem- 
nants of  national  prejudice,  and  to  unite 
all  in  promoting  the  true  interests  of  their 
country.  There  is  another  subject  of  the 
gravest  interest  and  full  of  difficulty  con- 
nected with  Ireland,  which  has  occupied 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. No  one  will,  I  think,  deny  them 
credit  for  having  boldly  grappled  with  the 
system  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland,  which 
lies  at  the  root  of  the  social  anomalies  of 
that  country  ;  and  I  hope  that  the  Report 
of  the  Commission,  which  we  are  told  is 
shortly  to  be  laid  before  Parliament,  may 
enable  us  to  devise  some  means  of  dealing 
with  so  difficult  a  subject  To  the  equally 
important  question  of  the  Income-tax, 
which  is  adverted  to  at  the  close  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech,  it  would  be  unbe- 
coming in  me  to  do  more  than  to  allude,  as 
the  whole  financial  policy  of  Government 
will,  without  delay,  be  brought  before  the 
House;  but  at  the  same  I  think  I  may 
express  the  satisfaction  which  we  roust  all 
feel  at  the  flourishing  condition  of  the  re- 
venue, more  especially  when  we  consider 
the  great  increase  under  the  head  of  Ex- 
cise, thereby  indicatinff  a  corresponding 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  the  people. 
The  Bank  of  England  Charter  having  been 
revised  during  the  last  Session,  the  bank- 
ing establishments  of  Ireland  and  Scotland 
ought  naturally  to  undergo  a  like  revision  ; 
but  though  in  ignorance  of  the  intentions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this  point, 
as  a  Scotchman  I  may,  perhaps,  express  a 
hope  that,  in  placing  the  banking  estab- 
lishment of  Scotland  on  what  it  considers 
a  sound  footing,  it  will  interfere  as  little 
as  possible  with  the  existing  currency,  to 
which  the  whole  nation  is  so  firmly  at- 
tached. The  Scotch  \L  notes  are  such  dirtv 
things,  that  if  I  were  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
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rniet  I  would  not  touch  them.  Another 
point  of  the  greatest  consequence  will  he 
hrnught  under  our  consideration  by  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  on  the  Health  of 
TowDSb  The  state  of  the  dwellings,  and 
general  condition  of  the  poor,  are  subjects 
of  the  deepest  interest,  which  cry  loudly 
for  the  interference  of  the  Legislature^ 
whenever  that  interference  is  practicable 
or  politic  But  I  must  likewise  glance  at 
what  I  consider  a  most  cheering  and  heal- 
thy symptom  in  our  body  politic — 1  mean 
that  general  sympathy  and  solicitude  for  the 
welfare  of  the  poor  which  has  of  late  been 
everywhere  exhibited  by  the  upper  and 
middle  classes.  At  no  former  period  has 
the  condition  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  excited  so  deep,  so  real  an  interest 
in  the  public  mind.  Never  have  so  many 
plans  been  discuifsed  for  the  improvement 
of  their  moral  and  physical  condition. 
Whatever  our  individual  opinions  may  be 
as  to  the  wisdom  and  practicability  of  this 
or  that  plan,  we  must  all  anticipate  benefit 
from  that  spirit  of  practical  benevolence 
of  which  the  workings  are  everywhere  vi- 
sible; whether  we  trace  it  in  societies 
formed  for  carrying  out  the  system  of  al- 
lotments for  improving  the  dwellings  of 
the  poor,  in  subscriptions  set  on  foot  for 
public  bathsv  for  the  formation  of  parks,  or 
in  speeches,  in  pamphlets,  and  the  daily 
prints.  Encouraged  by  these  cheering 
symptoms,  1  look  with  confidence  to  the 
future ;  for  though  it  is  out  of  the  power 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  at  once  to  cure 
our  social  evils — ^though  no  Government 
can  insure  to  willing 'labour ''a  fair  day's 
wages  for  a  fair  day's  work,''  yet  much 
may  be  done  by  individual  exertion,  by 
each  in  his  own  sphere  attending  to  the 
well-being  of  those  with  whom  he  is 
immediately  connected,  whether  as  land- 
lord, tenant,  manufacturer,  or  tradesman. 
Having  thus  endeavoured  briefly  to  advert 
to  the  topics  contained  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  it  now  only  remains  for  me  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  kind  indulgence  it 
has  extended  towards  me,  and  1  earnestly 
pray  that  Providence  may  guide  our  coun- 
cils, and  direct  our  efforts  to  promote  the 
best  interests  of  this  great  Kingdom,  as 
well  as  the  happiness  and  welfare  of 
every  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  The 
hon.  Member  then  moved  that  an  Ad- 
dress be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  as  fol- 
lows : — 

That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  express  to  Her  Majesty  our 
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humble  Thanks  for  Her  Majesty's  most  Gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne  : 

That  we  learn  with  the  greatest  pleasure 
from  Her  Majesty  the  improved  condition  of 
the  Country,  that  increased  activity  pervades 
almost  every  branch  of  Manufacture,  that 
Trade  and  Commerce  have  been  extended  at 
home  and  abroad,  and  that  amongst  all  classes 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  there  is  generally 
prevalent  a  spirit  of  loyalty  and  cheerful 
obedience  to  the  Law : 

That  we  rejoice  to  learn  that  Her  Majesty 
continues  to  receive  from  all  Princes  and 
States  assurances  of  a  friendly  disposition  : 

That  we  participate  in  the  satisfaction  ex- 
pressed by  Her  Majesty,  in  having  received 
at  Her  Court  the  Sovereigns  who,  in  the  coarse 
of  the  last  year,  visited  this  Country : 

That  we  concur  with  Her  Majesty  in  consi- 
dering that  the  Journey  of  the  Emperor  of 
Russia,  undertaken  at  a  great  sacrifice  of 
private  convenience,  was  a  proof  of  the  friend- 
ship of  his  Imperial  Majesty,  which  must 
have  been  most  acceptable  to  Her  Majesty's 
feelings : 

That,  in  common  with  Her  Majesty,  we 
hope  that  the  opportunity  of  personal  inter- 
course  thus  afforded  to  Her  Majesty  may  be 
the  means  of  still  further  improving  those 
amicable  relations  which  have  long  subsisted 
between  Great  Britain  and  Russia : 

That  we  participate  in  the  feelings  which 
Her  Majesty  has  been  graciously  pleased  to 
express  in  respect  to  the  visit  of  the  King  of 
the  French,  which  was  rendered  especially 
welcome,  inasmuch  as  it  had  been  preceded  by 
discussions  which  might  have  impaired  the 
good  understanding  happily  established  be- 
tween the  two  Countries : 

That  we  humbly  concur  with  Her  Majesty 
in  regarding  the  maintenance  of  this  good  un- 
derstanding as  essential  to  the  best  interests 
of  both ;  and  we  rejoice  in  the  reflection  that 
the  sentiments  of  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  on  the  occasion  of  His  Majesty's 
visit,  were  entirely  in  unison  with  those  of  Her 
Majesty ; 

To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the  information 
that  the  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year  have 
been  prepared,  and  that  they  will  be  forthwith 
laid  before  us : 

*  To  express  our  acknowledgments  to  Her 
Majesty,  for  informing  us  that  the  progress  of 
Steam  Navigation,  and  the  demands  for  pro* 
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cection  to  tb«  extended  Commerce  of  the    Pablic  RereDae,  and  eirtsting  the  eoeomiila- 

Coantry,  will  occasion  en  tncreete  in  the  Esti-    tion  of  Debt  in  time  of  Peace : 

matef  connected  with  the  Naval  Service:  j     To  thank  Her  Majetty«  for  calling  oor  at* 

That  we  learn  with  the  greatest  pleasure  tention  to  the  circumstance,  that  the  Act 
from  Her  Majesty  that  the  improvement  which  which  was  passed  ai  that  time  for  imposing  a 
is  manifest  in  other  parts  of  the  Country  has  Tax  upon  Income  will  shortly  expire ; 
extended  to  Ireland  $  that  the  political  agiu-  '  To  auure  Her  Majesty,  that  we  shall  be 
tion  and  excitement  which  Her  Majesty  has  ready  to  consider  whether  it  may  not  be  expe> 
had  heretofore  occasion  to  lament  appear  to  dieot  to  continue  its  operation  for  a  further 
have  gradually  abated ;  and  that,  as  a  natural  period  ;  and  thus  to  obtain  the  means  of  ade- 
result,  private  capital  has  been  more  freely  quately  providing  for  the  Public  Service^  and 
applied  to  useful  public  enterprizes,  under-  \  at  the  same  time  of  making  a  reduction  in 
taken  through  the  friendly  co-operation  of  in-  :  other  taxation : 
dividuals  interested  in  the  welfore  of  Ireland  :  That,  whatever  may  be  the  resnlt  of  our  de- 

To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that  j  liberations  in  this  respect.  Her  Majesty  may 
Her  Majesty  has  carried  into  effect,  in  the  |  rely  that  it  will  be  our  determination  to  main- 
spirit  in  which  it  was  conceived,  the  Act  for  \  tain  an  amount  of  Revenue  amply  sufficient 


the  more  effectual  application  of  Charitable 
Donations  and  Bequests : 

To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  take  into  our  consideration  the 
policy  of  improving  and  extending  the  oppor- 
tunities for  Academical  Education  in  Ire- 
land: 

To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  acquainting  us 
that  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Law  and  Practice 
with  respect  to  the  Occupation  of  Land  is 
nearly  prepared,  and  will  be  communicated 
to  us  immediately  after  its  presentation : 

To  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  we  sliail  be 
prepared  to  direct  our  attention  to  the  state 
of  the  Law  in  regard  to  the  privileges  of  the 
Bank  of  Ireland,  and  to  other  Banking  Esta- 
blishments in  that  Country  and  in  Scotland  : 

To  thank  Her  M^esty,  for  informing  us 
that  the  health  of  the  inhabitants  of  Urge 
towns  and  populous  districts  in  this  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  has  been  the  subject  of 
recent  inquiry  before  a  CommiMion,  and  that 
their  Report  will  be  immediately  laid  before 
us: 

To  express  our  acknowledgments  to  Her 
Aligesty,  for  Her  Majesty's  gracious  tntima* 
tion  that  it  would  be  highly  gratifying  to  Her 
M^esty,  if  the  information  and  auggestioos 
contained  in  that  Report  ahall  enable  ua  to 
devise  the  means  of  promoting  the  health  and 
comfort  of  the  poorer  classes  of  Har  Miyesty*s 
subjects. 

Humbly  to  thank  Her  M^esty,  for  informing 
OS  of  the  success  of  the  measures  which,  three 
years  since,  were  adopted  by  P^rliaoMnt  for 
tb«  purpose  of  supplying  the  deficiency  in  the 


to  meet  the  necessary  expenditure  of  the 
Country,  and  firmly  to  uphold  that  public 
credit  which  is  indispensable  to  the  national 
welfare : 

That  we  entirely  participate  in  the  opinion 
expressed  by  Her  Majesty,  that  the  pro&pect 
of  continued  Peace,  and  the  general  stale  of 
domestic  prosperity  and  tranquillity,  afford  a 
favourable  opportunity  for  the  consideration 
of  the  important  matters  to  which  iler  Ma^ 
jesty  has  directed  our  attention ;  and  we  unite 
with  Her  Majesty  in  the  earnest  prayer  that 
we  may  be  enabled,  under  the  superintending 
care  and  protection  of  Dirine  Providence,  to 
strengthen  the  feelings  of  mutual  confidence 
and  good  will  between  different  classes  of  Her 
Msjesty's  subjects,  and  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  people. 


Mr.  r.  Baring  said,  that  in  aeoonding 
the  Motion  of  his  faon.  Friend,  he  thought 
he  shotild  best  consult  the  oonveniencv  of 
the  House,  and  show  his  gratitude  for  the 
honour  conferred  on  him  in  being  selected 
to  second  the  Address,  by  oonfining  himself 
to  a  very  few  remarks  beyond  the  customary 
one,  that  he  fully  coinoded  in  all  that  bad 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend ;  and  by  atating 
that  in  the  few  observations  he  had  to  make 
he  would  endeavour  to  avoid  all  allusion  to 
those  topics  which  would  be  likely  to  create 
unnecessary  disctianon,  or  interrupt  that 
good  feeling  which  seemed  to  pennsde  the 
House  with  respect  to  the  Addrcat.  He 
trusted  that  this  would  be  a  sufficient  ex- 
planation of  his  presumption  in  occupying 
the  pofition  in  which  he  then  stood.  He 
hoped  he  misht  be  permitted  to  express  his 
conviction  that  the  circunstancea  of  the 
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country  at  present  were  such  as  fuUv  to 
warrant  the  exprewions  contained  in  the 
Address.     It  was  the  consideration  of  these 
prosperous  circumstances  which  made  him 
proud  of  having  imposed  upon  him  his  pre- 
sent most  agreeable  ta^sk.      There  were 
times  when  the  Sovereign  of  this  country 
met  the  Parliament  under  other   and  far 
less  auspicious    circumstances — when   the 
Executive  had  to  call  upon  the  Legislature 
for  increased  powers  to  vindicate  the  supre- 
macy of  the  law— when  the  Parliament 
was  also  called  upon  to  meet  pressing  finan- 
cial di£Bcultie8.     No  such  difficulties  exist 
at  present;  but,    if  they  did,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the   appeal    from  the  Throne 
would  be  responded  to  now  with  the  same 
sentiments  of  devotion  and  loyal  attach- 
ment which  had  marked  those  of  less  aus- 
picious times.      Fortunately,  we  had  no 
such  difficulties  now,  and  he  felt  happy 
in  congratulating  the  House  on  the  fact, 
that  the  commencement  of  the  present  year 
was  marked  by  a  state  of  prosperity  in  the 
country,  in  all  its  relations,  political,  com- 
mercial and  financial,  which  had  not  been 
known  for  many  years.     He  was  not  about 
to  follow  his  hon.  Friend  through  all  the 
topics  to  which  he  had  alluded ;  he  might, 
however,  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  obser- 
vatbna  on  those  points  which,  from  the 
nature  of  his  occupation,  were,  in  his  opi- 
nion,  of  paramount  importance,  and  which, 
he  thought,  ought  to  convey  a  favourable 
impression  of  our  present  situation.      In 
doing  so  it  was  unnecessary  tQ  remind  the 
House  that  no  one  was  responsible  for  the 
opinions  he  expressed  but  himself.      He 
prononnced  no  prospective  decision  on  the 
measures  which  might  be  submitted  to  the 
House.     With  the  feelings  of  general  ap- 
probation he  entertained  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  and  entire  concurrence  in 
the  sentiments  contained  in  the  Address, 
he  reserved  to  himself  full  power  to  can- 
vass  the  merits  of  the  measures    which 
hereafter  might  be  submitted  to  the  House. 
The  first  great  subject  of  congratulation, 
and  to  a  commercial  country  one  of  the 
first  importance,  as  well  as  to  the  progress 
of  dvilixation   and    freedom    throughout 
the  world,  was  the  continuance  of  peace ; 
and  the  recent  visits  of  powerful  Sovereigns 
to  this  country,  however  gratifying  and 
flattering  to  the  national  feeling,  were  not 
to  be  regarded  as  a  mere  interchange  of 
oonrtesles  and  idle  civilities,  nor  the  means 
of  promoting,  although  that  undoubtedly 
Was  a  great  advantage,  mutual  knowledge 
and  esteem  between  sovereigns;  but  these 


visits  were  a  proof  of  the  importance  which 
those  Sovereigns   themselves  attached    to 
friendly  relations  with  this  country ;  they 
were  a  proof  that  those  Sovereigns  repre- 
sented the  true  wants  and  wishes  of  their 
subjects  in  expressing  a  desire  for  the  con- 
tinuance of   friendly  relations,   and  they 
affi)rded  likewise  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try the  opportunity  of  manifesting  their 
desire  for  peace ;  while  in  the  expressions 
of  those  Sovereigns  of  a  desire  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  friendly  relations,  looking  to  the 
influence  of  those  Sovereigns   themselves 
and  to  the  power  of  the  nations  over  which 
they  ruled,  there  was  an  additional  pledge 
for  the  maintenance  of  peace.      He  was 
sure  the  Emperor  of  Russia  must  have  ap- 
preciated the  feelings  with  which  he  had 
been  received,  and  seen   the  desire  that 
existed  to  bind  the  two  countries  in  closer 
connexion ;   and   happy   should    he   be  if 
feeling,  as   he  must,  that  there  was  no 
stronger  bond  of  peace  than   the  mutual 
interest  of  the  two  countries,  the  Emperor 
of  Russia  should  be  disposed  to  remove  or 
modify  some  of  those   restrictions  which 
now  interfered  so  much  with  the  importa- 
tion of  our  produce  into  that  country — a 
measure  which  he  believed  would  not  only 
increase  the  friendly  feeling  between  the 
two  countries,   but  augment  the  receipts 
of  his  own  revenue,  and  of  which  the  only 
injury  would  be  to  the  productiveness  of 
the  contraband  trade.     The  visit  of  the 
King  of  the  French  was  a  matter  of  spe- 
cial congratulation.     Looking  to  the  anx- 
ious discussions  which  had  taken  place  be- 
tween the  two  Governments,  that  visit  was 
a  proof  that  the  anxiety  which  had  been 
felt  had  been  relieved.     The  hostilities  with 
Mvftocco  had  terminated  in  treaties  which 
consulted  not  only  the  true  policy  of  France, 
but  paid  due  regard  to  the  position  of  Eu- 
rope and  the  feelings  of  other  Powers.  The 
question  of  Tahiti  had  been  worn  threadbare 
in  the  French  Chambers,  and  he  could  only 
regret  that  in  discussing  it  there  an  attempt 
had  been  made,  he  hoped  an  unsuccessful  one, 
to  infuse  into  the  question  a  fresh  spirit  of 
bitterness  and  national  jealousy.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  in  public,  as  in  private  matters, 
when  an  agent  exceeded  instructions  given 
to  him,  and  by  the  abuse  of  his  instruc- 
tions  inflicted  injury    on  a  third  party, 
it  was  only  just,  natural,   and  equitable 
that    the  principal  should  disapprove  of 
the    proceedings  of   his   agent,    and   in- 
demnify the  party  aggrieved.     That  was 
what,  he   believed,  France  had  done;   it 
could  do   no   less  with   proper  regard  to 
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its  own  principles  of  justice  and  equity ; 
and  so  much  a  doe  regaid  to  the  protec- 
tion of  our  subjects  in  distant  countries 
must  have  bound  the  English  Government 
to  insist  upon*  Such  had  been  the  lesolt 
of  those  difficulties  which  sometimes  oc- 
curred when  the  subjects  of  two  nations 
were  brought  into  contact  at  a  great  dis- 
tsnee  from  the  seat  of  Government;  but 
they  might  slways  expect  when  matters 
were  discussed  with  a  friendly  feeling,  and 
a  due  regard  to  the  interests  as  well  as 
honour  of  each,  that  the  termination  would 
be  peaceful.  Neither  party  could  be  charged 
with  having  been  actuated  by  feelings  of 
servility  or  fear,  but  only  by  a  due  sense 
of  what  the  dignity,  the  honour,  the  safety 
and  greatness  of  the  country  required.  He 
trusted  that  all  differences  and  all  sources 
of  bitterness  were  now  removed  on  this 
question;  for  he  believed  they  should  all 
agree  in  the  expressions  of  a  distinguished 
roan,  lately  uttered  in  the  Chamber  of 
Peers  in  Paris, — 

«<  That  as  peace  between  England  and 
France  is  a  guarantee  for  the  peace  of  the 
whole  world,  though  for  it  neither  should  sa- 
crifice her  honour  or  essential  interesU,  yet  for 
it  both  should  sacrifice  every  thing  else/' 

Although  nothing  could  be  more  im- 
portant than  the  maintenance  of  peace  with 
France,  he  believed  a  good  understanding 
with  that  country  was  perfectly  compatible 
with  a  good  understanding  with  every 
other;  and  as  we  had  no  special  alliance 
with  France  which  excluded  other  Powers, 
so  the  advantage  of  being  on  friendly 
terms  with  France  in  no  deme  prejudiced 
us  in  the  maintenance  of  tne  most  satis- 
factory terms  with  the  other  Governments 
of  Europe.  There  was  one  great  country 
beyond  the  Atlantic,  with  which  he  hoped 
we  should  always  continue  on  terms  of 
the  greatest  friendship.  He  was  not  afraid 
to  say  that  his  private  interests  coincided 
with  his  public  duties;  and  he  was  proud 
to  add  that  the  respect  and  friendship  he 
had  for  a  great  many  citiiens  of  the  United 
States,  confirmed  that  wish.  He  believed 
that  Us  private  feeling  wero  in  concuiw 
fence  and  harmony  with  the  interests  of 
both  oountriesy  and  that  the  advantage  of 
the  world  would  best  be  maintained  bjr 
peace  between  this  country  and  the  United 
States.  Although  occasionally  a  bitter 
newspaper  paragraph  might  appear  on  both 
sides,  slthoti^h  a  hostile  speech  or  violent 
miffht  be  passed  at  some  meet- 
MMign  a  deqMtch  might  proceed 
Secretary   of  State   apparently 


breathing  no  friendly  feeling  towards  this 
country,  he  yet  trusted  nothing  would 
occur  to  check  or  disturb  the  disposition 
to  peace  that  existed,  founded  on  tliegood 
sense  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people,  and 
the  growing  feeling  that  nothing  could 
be  more  desirable  than  a  doser  connexioa 
between  the  two  countries  and  a  eontinn- 
ance  of  friendly  relations.  Thero  was  one 
cause  of  difficulty  in  the  relations  between 
the  United  States  and  France  and  this 
country;  but  it  arose  from  what  was 
essential  to  the  piogrem  of  good  govern* 
ment«— he  meant  the  publicity  of  Pariin- 
mentaiy  discussion  and  the  freedom  of  the 
public  press,  which  no  one  would  wish  to 
see  lessened;  but  occasionally  a  viohmt 
publication  or  speech  might  produce  re* 
newed  irritation.  He  looked,  however, 
to  the  good  feelings  of  the  people  and  to 
their  common  interests,  as  a  guarantee  for 
the  permanent  duration  of  peace;  for 
whilst,  undoubtedly,  a  generacioD  had 
arisen  which  had  not  experienced  the 
horrors  of  warfare,  or  witoemed  ita  die* 
asters,  yet  at  the  same  time  classes  of  men 
were  rising  up  whose  prosperity,  whoae 
comforts,  whose  empbymeots,  and  whose 
interests  were  identified  with  peace,  and 
he  regarded  these  classes  in  all  counttiea 
as  gaining  more  and  more  influence  every 
day.  Here  was  an  additional  link  in  the 
chain  which  should  bind  the  whole  world 
in  relations  of  amity.  But,  notwithstmid* 
ing  all  these  guarantees  of  peace,  we  lied 
lessons  to  prepare  for  war ;  and  if  the  case 
were  proved  that  our  naval  establishments 
were  insufficient  to  protect  our  increasing 
commerce,  or  if  the  progress  of  steam  na. 
vigation  rendered  it  necessary  to  increase 
our  naval  power  in  proportion  to  that  of 
other  Governments,  he  was  sure  the  una- 
nimous feeling  of  the  House  would  be  to 
vote  the  necessary  supplies.  Looking  to 
our  national  wedth«  our  public  credit* 
and  the  buoyancy  of  its  reaouroes,  tried 
by  late  years  of  difficulty,  perhaps  this 
country  never  %ras  in  a  more  imposmg  at* 
titude  to  support  its  interests  or  assert 
its  dipiity.  Turning  to  the  internal 
condition  of  this  country,  there  was,  un* 
doubtedly,  great  cause  tar  congratulation. 
At  the  commencement  of  last  fiesiinn  of 
Parliament,  although  a  great  improveosent 
had  occurred  in  many  brenches  of  laboor 
in  our  nmnufacturing  districts,  there  were 
two  great  interests  still  suffimng^tbe  iron 
manufacture  and  the  shipping  interest. 
There  waa  then  a  sli^t  improvement  in 
the  iron  manufactore»  but  the  coming  tide 
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ol  protperity  had  not  reached  that  interest 
as  fdly  as  it  had  others.     He  wa»  happy 
to  say  that  it  had  now  reached  the  iron 
manufacture.   The  mines  were  in  complete 
operation;  the  population  connected  with 
the  iron  manufactures  were  in  full  work 
at  good  wages ;  the  price  of  iron  had  im- 
proved some  30  or  40  per  cent.;  the  ex- 
ports of  iron   had   also  greatly  increased  ; 
but  the  great  improvement  had  heen  in 
the  home  ooosumption,  partly,  no  doubt, 
from  the  application  of  iron   to  purposes 
for  which  it   was    not  previously  used, 
partly  from  the  great  demand  for  iron  in 
rail  road  undertakings,  but  in  a  great  measure 
arising  from  the  increased  consumption  of 
iron  for  ordinary  purposes,  which  was  a  legi- 
timate teat  of  an  improved  condition  of  the 
country.  The  shipping  interest  had  last  year 
been  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  state,  but  he 
was  happy  to  say  there  had  been  a  very  ge- 
neral improvement  within  the  last  half  year. 
Ships  were  now  more  saleable  and  at  better 
prices ;  freights  had  improved,  some  of  them 
of  a  character  unknown  before.  The  im  port- 
ation  of  guano  had  given  employment  to  a 
laige  amount  of  shipping ;  and  in  all  the 
ramifications  of  national  industry,  it  was  a 
source  of  satisfaction  to  them  that  while 
the  application  of  science  tended  to  promote 
the  fertility  of  the  soil,  at  the  same  time  it 
reanimated  the  not  less  important,  though 
dormant  branch  of  our  national  greatness 
-^our  mercantile  navy.     Well,  those  two 
branches  of  trade,  which  had  been  in  a  de- 
pressed   state,    liad    now   revived,   while 
others,  which  had  undergone  some  ameli. 
oration,  continued  to  show  fresh  signs  of 
prosperity.      He  would  not   trouble   the 
House  with  any  array  of  figures;  but,  look- 
ing to   the  cotton  manufacture,  it  might 
easily  be  shown  that  that  interest  was  never 
in  a  more  thriving  state.   The  deliveries  for 
home  consumption  of  raw  material  were 
larger  last  than  in  any  preceding  year ;  the 
price  of  the  raw  material  had  diminished, 
the  profits  of  the  manufacturers  and  the 
rate  of  wages  had  increased.    At  no  former 
period  in  the  cotton  trade  had  the  balance 
applicable  to  profits  and  wages  been  greater 
than  at  present.     Hence  tbe  application  of 
capital  in  new  mills,  in  the  employment  of 
old  premises,  in  adding  to  mills,  and  in  the 
creation    of   fresh    machinery,  had  been 
greater  last  year  than  formerly.  The  wool- 
len trade,  aL»,  was  in  an  improved  condi- 
tion ;  and  this  indicated,  perhaps  more  than 
the  cotton  trade,  the  improved  condition  of 
tbe  people  at  large.     A  greater  portion 
of  the  woollen  manufacture  was  retained 


for  home  consumption,  and  the  poor  man, 
when  in  a  condition  of  distress,  bought  cot- 
ton, the  cheaper  though  not  the  most  com- 
fortable article,  rather  than  the  dearer  but 
more  comfortable  one.  The  import  of  wool 
for  the  purpose  of  manufacture  had  in- 
creased 20  per  cent.,  contributing  much  to 
the  increased  activity  of  the  trade,  while  it 
had  not  affected  British  or  colonial  produce, 
the  price  of  both  having  rifien  last  year.  If 
they  looked  to  other  manufactures,  of  flax 
and  hemp,  they  were  all  in  an  equally 
favourable  condition ;  and  although  it  was 
difficult  to  form  an  estimate  as  to  what  was 
applicable  entirely  for  home  consumption, 
the  condition  of  those  interests  went  far 
to  show  an  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  the  people  at  large.  But,  when  they 
saw  such  activity  in  manufactures  at  home, 
the  question  naturally  suggested  itself,  had 
our  trade  with  foreign  countries,  had  our 
exports  justified  that  activity,  or  had  there 
been  any  over-production  ?  In  articles  the 
produce  of  British  industry  principally  ex- 
ported from  this  to  other  countries,  with 
tbe  exception  of  two  items,  coal  and  cotton 
twist,  there  had  been  a  considerable  in- 
crease. With  regard  to  coal,  the  deficiency 
could,  though  not  satisfactorily  yet  easily, 
be  explained  by  the  strike  of  the  workmen  ; 
and  with  regard  to  cotton  twist,  in  the  ex- 
port of  which  there  had  been  a  deficiency  of 
20,000,000  lbs.,  it  had  arisen  not  from  any 
indisposition  of  foreign  purchasers  to  take 
our  twist  and  yam,  but  because  the  spin- 
ning power  could  not  produce  enough  both 
for  home  and  foreign  demand,  while  the 
home  manufacturer  had  proved  the  better 
purchaser.  The  export  of  cotton  manu- 
factures, particularly  to  China,  had,  in  the 
aggregate,  very  much  increased.  But,  be- 
yond this,  they  must  look  for  an  index  of 
the  improved  condition  of  the  people  to  the 
consumption  of  those  articles  which  were 
considered  the  necessaries  of  life.  From 
the  changes  which  had  gradually  taken 
place,  he  believed  the  Customs  afforded  a 
better  test  of  the  power  of  expenditure 
than  the  Excise.  Takmg  tea,  coffee  and 
sugar,  then,  in  preference  to  malt  and 
spirits,  though  these  latter  shared  an  in- 
crease in  the  revenue,  there  had  been 
an  increase  in  the  consumption,  afford- 
ing satisfactory  proof  of  an  improve- 
ment in  the  condition  of  the  people; 
and  although  the  returns  of  the  savings- 
banks  by  themselves  were  liable  to  some 
exception  and  doubt  as  a  proof  of  pros- 
perity, yet  taken  collectively  with  other 
proofs,  a  great  increase  in  the  deposits. 
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and  A  diminution  in  the  withdrawals,  indi- 
cated a  very  great  impiovement  in  the  eon- 
dition  of  the  people.     Of  this,  too,  the 
gmt  increaie  in  the  receipts  on  all  the 
railwajt  afforded  additional  evidence,  show- 
ing  either  a  vast  increase  in  the  amount  of 
buBtnesiKtraffic,  or  a  greater  power  of  expen- 
diture for  recreation  and  amusement.    Was 
this  likely  to  be  a  permanent  state  of  pros- 
perity }  Last  year  it  was  said  the  improvement 
which  had  then  taken  place  would  be  of 
but  short  duration ;  but  such  was  not  his 
opinion.    Looking  to  the  moderate  price  of 
the  raw  material,  looking  to  the  fact  that 
no  foreign  market  was  glutted,  while  the 
home  market  was  not  overstocked  with  our 
goods,  there  had  been  abundant  activity, 
which  in  our  manufactures  was  a  great 
element  of  prosperity ;  but  they  could  not 
say  there  had  been  any  exaggerated  spirit  of 
speculation.  The  late  banking  regulations, 
he  thought,  had  had  the  effect  df  putting 
a  saluury  check  on  the  spirit  of  specula* 
tiottf  and  that  spirit  had  been  absorbed  by 
the  railway  speculation.     Considering  the 
employment  afforded  by  railways  to  our 
mineral  wealth,  and  to  those  engaged  in 
the  working  of  the  mines,  opening  as  they 
did  new  sources  of  comfort  to  the  people  by 
allowing  easy  transport  of  labour  to  those 
whose  labour  was  capital,  and  great  saving  of 
time  to  those  whose  time  was  cental— con- 
sidering also  the  important  faalities  sup- 
plied 1^  them  in  the  conveyance  of  coal 
and  other  necessaries,  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  it  would  be  unwise  and  improper  to 
tamper  with  them ;  yet,  when  he  loolced  at 
the  great  excitement  which  prevailed,  and 
the  exaggerated  calculations  made  on  the 
result  of  some  of  those  railways,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  from  them  might 
result  some  difficulty  and  some  danger. 
The  result  might  be  heavy  loss,  not  per- 
haps in  a  national  point  of  view,  because  it 
would  be  a  transfer  of  property  from  one 
to  another,  but  it  would  aflect  the  credit 
of  individuala,  and  by  afiecting  the  cre- 
dit,  derange  the  industry  of  the  coun- 
try.    The  great  difficulties  by  which    a 
country  was  beset  whose  enterprise  and 
maehinery  had  readied  the  maximum  of  de- 
mand, was  that  the  producer  might  by  a  di- 
minution of  consumption  be  involved  in  dis- 
tress ;  but  for  that  state  of  things  the  only 
remedy  was  prudence  on  the  part  of  the  osa- 
nufacturer,  and  foresight  ana  saving  on  the 
part  of  the  people.  The  great  prosperity  of 
the  country  had  undoubtedly  acted  on  the 
state  of  our  finances,  which  also  called  for 
the  congratulation  of  the  House.  Looking  to 


the  satisfactory  state  of  the  revenue,  con- 
trasted with  what  it  was  two  years  ago, 
it  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  this  be- 
neficial change  of  drcumstanoes  had  ori- 
ginated in  a  great  measure  in  the  adop- 
tion   of   the    Income-tax.     He    dkl    not 
mean  to  dtscu«  the  questiott  whether  it 
were  the  most  eligible  tax,  but  he  was 
quite  sure  it  had  attained  the  great  ob- 
ject for  which  it  was  eatablished.    With 
respect  to  the  altered  state  of  the  finances, 
it  might  be  permitted  to  him  to  refer  to  the 
depression  that  existed  in  the  year  1842, 
when  there  was  an  excess  of  expenditure  over 
the  income  of  2,149,000/L  whilst  the  public 
accounts  made  up  to  the  5th  of  January, 
1 845,  showed  a  surplus  of  about  3,350,0001. 
above  the  expenditure.    In  the  amount  of 
advances  made  to  the  Government  to  meet 
the  dividends,  there  was  likewise  observa- 
ble a  very  great  difference  between  the  two 
periods  to  whidi  he  had  leferred ;  the  sum 
so  advanced  by  the  Bank  of  En^and  in 
1842  being  6,354,000/L,  whilst  in  January, 
1845,  it  was  only  905,000/.    At  the  same 
time  he  must  admit,  that  it  would  be  oa- 
fair  to  say  that  all  the  difference  between 
the  two  sums  he  had  cited,  was  to  be  attri- 
buted to  the  increased  financial  prosperity 
of  the  nation.    Some  of  it  most  be  ascribed 
to  the  change  that  had  recently  been  in- 
stituted in  the  time  of  paying  the  quarterly 
dividends.    But  be  mi^t  very  justly  as- 
sert that  the  advances  required  by  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  Bank  of  England  for  this 
purpose  were  in  round  numbm  only  one- 
third  at  present  the  amount  whidi  they 
were  in  1842.  The  same  causes  to  which  be 
had  already  referred,  had  occasioned  a  cor- 
responding advance  in  the  value  of  the 
public  securities,  which  responded  to  the 
ffeneral  prosperity.    In  the  year  1842  tho 
Three  per  Cents,  were  at  6^ ;  at  present 
they  were  at  par.  In  the  floating  seeurities, 
or  the  unfunded  debt,  the  premium  was 
20t.,  or  1  percent., in  1842,  when  Exche- 
quer Bills  gave  2d.  per  day  interest ;  whereas 
at  the  present  time  it  was  3  per  cent  pre- 
mium when  l{d.  interest  only  was  paid.  The 
result  of  the  improvements  in  the  value  of 
the  public  securities  of  the  kingdom  was 
eventually  to  economise  the  resource*  of 
the  country  by  enabling  the  Government 
to  reduce  the  interest  of  the  debt,  which 
had  effected  a  saving  of  625,000/.  annually. 
That  circumstance  alone  afforded  a  legiti- 
mate ground  foe  triumph  to  puUic  credit. 
That  drrumstanee   likewise  showed    the 
soundness  of  the  policy  which  had  bccii 
pursued,  and  at  the  saase  time  that  result 
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wisdisciactlj  referrible  to  the  course  which 
was  adopted  of  candidly  and  promptly  ac. 
koowledging  the  necessity  for  meeting  the 
de6ciency  in  the  income;  and  whilst  he 
coDgratuiated  the  House,  the  country,  and 
the  Government  upon  the  success  which 
had  attended  these  financial  operations,  he 
hoped  they  would  have  the  effect  of  prov- 
ing to  other  countries  that,  however  diffi- 
cult  the  task,    and  however  onerous  the 
burden,  of  meeting  just  debts  by  self-im- 
posed taxation,  honesty   was  in   the  end 
certain  to  prove,  not  only  the  best,  but  the 
wisest  and  most  economical  policy,  which 
was  the  surest  to  obtain  success.  He  would 
only  add,  whilst  he  was  upon  this  topic, 
that  although  the  other  sources  of  revenue 
had  proved  of  late  highly  productive,  and 
in  an  increasing  ratio  of  production,  still 
if  it  was  proposed  on  that  account  to  re- 
duce the  whole  amount  of  the  income-tax, 
he  feared  the  result  would  be  to  place  the 
country  in   a  state  of  anxiety  and  appre- 
hension.    It  was  not  for  him   to  antici- 
pate the  course  which  the  House  would 
adopt  with  respect  to  this  important  branch 
of  their  legislative  duties,  but  it  did  appear 
to  him,  that  if  on  the  grounds  of  increased 
revenue  in  the  branches  alluded  to,  they 
were  to  be  called  upon  to  relieve  the  country 
in  the  shape  of  a  redaction  of  one  of  the 
principal  taxes  from  which  the  revenue  was 
derived,  the  operation  would  not,  in  his 
humble  opinion,  succeed*  because  the  in- 
creased income  from  the  articles  of  con- 
sumption depended  upon  sources  of  tax- 
ation liable  to  be  affected  by  causes  over 
whidi   neither  the  House  nor   the   Go- 
Temment  possessed  the  slightest  control. 
Looking,   therefore,  to  the  safety  of  the 
country,   and  to  the  maintenance  of  her 
credit  and   ffnancial   stability,  on  which 
that  credit  depended ;  and  believing  more- 
over, as  he  did,  that  whatever  amotint  of 
relief  might  be  experienced  generally  by 
having  recourse  to  an  extensive  reduction 
in  the  amount  of  taxation,  it  would  be  as 
unwise  on  the  part  of  the  nation  to  rely 
upon  one  year  of  great  prosperity,  as  it 
would  be  for  an  individual  to  regulate  his 
expenditure  by  one  year's  fortunate  exer- 
tions in  trade, — ^he  considered,  he  repeated, 
that  it  would  be  exceedingly  unwise  and 
impolitic  to  make  a  too  important  reduction 
in  the  income  from  which  the  present  finan- 
cial prosperity  of  the  empire  was  derived. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  henceforward 
always  consider  it  an  essential  element  of 
prosperity  to  provide  a  sufficient  surplus  of 
inoome  oyer  the  expenditure*     He  saw 


much  ground  for  entertaining  a  feeling  of 
satisfaction  with  respect  to  the  past,  and  of 
confidence  as  to  the  future  >  and  he  must 
be  permitted  to  say,  that  in  seconding  the 
Address  of  the  hon.  Member  who  sat  next 
him,  he  should  have  felt  much  less  satis- 
faction, and  a  far  greater  degree  of  anxiety 
for  the  future,  if  he  had  thought  that  the 
House  would  jeopardize  the  security  of 
the  country,  and  injure  private  as  well  as 
the  public  confidence,  in  converting  the 
present  surplus  revenue  into  a  possible 
deficiency,  either  by  unnecessary  expense 
or  injudicious  liberality.  He  had  only  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  attention  with 
which  he  had  been  listened  to*  and  to  apo- 
logize for  having  taken  up  so  much  of  their 
time.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
seconding  the  Address. 

The  Address  having  been  read  from  the 
Chair, 

Lord  /.  Russell  then  said  :  In  the  terms 
of  the  Address  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, I  readily  concur.  Scarcely  has  an 
observation  fallen  from  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men, in  their  able  statements,  with  which 
I  should  feel  occasion  to  find  fault  or  ex- 
press any  serious  difiference.  At  the  same 
time  there  are  topics  in  the  Speech  of  Her 
Majesty,  in  answer  to  which  the  Address 
is  moved,  which  I  think  do  call  for  remark 
from  Members  of  this  House  not  connected 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
first  topic  in  the  Speech  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  alluded,  is  the  gratifying 
fact  that  three  foreign  Sovereigns  paid 
visits  to  our  Sovereign  in  the  course  of  the 
last  summer.  That  these  visits  should  lead 
to  more  amicable  relations,  and  a  more  in- 
timate connexion  with  those  Sovereigns 
alluded  to,  as  well  as  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  peace  of  the  world,  must  be  the 
anxious  wish  of  all  parties  in  this  country. 
I  cannot,  perhaps,  hold,  with  the  younger 
and  more  ardent  spirit  of  the  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Address,  that  the  extension 
of  commerce*  mechanical  inventions,  and 
social  intercourse,  may  speedily  put  an  en- 
tire end  to  the  prospects  of  war,  and  the 
calamities  that  follow  it ;  and  I  cannot 
think  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
either  hold  that  expectation  in  so  strong  a 
manner  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  does — in  a 
manner  certainly  which  is  more  becoming 
his  age  than  it  becomes  mine;  for  1  per- 
ceive that  at  the  same  time  that  the  Go- 
vernment express,  in  the  name  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, their  hopes  of  peace,  they  are  taking 
precautions  by  which,  in  the  event  of  war, 
the  honour  and  interests  of  this  country 
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may  be  Batitfactorily  upheld.    But,   Sir^ 
although  we  may  not  indulge  very  san- 
guinely  in  those  expectations,  yet  it  is  im- 
possible not  to  acknowledge,  and  I  do  so 
with  cheerfulness,  that  our  present  pros- 
pect of   peace   is  not  clouded   by  those 
appearances  which  last  year  put  the  con- 
fidence of  the  country  to  the  trial.    When 
the  hon.   Gentleman  says  that  we  must 
all  rejoice    in   the  termination  of   those 
discussions  which  threatened  at  one  time, 
to    disturb    the    amicable    relations    be- 
tween this  country  and  neighbouring  states, 
I  fuUy  agree  in  that  congratulation.     I  am 
happy,  too,  to  congratulate  this  House  and 
the  country  that  those  amicable  relations 
were  not  disturbed.    I  can  see  no  reason  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  world  for  the  per- 
manent interruption  of  those  relations,  still 
less  for  rushing  blindfold  into  the  dangers 
and  calamities  of  war.     But,  Sir,  when  I 
say  that  I  rejoice  that  such  was  the  termi- 
nation, 1  own  that  I  cannot  participate  in 
those  phrases  which  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters  have  not  indeed    employed  in    this 
Speech  or  Address,  but  which  they  thought 
proper  to  use  at  the  conclusion  of  the  kst 
Session.    They  then  thought  it  right  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  praise  the  modera- 
tion  and   wisdom   with  which   they  had 
conducted  those  negotiations.    Now,  there 
has  been  nothing,  at  least   I  have   seen 
nothing  which  has  induced  me  to  think 
that    there    was    anything    so    remarka- 
ble, so   worthy  of  that  praise  with  the 
love  of  which  they  seemed  so  overpowered, 
that  they  could  not  help  giving  it  vent 
themselves,  and  applying  it  to  their  own 
conduct.     I  see  no  ground  for  that  exces- 
sive admiration  of  their  wisdom  and  mode- 
ration, neither  do  I  think  that  wisdom  was 
very  apparent  on  the  face  of  these  transac- 
tions in  the  conduct  of  the  Government  of 
France.     What  was  the  case  ?    A  person 
who  acted  as  Consul  in  the  island  of  Tahiti, 
was  suspected  by  the  French  commander  of 
encouraging  the  revolt  and   insurrection 
of  the  natives  of  that  country.     He  was 
immediately  put  under  arrest ;  he  was  con- 
demned for  the  time  to  solitary  confine- 
ment, and  it  was  proclaimed  that  if  an  in- 
surrection should  take  place,  that  gentle- 
man should  be  responsible  for  any  blood- 
shed that  might  occur.  Auother  commander 
arrived,  a  superior  commander,  who  thought 
there  was  no  sufficient  ground  for  the  se- 
verity that  had  been  practised,  for  the  gross 
outrage,   I    think  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
called  it,  that  had  taken  place;   but  he 
thought  it  was  not  consistent  with  the 


safety  of  the  French  troops  and  the  French 
inhabitants,  that  Mr.  Pritchard  should  re- 
main in  the  island,  and  gave  orders  that  he 
should  be  conveyed  to  a  distance.     Now,  I 
own,  there  appears  to  me  a  very  clear  dis- 
tinction between  the  transactions  that  took 
place  previously,  and  the  latter  part  of  this 
case.    That  a  person  in  command  of  a  fo- 
reign station,  having  the  lives  of  the  troops 
under  him  placed  in  his  responsible  care, 
bound  likewise  to  keep  his  position  in  the 
state  in  which  he  held,  requisite  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  he  served,  that  he 
should  desire  the  removal  of  a  foreign  resi- 
dent whom  he  conceived  to  be  instrumental 
in  some  way,  whether  actively  and  by  his 
own  desire,  or  by  the  influence  he  was  sup- 
posed to  exercise,  in  exciting  the  insurrec- 
tion, that  he  should  have  the  wish  to  re- 
move that  person,  is,  I  think,  fair  and  le- 
gitimate, and  which  I  should  not  wish  to 
see  the  Law  of  Nations  positively  condemn. 
Every  case  must  rest  on  its  own  merits ; 
and  I  think  it  is  impossible  not  to  admit 
that  a  person  in  the  situation  in  which 
Commander  Bruat  was  placed  in  that  island 
was  justified  in  removing  the  person  who 
was  the  main  source  of  his  apprehension. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  to  put  that  person 
into  solitary  confinement,  to  declare  that 
his  life  should  answer  for  any  insurrection 
that  took  place,  that  was,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  a  gross  outrage,  and  one 
that  obviously  demanded   fit    reparation. 
Now,  if  1  have  at  all  stated  the  case  cor- 
rectly, it  seems  to  me,  that  two  cabinets 
which  were  on  the  most  friendly  terms, 
which  had   a  cordial  understanding  with 
one  another,  according  to  the  terms  used 
by  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French, 
need  have  had  little  difficulty  in  arranging 
the  matter,  which  of  itself  did  not  seriously 
involve  the  interests  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments, and  still  less  of  the  two  countries. 
But  what  was  the  fact  ?     Was  the  embar- 
rassment immediately  arranged  ?     On  the 
contrary,  was  there  not  for  four  weeks  the 
greatest  apprehension  that  that  arrange- 
ment would  not  take  place,  and  that  even 
war  might  ensue  from  this  most  trivial  cir- 
cumstance.     Now,   I  cannot  understand, 
in  the  first  place,  why  this  Government 
should   ask  anything   more    than   was   a 
moderate  and  fair  reparation ;  and,  on  the 
other   hand,   I  as  little  understand   why 
the    French   Government  should  not  at 
once  have  said,  what  is  necessary  to  our 
interest  and  for  the  safety  of  the  French 
garrison  at  Tahiti  we  will  claim ;  the  un- 
necessary outrage  we  disclaim,  and  we  will 
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give  you  a  reasonable  reparation.  I  cannot  | 
see  why  they  should  have  been  reluctant  to 
do  this,  and  it  surely  would  have  been  far 
better  than  to  go  on  for  two  months  keeping 
the  two  countries  in  alarm.  Of  course,  I 
do  not  wish  to  allude  to  debates  in  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies ;  1  think  it  would  be 
a  very  inconvenient  practice  to  refer  to 
them,  nor  would  it  tend  to  the  harmony  of 
the  two  countries  if  we  entered  into  such 
discussions.  But  there  has  been  published 
a  correspondence,  which  everybody  must 
have  read  in  the  newspapers,  and  which  I 
8U]^io8e  is  the  actual  correspondence  of 
Count  Jarnac,  the  Secretary  of  Embassy, 
with  M.  Guixot,  the  Minister  of  Foreign 
Afikirs  in  France ;  and  in  that  it  appears 
that  Government,  in  the  first  place,  was 
disposed  to  make  demands  on  which  they 
did  not  afterwards  insist ;  and,  at  the  same 
time,  the  French  Government  refusefl 
at  first  to  enter  into  any  discussion  of  the 
matter.  They  said  there  was  great  ex- 
citement on  the  subject,  and  that  though 
there  was  reason  for  reparation  for  the  out- 
nge  whieh  caused  the  excitement,  they 
would  not  enter  into  the  discussion.  I  con- 
fem  I  do  not  see  either  the  wisdom  or  mo- 
deration of  the  Government  in  the  course 
they  took.  It  appears  to  me  that,  particu- 
laily  with  respect  to  those  questions  which 
involve  considerations  of  public  honour, 
while  you  should  make  your  demands  for 
reparation  as  moderate  as  you  can,  you 
shoald  likewise  take  care  not  to  make  any 
demand  from  which  you  might  afterwards 
shrink.  It  may  be  very  well  when  nations 
have  been  at  war,  and  they  are  discussing 
questions  as  to  how  many  islands  or  miles 
of  territory  they  shall  retain,  that  one 
should  make  demands  greater  than  it  in- 
tends afterwards  to  insist  upon,  and  that  it 
should  when  pushed  make  certain  abate- 
ments. You  may  put  up  with  a  less  extent 
of  dominion  than  you  at  first  sight  asked  for 
without  any  shame  of  receding.  But  in  a 
case  like  that  of  which  I  have  been  speaking, 
the  t30urse  which  regard  to  our  own  dig- 
nity points  out  is,  that  we  should  not  make 
any  demand  that  is  unreasonable,  but 
having  made  a  reasonable  demand  should 
adhere  firmly  to  it.  With  respect  to  this 
negotiation,  it  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
conducted  in  the  manner  in  which  a  nego- 
tiation of  that  kind  ought  to  have  been  con- 
ducted between  the  two  Governments,  but 
especially  two  that  were  continually  boast- 
ine  of  a  cordial  understanding,  and  of  being 
different  from  any  other  Governments  of 
£nfcland  and  France,  and  of  having  found 
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the  secret  of  a  perpetual  harmony  which 
nothing  could  disturb.  On  the  contrary,  I 
must  say,  that  those  papers  we  have  already 
seen  make  me  disposed  to  think  there  was 
really  no  such  good  understanding  as  there 
ought  to  have  been.  There  was  neither 
that  ready  acquiescence  in  what  was  rea- 
sonable on  the  one  side,  nor  that  readiness 
to  afford  satisfaction  on  the  other,  which 
ought  to  have  been  found.  In  fact,  the 
two  Governments  seem  to  have  been  a 
great  deal  too  much  driven  by  the  press 
on  the  one  side  and  the  other  in  the  course 
of  these  negotiations.  We  have  heard  de- 
nunciations with  respect  to  the  press  of  this 
country  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite ;  but  really  some  of  the  articles 
which  appeared  in  the  Ministerial  journal 
at  that  time,  were  in  a  tone  of  bluster  and 
insolence  towards  the  French  nation,  which 
made  me  perfectly  ashamed  that  any  Eng- 
lish paper  should  have  made  use  of  such 
language.  But  I  trust  that  now  the  two 
nations  will  maintain  peace ;  I  trust  there 
will  be  such  a  feeling  of  the  national  in- 
terest, of  the  national  safety — a  feeling  that 
it  is  for  great  objects,  for  the  good  of  both, 
and  for  the  advantage  and  peace  of  the 
world  that  they  are  united — as  will  not 
suffer  any  subject  like  the  misconduct  of  an 
officer  at  some  thousand  miles  distance  to 
disturb  the  good  feeling  that  should  exist 
between  them.  1  trust  that  we  may  see 
that  harmony  maintained  for  great  pur- 
poses, consonant  to  the  interests  of  the  two 
countries.  And  when  I  see  it  boasted  that 
the  engagements  existing  between  the  two 
countries,  the  cordial  understanding  be- 
tween France  and  England,  has  produced 
the  present  state  of  Spain;  1  own  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  a  result  which  any  Mi- 
nister, either  in  England  or  France,  ought 
to  boast  of,  as  flowing  from  the  union  of 
two  of  the  greatest,  of  the  most  free  and 
enlightened  nations  of  the  world.  While 
I  trust,  therefore,  that  that  good  under- 
standing will  not  only  continue,  but  will 
ripen  into  still  greater  friendship,  I  trust 
that  the  influence  of  the  two  Governments, 
wherever  that  influence  is  exerted,  will  be 
used  for  the  promotion  of  commerce,  for 
the  increase  of  freedom,  for  the  general 
diffusion  of  intelligence,  for  the  destruction 
of  slavery,  and  not  for  the  repression  of  the 
freedom  which  nations  have  hitherto  en- 
joyed, and  the  substitution  of  a  tyranni- 
cal swny  for  mild  and  constitutional  Go^ 
viniment.  Sir,  there  is  a  subject  not 
touched  upon  in  the  Speech,  but  upon 
which  I  suppose  WQ  shall  have  some  ex- 
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plmatioD  from  tbe  rigbi  hoii*  Gentleinan 
opposite,  for  I  oonfeM  I  am  not  ttttsfied 
with  what  I  hare  hitherto  heard  on  the 
subject — I  mean  the  appointment  of  Com- 
missioners to  revise  the  Treaties  of  1831 
and  1833  respecting  the  Slave  Trade.  It 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  there  was  any 
necessity  for  the  revision  of  thoA  Treaties ; 
but  if  the  Government  thought  that  the 
Right  of  Search  disturbed  tbe  friendship  of 
the  two  nations,  that  it  was  a  serious  ob- 
stacle to  the  maintenance  of  that  harmony 
they  wished  to  preserve,  I  think  they 
ought  themselves  manfully  and  fairly  to 
have  entered  into  a  negotiation,  and  de- 
clared what  is  the  substitute  they  propose 
for  the  Right  of  Search,  as  established  by  the 
Treuticit  of  1631  and  1833.  But,  in  the 
first  place,  to  make  that  Right  of  Search 
illusory,  as  it  is  boasted  that  it  has  been  made, 
to  give  instructions  of  some  private  kind 
to  our  naval  commanders,  by  which  the 
Right  of  Search  is  not  efficiently  exercised, 
and  in  this  manner  to  make  the  right  which 
ought  to  be  so  effectual  nearly  null,  and 
after  yoo  have  gone  on  for  some  time  thus, 
diminishing  the  efficacy  of  these  Treaties, 
which,  rightly  exerted,  had  efficacy,  then 
to  transfer  your  responsibility  to  a  Com- 
mission— to  ask  men  of  high  names  and  un- 
blemished characters  to  put  themselves  for- 
ward, with  the  view  of  tranquillizing  the 
fears  that  may  arise — that  does  not  appear 
to  be  a  course  either  fair  or  dignifioi  to- 
wards the  people  of  this  country.  The 
people  of  this  country  wish  to  see  the  re- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade ;  and  we  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  are  as  anxious 
for  the  repression  of  the  Slave  Trade  as  any 
of  those  who  voted  for  the  Resolution  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool  in 
1841.  They  will  look  with  some  jealousy 
on  the  weakening  of  any  means  by  which 
the  Slave  Trade  is  now  repressed ;  but 
if  you  cannot  maintain  thoae  means  in  vi- 
gour, tell  us  so  openly,  tell  us  so  directly, 
and  we  will  give  you  all  the  confideooe 
which  can  arise  from  a  patient  attention  to 
the  reasons  you  may  produce,  and  a  fair 
appreciatbn  of  the  motives  by  which  you 
may  be  actuated.  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Address  alluded  to  the 
visit  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  and  said 
that  he  hoped  the  Emperor  would  perceive 
that  tbe  true  interests  of  nations  are  the 
great  bonds  of  friendship,  and  by  a  reduc- 
ticm  of  some  of  those  high  and  excessive 
duties  which  press  on  Endikh  produce  and 
manufactures,  would  famish  England  with 
grounds  of  conciliation,  by  which  the  bonds 


aniting  the  two  nations  may  he  more 
closely  drawn.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  I  hope  he  will  agree  with 
me  when  I  say  that  if  it  should  occur  to 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  to  remark  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  right,  and  he 
trusts  that  his  aster  Sovereign  the  Queen 
of  England  will  direct  the  Ministers  to  re. 
doce  some  of  those  duties  which  press  on 
the  people  of  England,  and  which  forbid 
the  introduction  of  the  timber  and  com  of 
Russia,  it  will  be  quite  as  efiectual  a  means 
of  consolidating  the  peace  that  now  reigns 
between  us  as  the  ringle  attempt  of  tbe 
Russian  Government  to  diminish  their  du- 
ties. Sir,  I  will  not  pass  alti^gether  from 
those  foreign  affairs  without  congratulating 
the  House-«althoogh  the  topic  has  not 
been  mentioned  in  the  Speech,  it  has  been 
much  mentioned  in  the  country— on  the 
improved  state  of  our  commercial  relations 
with  China.  I  cannot  do  so  without  recoU 
lectiog  that  when  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tiverton  said  he  hoped  the 
commercial  relations  with  China  would 
open  a  great  field  to  the  improved  trade 
and  increased  manufactures  of  this  coun- 
try, there  were  marked  signs  of  derision  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  That  opinion, 
however,  of  my  noble  Friend,  which  then 
seemed  to  them  so  utterly  wanting  in  pio- 
bability,  has  been  found  to  be  the  true  and 
just  opinion,  and  I  do  heartily  rejoice  that 
the  increase  of  those  transactions  has  tend- 
ed much,  among  other  circumstances^  to 
remove  commercial  and  manufacturing 
inactivity  in  this  country.  Sir,  the  Speech 
next  proceeds  to  domestic  aflbirs,  and  re- 
ference is  made  to  the  state  of  Ireland.  I 
am  glad  that  Her  Majesty*s  advisers,  act- 
ing no  doubt  on  information  they  have 
received  from  that  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  can  say  that  political  violence  » 
quieted,  and  that  there  are  qrmptomi  of 
greater  plenty  of  employment  for  that 
country.  I  must  own,  however,  that  the 
accounts  I  have  derived  from  persons 
lately  coma  from  Ireland,  refer  with  much 
apprehensbo  to  qrmptoms  which  they  oon- 
sider  as  very  menacing  in  that  ooantiy. 
They  observe  that  the  ties  which  held  men 
together— the  ties  which  bound  the  richer 
classes  to  the  poor — the  ties  which  oou- 
nected  the  priest  with  his  fiock — are  very 
considermbly  loosened,  and  that  there  u 
great  apprehension  that  those  individual 
outrages,  of  which  we  have  seen  such 
painful  results,  may  lead  to  a  general  in- 
crease of  disturbance  in  that  country.  That 
there  is  any  fear  of  insurrection,  no  man 
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says;  that  there  is  that  political  agitation 
whidi  prevailed  two  or  three  years  ago,  no 
one  affirms;  hutj  on  the  other  hand,  I  am 
afrud  no  man  can  say  there  is  that  general 
afiection  to  the  Government  and  Parlia- 
ment of  these  kingdoms  which  ought  to 
prevail  in  any  free  country  towards  the 
Government  and  Legislature.     And  I  at- 
tribute much  of  that    consequence  —  of 
course  it  is  but  part  of  it,  but  it  is  an  im- 
portant part — to  the  very  injudicious,  and 
also  the  very  unjust  proceedings  which 
were  taken  towards  some  leading  persons 
in  that  country.     Sir,  we  have  had  the 
spectacle  of  persons  put  upon  their  trial — 
that  trial  lasting  for  a  very  considerable 
time— the  aentence  pronounced,  those  per- 
sons sent   to  prison,  confined  for  several 
weeks,  and  when  the  matter  came   to  be 
examined  in  the  supreme  tribunal  of  appeal 
in  this  country,  those  proceedings  were  re- 
versed as  altogether  irregular  and  informal. 
But  more  than  this:  two  of  the  Judges 
who  pnmounoed  their  opinion  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  said  they  thought  the  proceedings 
with  respect  to  the  jury  were  unjust  and 
unfair,  but  that  they  did  not  rest  their 
judgment  on  those  grounds,  having  other 
reasons  that  respected  the  badness  of  cer- 
tain counts  upon  which  the  judgment  had 
vested.     But  one  of  those  Judges,  and  that 
no  leas  a  person  than  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  in  England,  the  highest 
authority  in  our  Common  Law  courts,  de- 
dared  that  the  case  of  those  persons  had 
not  been  fairly  submitted  to .  a  trial  by 
jury.     He  said  that  if  sixty  names,  which 
were  omitted,  had  been  contained  in  the 
panel,  it  might  have  been  that  an  acquittal 
instead  of  a  conviction  would  have  follow- 
ed i  but  he  said,  having  nothing  to  do  with 
those  speculations,  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  subject  is  entitled  to  a  fair  trial,  which 
cannot  be  said  to  have  taken  place  in  the 
present  instance.     Nay,  more  than  this,  he 
said,  if  such  proceedings  were  countenanced 
and  made  a  precedent.  Trial  by  Jury  in  this 
country  would  become  a  delusion,  a  mock- 
ery, and  a  snare.     Sir,  is  it  possible  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  can  have  confidence 
in  a  Government  which  they  see,  in  a  case 
of  prosecution,  has  resorted  to  means  thus 
condemned  by  the  highest  authorities?     Is 
it  possible  they  can  give  consent  thai  Trial 
by  Jury,  which  is  the  safeguard  of  every 
subject  of  the  Queen,  by  which  alone  it  is 
that  a  man  is  enabled  to  discuss  freely  out 
of  this  House  the  proceedings  of  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament^  should  be  abolished, 
and  a  fraud  substituted  in  its  place  ?     But 


there  is  one  part  of  the  statement  especially 
which  I  think  must  call  for  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite^  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  In  former 
times,  when  the  Sheriff  committed  any 
fault  in  the  list  of  the  jury,  there  was  a 
remedy  by  challenge  of  the  array,  which, 
when  resorted  to,  was  found  to  be  suffi- 
cient. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
altered  the  laws  with  respect  to  the  jury, 
and  altered  them,  I  believe,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  giving  greater  regularity  and  effi- 
ciency to  that  great  constitutional  remedy. 
Lord  Denman  has  stated  that  that  alteration 
of  the  law  does  not  prevent  the  subject  from 
having  his  remedy,  if  the  fault  is  not  in  the 
Sheriff,  but  in  some  other  party ;  in  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  or 
the  Recorder,  it  may  be,  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,  or  whatever  other  authority  has 
been  concerned  in  the  formation  of  the 
list.  I  am  told  there  are  other  high 
authorities  in  Westminster  Hall  who  do 
not  agree  with  him  in  that  opinion,  and 
who  think  the  new  statute  does  preclude 
the  accused  from  his  remedy.  But  if  that 
be  so,  certainly  there  can  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever, that  a  great  constitutional  wrong  has 
been  done  by  taking  away  the  remedy  that 
was  given  by  the  challenge  to  the  array, 
when  the  Sheriff  had  returned  a  defective 
jury.  I  hope,  if  that  be  the  case,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  must  be 
imperative  on  the  Government  to  introduce 
some  Bill,  either  declaratory  or  enactive,  by 
which  the  subject  shall  have  a  remedy,  and 
that  no  such  wrong  shall  be  perpetrated, 
as  that  on  the  panel  being  struck  for  a  jury, 
sixty  names  should  be  omitted,  and  the  sub- 
ject be  without  a  remedy.  Another  ques- 
tion alluded  to  in  the  Speech  is  that  of  Aca- 
demical Education.  The  subject  is  hinted 
to  us  in  such  a  general  way  that  there  is 
no  person,  I  imagine,  in  this  House,  what- 
ever other  objection  he  may  hereafter  feel 
to  any  measure  which  may  be  brought 
forward,  who  can  object  to  the  words  in 
which  it  is  mentioned.  The  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglis) 
would,  I  think,  have  no  objection  to  the 
terms.  But,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  under- 
stood there  is  some  measure  on  that  sub- 
ject to  which  the  phrases  I  allude  to  have 
reference,  which  has  deprived  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  assistance  of  one  of  the  most 
able  Members  of  the  Administration,  I 
mean  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  held 
the  office  of  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  who  explained 
in  so  luminous  a  manner  the  various  details 
D2 
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of  the  projected  changes  in  the  tariff  in 
1842.  It  is  supposed  that  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whose  talents  I  need  not  praine, 
because  they  are  no  matter  of  question  with 
any  person  in  this  House,  has  left  the 
Government  on  account  of  the  objection  he 
entertains  to  the  measure  to  be  proposed 
on  thin  subject.  If  that  be  so,  I  trust  we 
shall  have  M)me  further  explanation  of  the 
nature  of  the  measure  which  has  produced 
this  consequence,  which  has  carried  this 
distraction  into  the  Government,  and  which 
evidently  is  so  objectionable  in  the  opinion 
and  to  the  conscience  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Sir,  I  know  not  whether  that 
measure  may  be  a  wise  one  or  an  injudi- 
cious one;  but  I  may  say,  that  a  measure 
on  a  subject  of  this  kind  would  not  only 
excite  very  considerable  suspicion  and  hos- 
tility in  England,  but  would  be  likely  to 
create  great  suspicion  and  distrust  in  Ire- 
land. You  have  seen  that  with  respect  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  Bequests  Act  has 
been  received.  For  my  part,  I  gave  my 
humble  support  to  that  measure.  I  be- 
lieved it  to  be  a  good  measure,  and  framed 
with  an  honest  intention.  I  believe  it  has 
been  carried  into  effect,  so  far  as  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  commissioners  is  concerned 
— and  that  is  the  only  part  with  which  the 
Executive  Government  has  to  do — in  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  conceived.  But,  Sir, 
it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  that  measure 
was  not  brought  forward  with  that  judg- 
ment and  preparation  it  ought  to  have  re- 
ceived. It  was  mentioned  early  in  the 
Session  ;  it  concerned  a  most  important  and 
most  difficult  point,  namely,  bequests  to 
that  part  of  our  fellow-subjects  professing 
the  Roman  Catholic  faith.  One  would 
have  thought  that  that  question  would 
have  been  brought  forward  early,  that 
those  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  faith, 
especially  some  of  the  archbishops  and 
bishops  of  Ireland,  would  have  been  asked 
whether  the  provisions  of  that  Bill  were 
consonant  with  what  they  conceived  to  be 
the  independence  of  their  religion,  and 
were  suited  to  the  purpose  which  the  Go- 
vernment— for  I  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman credit  for  the  honesty  of  his  pur- 
pose—wished to  effect.  Instead  of  that, 
the  measure  was  brought  forward  late  in 
the  Session  and  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, so  that  it  did  not  come  into  this 
House  till  very  near  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion ;  it  was  repeatedly  altered  and  amended 
by  perscms  suggesting  at  the  moment  words 
^\  hich  they  thought  would  answer  the  pur- 
pose; but  there  was  no  declaration  of  autho- 


rity from  any  Roman  Catholic  prelates 
ever  received  to  assist  and  guide  us  under 
an  Act  so  intended  for  their  benefit,  and  to 
enable  Roman  Catholics  to  give  their  own 
money  and  bequeath  their  own  property  for 
Roman  Catholic  purposes.  Was  there  not 
a  want  of  judgment  or  discretion  shown  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced ?  Can  you,  therefore,  be  surprised 
that  certain  parts  of  that  measure,  shown  to 
be  defective,  should  be  seized  upon  as  proofs 
of  the  intention  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment to  gain  some  influence  hostile  to  the 
independence  of  the  Catholic  clergy?  But, 
in  the  meantime,  you  have  done  a  great 
mischief.  If  there  be  any  men  whose  in- 
fluence you  should  have  cherished  and  pro- 
moted in  Ireland,  it  is  such  excellent  men 
as  Archbishop  Murray  and  Archbishop 
Crolly.  They  have  accepted  office  under 
the  Commission  ;  but  by  the  mode  in  which 
you  have  framed  the  Act,  you  have  ex- 
posed them  to  insult  and  hostility,  which 
yon  should  have  been  the  last  to  provoke. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  I  must 
advert;  because  it  is  put  forward,  and  very 
naturally,  before  the  people  of  Ireland,  as 
a  reason  why  this  measure  should  be  looked 
upon  with  suspicion,  and  refused.  It  is, 
that  four  years  ago,  when  those  who  now 
form  the  Administration  were  in  opposi- 
tion, they  countenanced  every  exhibition 
of  insult  towards  the  Roman  Catholic  reli- 
gion, and  animosity  and  alienation  towards 
the  Irish  people.  These  phrases  are  now 
returned  upon  them,  in  which  that  enmity 
was  expressed.  They  knew  perfectly  how 
sensitive  the  people  of  England  were  on 
this  subject,  how  much  the  Protestant  reli- 
gion was  endeared  to  them,  and  how  un- 
willingly they  would  see  anything  like 
Roman  Catholic  supremacy  in  the  affairs 
of  this  country.  They  knew  the  pride  of 
the  people  of  England,  and  hovi*  ill  they 
would  bear  the  notion  that  Ireland  had  not 
only  its  fair  share  and  weight  in  the  coun- 
cils of  Government,  but  that  England  was 
governed  by  the  Irish  Members.  They 
knew  these  things,  but  they  did  all  in  their 
power  to  increase  antipathies.  Where 
they  perceived  a  spark  of  religious  animo- 
sity, they  blew  it  into  flame ;  where  they 
found  the  tree  of  national  prejudice  grow- 
ing, they  watered  and  tended  the  plant, 
until  its  noxious  and  poisonous  shoots 
overspread  all  England.  Such  was  their 
conduct  four  years  ago;  and  now,  when 
they  adopt  a  better  course,  and  wish  Ireland 
to  be  conciliated,  how  can  they  wonder  that 
those  who  have  been  the  agitators  of  Ire- 
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land,  and  have  led  the  people  to  political 
victory,  should  remind  them  of  all  those 
phrases-- the  "surplicedruflBans/*  the  '*  de- 
mon priesthood,"  and  the  like,  whenever 
tbej  say  that  ihey  wish  prejudices  to  fall 
into  ohlivioD,  and  a  more  conciliatory  spirit 
to  be  shown  ?  Such,  Sir,  is  the  retribution, 
the  just  retribution,  which  overtakes  the 
men  who»  instead  of  appealing  to  sound  and 
eoligbtened  opinion,  endeavour  to  get  hold 
of  some    popular  prejudice  or   mistaken 
notion,  in  order  to  found  their  power  upon 
deluding  and  misleading  the  people.     Sir, 
at  the  same  time,  I  cannot  but  feel  satis- 
£u;tion  upon  this  subject  and  many  others, 
in  seeing  that  the  present  Government  have 
adopted  views  which  I,  and  those  who  acted 
with  me,  have  long  since  embraced   and 
maintained;   that  with  respect  to  Ireland 
especially,  after  endeavouring  to  force  upon 
the  country  a  Bill  which  was  to  deprive  it 
of  its  electoral  franchise,  they  have  refrained 
from  these  attempts,  and  admitted  by  the 
Bill  of  last  year  (although  it  was  a  most 
defective  one),  that  their  former  Bill  was 
not  fit  for  a  Government  to  propose,  that 
it  was  an  injustice — for  that  was  the  very 
word  used  by   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  Bill  for  which  the  Conserva- 
tive party  struggled — for  which,  four  years 
ago,  they  crowded  to  this  House — for  which, 
in  repeated  divisions,  they  battled,  in  order 
to  obtain  a  majority,  and  to  force  its  pass- 
ing against  the  Government  of  the   day 
—  that    Bill    is    now    admitted    to    have 
been  an  injustice;  and  when  they  them- 
selves proclaimed  it,  when  they  themselves 
admit  that  such  was  their  course,  you  can- 
not wonder  either  that  I  should  triumph 
in  the  recollection  of  those  opinions  which 
they  then  held,  or  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land should  still  feel  a  want  of  confidence 
in  them.     You  now  say  ~ it  is  true  that 
what  was  formerly  offered  by  you  was  an 
injustice,  but  that  which  you  now  offer  is 
a  boon.     With  respect  to  other  questions 
^with  respect  to  education  in  England, 
we  were  told  it  was  dangerous  to  give  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  any  power, 
with  respect  to  the  grants ;  and  it  was  only 
by  a  majority  of  two,  in  a  Committee  of 
the   whole  House,  that  we  succeeded  in 
obtairiing  the  gnmt  to  be  placed  under  the 
control   of  the  Committee  of    the  Privy 
Council.    The  doctrines  then  held  were  of 
the  most  extraordinary  kind.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  was  of  opinion  that 
if  you  gave  the  direction  of  education  to  a 
Ccmimittee  of  Privv  Council,  you  would 


give  it  to  a  despotic  and  irresponsible  power> 
and  that  if  it  were  used  for  purposes  he 
indicated,  the  Established  Church  was 
at  an  end.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  held  doc- 
trines not  quite  so  extravagant,  but,  ne- 
vertheless, nearly  similar.  And  yet  what 
do  I  now  see  ?  I  perceive  a  speech  deli, 
vered  bv  the  noble  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil,  in  the  north,  in  which  he  said  that  the 
transfer  from  the  Treasury  to  the  Educa- 
tion Board  of  the  Privy  Council  was  ren- 
dered necessary  by  the  increase  of  business, 
and  that  an  Education  Department  was 
necessary  for  the  furtherance  of  education. 
Now  that  was  a  very  excellent  and  liberal 
speech;  but  I  certainly  rather  wondered 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  slide  over  so 
easily  the  question  of  the  grant  to  the 
Privy  Council,  and  that  it  should  have  es- 
caped his  memory  that  there  was  an  address 
carried  up  by  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
praying  that  the  grant  for  education  should 
not  depend  upon  a  single  vote  of  this  House 
of  Parliament.  Lord  Wharncliflfe  throws 
over  and  knocks  that  on  the  head  altogether. 
But  why  did  not  the  noble  Lord  tell  us  that 
the  A  rch bishop  was  utterly  wrong  }  There 
remains  one  topic,  to  which  it  is  gratifying 
to  me  to  allude ;  I  mean,  the  prosperous 
state  of  the  manufacturing  and  commercial 
interests.  l*he  hon.  Gentleman  who  se- 
conded the  Address  to-night— and  no  one 
is  more  conversant  with  the  subject  —  in 
treating  this  part  of  the  subject,  gave  us 
several  instances  of  this  prosperity,  and  he 
told  us  that  even  the  iron  trade,  which  last 
year  did  not  partake  of  the  prosperity 
which  was  enjoyed  by  other  branches  of 
commerce,  is  this  year  in  a  comparatively 
flourishing  state.  But  while  that  is  per- 
fectly true,  and  while  we  have  every  rea- 
son to  be  thankful  to  Divine  Providence 
for  the  bounteous  harvest  with  which  the 
land  has  been  blessed,  there  is  yet  another 
reflection  occurs  to  me,  and  which  I  do  not 
mention  to  damp  our  feelings  of  exultation, 
or  to  diminish  the  force  of  those  facts  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  recounted,  but  only 
for  our  warning  as  legislators.  In  1836, 
on  the  4th  of  February,  the  very  day  of 
that  year  on  which  we  are  now  met  in 

If 

this,  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  the  Member 
for  Sheffield,  seconded  the  Address.  In  so 
doing  he  went  through  the  various  interests 
of  the  country,  cotton,  wool,  silk,  iron, 
and  he  found  that  the  increase  had  been 
very  large,  that  our  exports  had  greatly 
increased  on  a  comparison  with  the  five 
years  ant€cedei^t.    Tbe  hon.  Member  drew 
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a  picture  of  tbe  flourishing  condition  of  the 
country  in  1835.  Then  we  had  had  a 
farourable  harvest.  Rot  1838,  1839,  and 
1840,  brought  us  into  a  very  different  con. 
dition — when  we  had  bad  harvests,  when 
Providence  did  not  continue  to  us  the  same 
state  of  blessing  we  had  heretofore  enjoyed, 
when  we  suffered  most  severely  from  the 
depression  of  our  manufactures  and  com- 
roerce  in  that  season  of  high  prices.  No 
man  can  expect  the  present  state  of  things 
to  continue  unaltered,  or  that  we  shall 
have  in  this  country  every  year  a  recur- 
rence of  those  bounteous  harvests  with 
which  we  have  of  late  been  blessed.  If, 
then,  we  cannot  expect  that — the  reflection 
occurs,  can  you  do  anything  to  remedy  the 
evils  which  deficient  harvests  bring  along 
with  them  ?  I  think  we  can :  not,  indeed, 
by  attempting  to  interfere  with  the  course 
of  Providence,  but  by  looking  at  another  dis- 
pensation of  Providence  which  enables  man 
to  exchange  the  products  of  his  own  coun- 
try with  those  of  other  and  distant  regions. 
Let  us,  then,  as  I  hope  we  shall,  consider 
in  the  course  of  the  present  year  whether 
we  have  not  the  power  to  ward  off  the  evil 
which  at  some  future  period  of  deficient 
harvests  may  fall  upon  us,  by  giving  to  those 
productions  of  other  nations  which  we  can 
best  use  and  employ  a  more  favourable  inlet 
into  this  country  than  they  have  at  pre- 
sent. By  so  doing,  you  would  be  only 
acting  in  consonance  with  the  principles  of 
the  present  Government,  and  of  the  great 
majority  of  this  House.  They  do  not  hold 
with  that  great  society  which  met  yesterday, 
that  protection  to  British  industry  is  the  true 
way  to  ensure  a  permanent  flourishing  con- 
dition for  the  people  of  this  country.  On 
the  contrary,  with  respect  to  many  articles 
of  great  value,  they  have  declared  that 
principles  opposed  to  those  of  protection, 
and  which,  if  not  entirely  free-trade,  are 
known  by  the  name  of  free-trade  princi- 
ples, are  those  by  which  the  intercourse 
of  nations  should  be  regulated.  If  they 
continue  in  these  opinions— if  they  difier 
from  those  great  authorities  which  main- 
tain that  protection  is  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people— let  us  have  the  advantage  of 
the  practical  working  out  of  those  opinions. 
I  know  that  those  who  propose  this  are 
called  the  enemies  of  agriculture,  but  I  am 
convinced  that  protection  is  not  the  sup- 
port, but  the  bane  of  agriculture.  I  will  not 
say,  for  this  would  not  be  the  time  if  even 
I  were  prepared  to  say  it,  what  particular 
measures  should  be  proposed,  or  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himseljf  would  think 


the  best  way  to  get  rid  of  that  which  en- 
cumbers  a  great  part  of  the  commercial 
policy  of  the  country.  But  this  much  I 
may  say,  that  there  is  not  the  smallest 
doubt  upon  my  mind  upon  the  question  as 
to  whether  you  should  do  that  which  you 
intend  to  do,  calmly,  considerately,  in  a 
season  of  prosperity,  and  with  the  dignity 
becoming  legislators;  or  whether  you 
should  do  it  hurriedly,  inconsiderately, 
under  the  pressure  of  popular  uproar,  and 
in  the  dr^  that  you  cannot  deny  that 
which  still  you  fear  to  grant.  I  think, 
both  with  respect  to  Ireland  and  to  this 
question  of  free- trade,  you  ought  to  take 
advantage  of  the  present  time.  You  say, 
Ireland  is  tranquil^-you  say  trade  is  pros- 
perous. Shall  we  then  lose  this  oppor- 
tunity ?  I  think  almost  every  man  will 
admit,  if  you  were  forced  by  foreign  war 
or  internal  commotion,  you  would  give  to 
Ireland  everything  she  asks,  excepting 
Repeal ;  and  also  that  if  similarly  operated 
upon,  you  would  not  hesitate  long  about 
a  change  in  your  Com  Laws.  If  that  be 
so,  then,  I  would  say,  take  advantage  of 
the  time  before  you,  and  consider  your- 
selves most  happy  in  being  able  to  show 
yourselves  indeed  worthy  of  that  great 
nation  you  are  called  upon  to  govern. 

Mr.  Miles  would  not  have  risen,  had  it 
not  been  for  tbe  intimation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  would  bring  for- 
ward his  financial  statement  on  Friday 
week,  and  also,  had  it  not  been  for  some 
expresuons  let  drop  by  the  noble  Lord. 
He  was  at  a  lota  to  understand  the  noble 
Lord.  Protection  the  bane  of  agriculture! 
If  the  noble  Lord  entertained  that  opinion 
now,  or  if  he  entertained  it  last  year,  why 
had  he  proposed  a  fiied  duty  ?  If  the  noble 
Lord  found  it  convenient  to  alter  his  sen- 
timents, and  had  allied  himself  with  the 
Anti-Corn  Law  League,  it  appeared  that  a 
sudden  conversion  had  come  upon  the 
noble  Lord,  and  that  he  was  determined 
to  follow  out  the  axioms  and  principles  of 
that  partv.  The  noble  Lord  had  fallen 
into  another  error — ^he  had  said  there  had 
been  a  bountiful  harvest,  and  the  nobleLord 
considered  agriculture  in  the  highest  possi- 
ble state  of  prosperity.  [JjordJokn  Russell : 
^*  Na*"]  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  denial 
from  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord 
had  said  that  a  time  of  prosperity  was 
the  time  to  alter ;  but  he  thought  that  if 
ever  there  was  a  time  when  it  behoved  an 
administration  to  be  cautious,  it  was  the 
present  time.  The  harvest  in  the  north, 
he  admitted,  had  been  generally  good,  but 
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not  90  in  the  southern  and  western  difl- 
tricra.  It  was  intimated  that  the  Income 
Tax  was  to  be  kept  on,  thus  involving 
KNoe  neceasaiy  reduction  of  taxation.  If 
so,  he  rose  to  claim ,  on  the  behalf  of  the 
agricultural  body,  that  in  any  reduction 
of  taxation  their  interests  should  not  be 
forgotten.  With  regard  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  though  generally  assent- 
ing to  it,  he  wished  to  preserve  himself 
peiiectly  independent*  and  not  to  pledge 
himself  to  any  details. 

Mr.  Gladstone  spoke  as  follows:  I  am 
avare^  Sir,  it  would  be  inexcusable  on  my 
part  if  I  were  to  endeavour  to  relieve  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  task  of  replying  to  those 
namerous  imputations    which    the  noble 
Lord  has  thought  it  right  to  throw  upon 
the  Crovemment  in   the    course    of    his 
Speech.     I  rise  with  a  different  purpose. 
My  object  in  offering  myself  to  the  House 
is,  to  give  an  explanation  of  what  relates 
more  immediately   to   myself.      I   should 
not,  however,  venture  upon  such  a  step  if 
it  were  not  that  1  feel  the  acts  of  public 
men  to  be   acts  in  which  the  public  at 
large  have  a  great  concern ;  and  therefore, 
although   it   be   irksome  and  offensive  to 
detain  a  public  assembly  charged  with  high 
functions  bv  matters  in  which  self  occu- 
pies  too  prominent  a  position,  my  purpose 
is,  in  point  of  fact,  to  remove  misunder- 
ftandinga    and    misapprehensions    which, 
without  acme  explanation,  might  exist,  and 
which,  relating  to  others  as  well  as  to  my- 
self, mig^t  prejudicially  affect  the  public 
interests.     Before  I  proceed,  however,  the 
noUe  Lord  opposite  will,  I  hope,  allow 
me  to  thank  him  for  the  kind  terms  in 
which,  notwithstanding  the  great  differences 
of  opinion,  as  well  as  those  of  station  and 
abUity  between  us,  he  has  thought  fit  to 
make  reference  to  me  in  the  course  of  his 
speech. 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  felt  m3rself  placed  in  a 
situation  in  which  it  is  difficult  to  reconcile 
apparently  conflicting  duties.  On  the  one 
hand,  1  freely  and  entirely  recognize  the 
claim  of  this  House  to  be  informed,  and  to 
be  fully  and  rightly  informed,  of  the  mo- 
tives which  lead  Members  of  the  House 
either  to  accept  office  under  the  Crown,  or 
to  undertake  the  scarcely  less  grave  respon- 
sibility of  quitting  it ;  and,  therefore,  I  can- 
not refuse  to  attempt  giving  some  account 
of  what  has  recently  occurred  with  respect 
to  myodf.  On  the  other  hand,  I  feel  that 
great  inconvenience  would  arise  if  I  were 
to  attempt  any  detailed  exposition  having 


reference,  as  must  necessarily  be  the  case,  to 
measures  which  have  not  yet  come  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  I  shall, 
therefore,  endeavour  to  state,  simply  and 
frankly,  the  motives  which  have  actuated 
me  in  the  step  to  which  I  have  had  re- 
course. But  here  I  must  appeal  specially 
to  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to  receive 
what  I  have  to  say,  not  as  a  controversial 
statement,  not  as  an  argumentative  defence, 
but  merely  as  a  representation  which  I 
trust  will  suffice  to  prevent  misapprehen- 
sions that  might  be  mischievous,  and  yet 
will  not  lead  to  the  premature  discussion  of 
subjects  regarding  which  much  angry  feel- 
ing might  perhaps  be  awakened.  Further, 
I  am  anxious  to  observe  that  in  what  I 
am  about  to  say,  I  have  no  blame  to  attach 
to  any  one.  I  have  acted  according  to 
what  appeared  to  me  to  be  the  exigency  of 
the  case,  and  what  was  demanded  by  my 
own  position,  which  I  felt  to  be  in  some 
respects  different  from  that  of  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government ;  and  I  trust,  if  a 
syllable  should  fall  from  me  which  should 
even  seem  to  reflect  upon  those  I  regard 
and  esteem,  it  will  be  put  aside  as  if  it  had 
been  unsaid.  At  all  events,  I  may  combine 
one  object  of  public  utility  with  the  state- 
ment i  have  to  make.  I  can  state  at  least 
what  has  not  been  the  cause  of  my  resigna- 
tion, and  thus  put  an  end  to  rumours  that 
appeared  to  have  gone  abroad.  I  have  not, 
as  has  been  supposed,  resigned  on  account 
of  any  matter  connected  with  that  depart- 
ment of  the  Public  Service  of  which  I  had 
the  honour  of  being  entrusted  with  the 
charge.  I  have  nbt  resigned  on  account  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government,  so  far  as 
I  have  a  knowledge  of  its  intentions,  with 
regard  to  any  matter  affecting  the  Church 
of  England  or  the  Church  of  Ireland. 
The  cause,  then,  1  am  about  to  lay  before 
the  House  is  the  sole  cause  which  has  led 
to  the  step  I  have  adopted.  And  now 
again,  I  am  driven  to  the  necessity  of  ad- 
verting to  myself,  and  to  what  I  have  said 
and  done  in  former  days.  I  have  taken 
upon  myself,  some  years  ago,  whether 
wisely  or  unwisely  is  not  now  the  question, 
to  state  to  the  world,  and  that  in  a  form 
the  most  detaUed  and  deliberate,  not  under 
the  influence  of  momentary  consideration, 
nor  impelled  by  the  heat  and  pressure  of 
debate,  but  in  a  published  treatise,  the 
views  which  I  entertained  on  the  subject 
of  the  relation  of  a  Christian  State  to 
Religion  and  to  the  Christian  Church.  Of 
all  subjects,  therefore,  which  could  be 
raised  for  public  consideration,  this,  in  its 
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ultimate  retuluat  leut  the  matt  importuit, 
I  have  treated  in  a  manner  the  moat  de- 
tailed and  deliberate.  I  have  never,  in- 
deed, been  guilty  of  the  folly  which  has 
been  charged  upon  me  by  some,  of  holding 
that  there  are  any  theories  of  political  af> 
fairs,  even  in  this  their  highest  depart  men  t, 
which  are  to  be  re^^rded  alike  under  all 
circumstances  as  inflexible  and  immutable. 
But  on  the  other  hand,  I  have  a  strong 
conviction,  speaking  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, and  as  a  genera]  rule,  that  those 
who  have  thus  borne  the  most  solemn  testi- 
mony to  a  particular  view  of  a  great  con- 
stitutional question,  ought  not  to  be  par- 
ties responsible  for  proposals  which  involve 
a  material  departure  from  them.  \ow^  Sir, 
it  cannot  fail  to  be  in  the  re^'oilection  of  the 
House,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  did«  towards  the 
close  of  the  last  Session,  allude  to  inquiries 
he  was  about  to  make  into  the  possibility  of 
extending  Academical  Education  in  Ireland, 
and  he  indicated  the  spirit  in  which  that 
important  matter  might  be  examined.  I  am 
not  even  now  in  possession  of  the  matured 
and  particular  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  can  only  refer  to  them  so  far  as 
they  are  known  to  me.  I  am,  however, 
bound  to  say,  in  regard  to  what  I  believe 
the  Government  to  contemplate  with  re- 
spect to  the  Roman  Catholic  College  of 
Maynnoth — a  subject  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  made  distinct  allusion — ^that  I 
know  nothing  beyond  what  might  allowably 
at  least,  though  not  necessarily,  have  been 
inferred  from  the  intimations  then  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  %ut  those  intima- 
tions pointed  to  a  measure  at  variance  with 
the  system  which  I  had  maintained  and 
recommended  as  the  best  and  most  Sidu- 
tary  ncheme  for  the  regulation  of  the  rela- 
tions between  a  Christian  State  and  the 
(Jfaristian  Religion,  and  which  I  still  believe 
to  be  the  most  salutary  and  the  best  in 
every  condition  of  the  public  sentiment, 
that  will  bear  its  application.  I  am  very 
far  from  intending  that  no  departure  had 
already  been  made  from  that  scheme ;  I  do 
not  atop  at  this  time  to  inquire  whether 
the  occasion  was  sufficient  to  justify  my 
act ;  whether  in  its  immediate  magnitude^ 
and  in  the  consequences  it  might  involve, 
it  justly  appeared  to  me  to  open  up  a  new 
ienes  of  changes:  suffice  it  to  say,  1 
thought  it  a  material  alteration  of  that 
which  upon  its  own  merits  I  had  presumed 
to  recommend.  I  therefore  held  it  on  the 
one  hand  to  be  my  duty,  whenever  such  a 
measure  should  come  before  the  House,  to 


apply  ny  nind  to  its  eonsadentioo  fipee 
from  every  shivish  regard  to  a  mere  phantom 
of  conabtency,  and  with  the  aole  and  sin^ 
view  of  arriving  at  such  a  eondusion  as  upon 
the  whole  the  ioteieats  of  the  eoootry 
and  the  drcumstancet  of  the  case  might 
seem  to  demand.  But,  on  the  other  ban^  it 
is  one  thing  to  diachaige  that  duty  fur  my- 
self, and  mm  myself  in  a  poairion  apart 
from  office,— it  is  quite  another  qucation 
whether,  oonridering  what  I  had  dcdaied, 
and  the  manner  in  which  I  had  declared  it, 
it  would  have  been  right,  or  would  have 
served  in  any  degree  to  aocredit  the  pro- 
posal of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  if  I,  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  had  been  a  party 
to  his  proposaL  Again  1  tell  the  House,  I 
am  sensible  how  inhrm  my  judgment  is  in 
all  matters,  and  how  easily  I  might  have 
erred  in  one  so  complex  as  this,  and  in- 
voMng  the  balance  of  so  many  and  such 
diffisrent  consideration!^.  But  still  it  has 
been  my  conviction,  that  although  I  was 
not  to  fetter  my  discretion  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament  by  a  reference  to  theories  whsdi 
it  had  become  impossible  to  realise,  yet  on 
the  other  hand  it  was  absolutely  due  to 
the  public,  due  to  my  public  character,  due 
to  those  terms  on  whidi  alone  general  con- 
fidence can  be  reposed  in  pubhc  men,  that 
I  should  under  such  circumstances,  and  in 
80  important  a  matter,  place  myself,  so  far 
as  in  me  lay,  in  a  position  to  form  not 
only  an  honest,  but  likewise  an  inde- 
pendent and  an  unsuspected  judgment. 
On  this  account.  Sir,  it  is  that  1  have 
taken  a  course  most  painful  to  myself 
in  respect  to  personal  feelings,  and 
have  separated  myself  from  men  with 
whom,  and  under  whom,  I  have  long 
acted  in  public  life,  and  of  whom,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  although  I  have  now  no 
longer  the  honour  of  serving  our  most  gra- 
cious Sovereign  in  association  with  them, 
that  I  continue  to  view  them  with  unal- 
tered sentiments  both  of  public  regard  and 
private  attachment.  I  have  now  stated.  Sir, 
as  I  trust,  so  much  as  is  neoeanry  to  con* 
vey  to  the  House  a  genera]  view  of  the 
motives  of  my  conduct.  Still  there  is  one 
remark  which  1  must  make  btfore  I  sit 
down,  or  I  should  not  adequately  discharge 
my  present  duty.  We  all  well  know  that 
the  subject  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relieton, 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Iremnd, 
and  capecially  the  Roomn  Catholic  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth,  is  related  to  a  large 
maas  of  excitable  sentiment  in  this  coun- 
try ;  and  as  1  have  been  eonpellcd  by  what 
I  fed  to  be  ray  publie  duty,  to  advert  to 
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xdating  to  that  College  as  the 
cause  of  my  retirement  from  office,  I  do  feel 
it  to  be  my  duty  alao^  at  the  same  moment, 
distinctly  to  say  that  I  am  not  prepared  to 
take  part  in  any  religious  warfare  against  a 
proposition  such  as  1  anticipate  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  I  can  understand^  and  1 
bare  even  ventured  to  vindicate,  as  the 
most  excellent  and  true,  in  a  state  of  society 
aUe  to  appreciate  its  truth,  thef'principle 
upon  which  a  Christian  State  allies  itself  for 
religious  purposes  with  the  Christian  Church, 
and  with  the  Christian  Church  alone ;  but 
if  the  time  has  come  when,  owing  to  the 
great  advance  of  religious  divisions,  and 
likewise  owing  to  a  very  great  modification 
of  political  sentiments,  what  remains  of 
that  system  roust  be  further  infringed,  then 
I  cannot  undertake  to  draw  anv  line  of 
distinction  unfavourable  to  mv  Roman  Ca- 
tholic  fellow  subjects  in  Ireland  in  parti- 
cular. And  I  fervently  and  earnestly  trust 
that  if  we  are  to  change  the  policy  of  the 
State,  and  to  substitute  for  the  former 
practice  of  the  Constitution  one  that  gives 
a  more  indiscriroinating  support^  then  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholics  will  not  be  selected 
for  proscription,  but  that  they  will  be  re- 
garded as  having  a  title  to  the  favour  of 
Uie  Legislature  upon  a  footing  similar  to 
that  of  other  Christian  professions  differing 
from  the  Church.  I  have  here  said  nothing 
of  the  expediency  of  the  measure  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  introduce,  be- 
cause 1  feel  that  it  ought  not  to  be  prejudged, 
but  receive  a  calm  and  deliberate  considera- 
tion when  it  comes  properly  before  the  House. 
But  I  wish  again,  and  most  distinctly,  to 
state  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  take  part  in 
any  religious  warfare  against  that  measure, 
such  88  I  believe  it  may  be^  or  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  other  denominations  of  Christians,  with 
reference  to  the  religious  opinions  which 
each  of  them  respectively  may  hold.  I  do 
not  know  that  1  have  anything  to  add.  I 
wished  to  explain  upon  what  ground  I  de- 
sired, as  a  matter  of  duty  and  of  deference 
to  the  public,  to  quit  my  office.  I  wished  to 
claim  for  myself  prospectively,  an  entire 
liberty  of  judgment.  1  wished  to  state  dis- 
tinctly that  I  have  no  blame  to  cast  upon  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  or  upon  the  Government, 
with  respect  to  any  dereliction  of  their  cha- 
racter and  professions  in  any  intentions  they 
entertain,  so  far  as  I  am  acquainted  with 
them.  I  have  now  only  to  thank  the  House 
for  their  indulgence  in  lisleuing  to  me.  I 
have  made  no  reserves  in  my  statement ; 
but  I  have  endeavoured  to  lay  my  motives 


frankly  and  fully  before  the  House;  and 
having  in  pursuance  of  what  I  thought  my 
duty  returned  to  the  position  of  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  Parliament,  I  shall  in 
that  position  consider  myself  bound  to  ap- 
ply my  mind  to  the  examination  of  any 
proposal  which  may  be  made  to  us,  with  the 
single  desire  of  acting  as  the  public  welfare 
may  require. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  I  feel  confident  that 
this  House  will  show  that  generous  regard 
for  the  strength  of  private  and  personal 
feelings,  if,  however  important  are  the 
other  matters  which  have  been  introduced 
in  the  course  of  this  discussion,  I  com- 
mence my  observations  by  a  reference  to 
that  subject  of  deep  interest  to  me  and  to 
my  Colleagues  which  has  just  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  For  his  abilities  I  entertain 
the  highest  respect  and  admiration — ad- 
miration equalled  only  by  my  respect  for 
his  private  character.  1  confirm  in  every 
particular  the  statements  made  by  iny  right 
hon.  Friend.  My  right  hon.  Friend  did 
iutimate  to  his  Colleagues  at  an  early 
period,  that  he  thought  it  improbable  he 
should  be  enabled  to  co-operate  with  them, 
as  a  Member  of  the  Queen's  Government^ 
and  with  the  responsibilities  and  obliga- 
tions which  that  situation  implies,  in  the 
measures  they  had  in  contemplation  with 
respect  to  education  in  Ireland.  If  my 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  immediately  press 
his  resignation,  for  that  I  am  responsible. 
I  was  unwilling  to  lose,  until  the  latest 
moment,  the  advantages  I  derived  from  one 
I  consider  capable  of  rendering  the  highest 
and  most  eminent  services  to  the  country, 
and  who  was  a  distinguished  ornament  of 
the  Government.  I  think  it  right  to  state, 
or  rather  re-state,  that  it  is  not  with  regard 
to  any  question  of  commercial  policy  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  sent  in  his  re- 
signation. For  three  years  I  have  been 
closely  connected  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  the  introduction  of  measures 
connected  with  the  financial  policy  of  the 
country ;  and  I  feel  it  my  duty  openly  to 
avow  that  it  seems  almost  impossible  that 
two  public  men,  acting  together  so  long, 
should  have  had  so  little  divergence  in 
their  opinions  upon  such  questions.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has,  very  properly, 
having  been  so  long  a  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  felt  himself  pre- 
cluded from  referring  in  detail  to  the  mea- 
sures contemplated.  But  I,  being  pre- 
cluded by  no  such  feeling  of  delicacy,  may 
state,  in  the  face  of  the  House  and  the 
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a  Motion  made  for  the  poqiOM  of  taking 
from  that  college  the  aUowanoe  now  an- 
nually granted  to  it  I  itated  tliat  lodi 
a  propoMl  was  in  Tiolation  of  an  engage- 
ment  which  had  been  entered  into  bj  a 
Parliament  exdunveljr  Proccttant — the 
Parliament  of  Ireland— «nd  that  that 
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coontry,  what  that  difleieuce  of  opinion 
was.  The  Houk  may  reoiember  that  in 
the  ooune  of  last  Seanon,  upon  a  Motion 
hj  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite^  the  Mem* 
be  for  Waterfotdy  I  made  a  declaration  to 
this  eiect,  namely»  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would,  during  the  recesH, 
apply  ihemseWes  to  the  great  question  of 
Academiad  Education  in  Ireland;  that  I 
did  admit,  looking  at  the  population*  looking 
at  the  state  of  the  country  with  renect  to 
UniTenitieSy  looking  at  the  stake  of  Scot- 
land with  respect  to  the  opportunities  there 
for  Academical  Education,  seeing  that  in 
England  there  were  the  two  great  Univer- 
sities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  that  more 
recently  there  had  been  establt^ed  in  the 
metropolis  two  colleges,  since  united,  that 
in  Scotland  there  were  no  fewer  than  five 
Universities;  and  then,  looking  to  the 
state  of  Ireland,  and  finding  that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  establishment  at  Belfast, 
there  was  only  one  University,  I  was  dis- 
posed to  admit  that  ia  Ireland  there  did 
not  exist  the  same  facilities  for  Academical 
Education  as  in  England  and  Scotland*  I 
trust  it  is  unnecessary  to  say,  that  I  did 
not  make  that  statement  for  the  purpose  of 
evading  any  temporary  difficulty.  1  made 
it  deliberately,  and  with  a  firm  conviction 
of  its  truth,  on  the  part  of  myself  and  my 
Colleagues,  and  that  it  was  a  pledge  which 
should  be  fulfilled,  and  with  the  determina- 
tion that  I  would  not  by  general  phrases 
encourage  expectations  which  should  not 
be  realised.  We  shall  therefore  be  pre- 
pared to  fulfil  that  pledfle.  We  have  con- 
sidered the  question  of  Academical  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  at  an  early  period  of 
the  present  Session  we  shall  propose  an 
increase  of  facilities  for  Academical  Educa- 
tion, open  to  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  that  country.  I  stated  alio 
upon  that  occasion,  with  reference  to  that 
particular  matter,  on  which,  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  truly  said,  there  are  great 
opportunities  for  raising  religious  excite- 
ment and  feeling  in  this  oountry^-I  did 
not,  at  the  dose  of  the  last  Session,  shrink 
from  the  declaration  that,  among  other  in- 
stitutions connected  with  Academical  Edu- 
cation, the  state  of  the  oolWe  of  Maynooth 
should  undergo  the  oonsicUstation  of  the 
Government.  Sir,  we  do  intend  to  make 
a  proposal  to  this  House»  and  I  frankly 
state,  on  the  veiy  first  day  of  the  Session, 
that  It  is  our  intention  to  propose  to  Par- 
liament a  liberal  increase  of  the  vote  for 
the  college  of  Maynooth.  It  may  be  re- 
collected, that  when  in  opposition  I  resisted 


sagement  was  to  provide  domestic  education 
for  Roman  Catholic  fcelfsiastics  in  Ire- 
land; and  that  such  engagement  was  noC 
neoeisarily  fulfilled  by  a  regular  annual 
payment  of  a  customary  allowance.  The 
engagement  was  to  supply  the  want  of 
ecclesiastical  education,  by  the  foundation 
of  a  coUece  for  the  giving  a  spiritual  edu- 
cation in  Uiat  country ;  and  if  the  popula* 
tion  of  the  country  be  increased,  or  if  the 
means  of  furnishing  such  education  be 
diminished,  I  think  you  aro  but  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  oricinai  implied  en- 
gagement of  the  Irish  Parliament  if  you 
supply  increased  means  for  ecclesiastical 
education  in  that  country*  I  b^  to  state 
also,  with  equal  distinctness,  that  we  do 
not  propose  to  accompany  that  increased 
vote  by  any  regulation  with  respect  to  the 
doctrine,  discipline,  or  management  of  the 
college,  which  can  diminish  the  graoe  and 
favour  of  the  grant  I  rejoice  in  the  op- 
portunity, at  the  commencement  of  the 
Seaaion,  in  making  frankly  this  statement, 
because  I  know  it  is  a  subject  upon  which 
religious  feeling  can  be  easily  excited. 
But  I  think  I  may  refer  to  the  retirement 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  to  the  sa- 
crifice which  we  have  made  by  the  loss  of 
him  as  a  colleague,  and  to  the  danger  to 
which  we  may  possibly  expose  ourselves, 
by  the  fact  of  his  retirement,  to  increasing 
possibly  the  apprehensions  and  alarm  upon 
the  subject,  notwithstanding  hb  earnest 
desire  to  prevent  it,— I  think  I  may  refer 
to  these  facta  as  a  conclusive  proof  of  what 
is  the  real  disposition  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  this  subject.  And  thai 
is  my  answer  to  the  insinuations  and  im- 
outations  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  noUe 
Lordf  notwithstanding  the  candid  spirit  ma- 
nifested in  many  of  his  observations,  could 
not  resist  the  opportunity  of  taking  a  petty 
and  party  advantage  by  attempting  to  poison 
the  public  mind,  and  to  diminish  the  giaoe 
and  favour  of  these  acta  of  liberality  which 
he  ao  cordially  approves  of,  by  trying  to 
persuade  the  people  of  Ireland  that  Uiey 
ought  to  reject  those  measures  when  they 
aro  offered.  What  a  spirit  has  the  noble 
Lord  spoken  in  to-night  of  the  ooone  we 
have  taken  with  respect  to  the  Roman 
Catholica  of  Ireland !  How  has  the  noble 
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Lord  spoken  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Be- 
quests Bill  ?  There  was  no  pressure^  there 
was  DO  threat,  there  was  no  menace  upon 
the  subject.  Indeed,  the  very  question 
was  hardly  mentioned  out  of  Parliament ; 
but  the  Government,  seeing  that  there 
was  an  exclusive  Protestant  Commission 
for  the  management  of  Roman  Catho- 
lic bequests,  it  did  occur  to  them  that  it 
was  a  measure  of  justice  to  permit  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  exercise  some  degree  of 
control  over  the  acts  of  the  Commission. 
I  therefore  proposed  a  measure  which,  I 
repeat,  was  not  called  for  by  any  public 
demonstration,  by  which  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic prelates  should  have  some  power,  and 
we  were  told  that  it  would  make  the  mea- 
sure more  palatable  if  the  Roman  Catholic 
ecclesiastics  were  permitted  to  be  members 
of  the  Commisfiion.  We  stated  at  the  time 
that  we  thought  it  unwise  to  fetter  the 
Crown  by  a  positive  enactment ;  but  I  did 
ask  the  House  to  give  the  Crown  its  con- 
fidence in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion, 
and,  notwithstanding  public  clamour,  I 
asked  the  House  to  believe  that  we  would 
cany  out  the  measure  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  was  proposed.  And  what  course  did  we 
take  ?  Out  of  the  five  Roman  Catholic  Com. 
missionerSi  the  three  first  proposed  were  Ro- 
man Catholic  prelates.  We  left  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  secretary  to  the  Commissioners. 
The  Roman  Catholic  prelates  who  were 
nominated — Dr.  Murray,  Dr.  CroUy,  and 
Dr.  Denvir — all  men  devoted  to  their  reli- 
gious functions^  and  to  the  offices  of  pri- 
vate life,  nevertheless  felt  it  to  be  their 
duty,  convinced  of  the  fair  and  honourable 
intentions  of  the  Government,  and  disre- 
garding popular  clamour,  to  accept  the 
office  which  the  Government  proposed  to 
them ;  and  now  comes  the  noble  Lord — 
standing  as  he  does  at  the  head  of  a  great 
political  party — and  thinks  it  expedient  and 
wise  to  use  his  best  effints  to  neutralise  all 
these  beneficial  efforts  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majestjr's  Government,  by  exciting  political 
animosities  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  against  the  measure.  Says  the 
noble  Lord,  ''who  can  wonder  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  should  remember  these 
things  P*  Why,  indeed,  no  one  can  won- 
der when  the  noble  Lord  himself  deems  it 
not  unworthy  of  him — at  the  head  of  a 
large  political  party— to  treasure  up  in  his 
memory  all  the  vituperative  expressions  of 
the  newspapers  of  the  day,  and  quotes 
exasperating  expressions,  such  as  "  sur- 
pliced  ruffians"  and  ''demon  priesthood," 
for  the  purpose  of  recalling  them  to  the 


recollection  of  the  public  mind  in  Ireland, 
and  fixing  them  in  its  memory.  What 
public  man  ever  used  the  words  "  surpliced 
ruffians,"  or  "demon  priesthood?"  [An 
hon.  Member:  They  were  used  by  the 
Times.]  I  care  not  who  used  them ;  they 
never  were  used  by  me,  or  by  any  of  my 
political  friends.  I  utterly  deny  that  I,  or 
any  of  my  friends,  have  ever  countenanced 
insults  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland ; 
and  as  a  complete  refutation  of  the  reckless 
allegation  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  refer  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  to  the  painful  sacrifice  which 
we  have  made  by  giving  up  the  co-operation 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and 
by  incurring  the  danger  which  the  loss  of  his 
service  on  a  religious  question  may  expose 
us  to.  I  refer  to  these  substantial  facts  as 
an  answer  to  the  small  insinuations  of  the 
noble  Lord.  But  those  insinuations  will 
not  divert  us  from  the  course  I  have  indi- 
cated. In  that  course  it  is  our  determina- 
tion to  persevere.  The  House  may  depend 
upon  it,  that  the  general  spirit  of  the 
engagement  to  which  I  refer  will  be  ful- 
filled, and  practically  carried  out.  With 
regard  to  the  subject  more  immediately 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House— I 
mean  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Speech — I  am  sure  the  House  will 
excuse  me,  if,  in  the  first  instance,  I  con- 
gratulate the  House  upon  the  talent  and 
information  which  have  been  displayed  by 
the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who  moved  and 
who  seconded  the  Address.  My  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Charteris),  wbo  has  spoken  to-night 
for  the  first  time,  I  trust,  will  remember, 
although  he  has  met  with  general  approba* 
tion,  that  he  has  incurred  a  weighty  respon- 
sibility by  the  success  of  his  own  efforts. 
He  has  a  long  and  honourable  career  before 
him.  He  has  proved  to  us  this  night  that 
he  is  able  to  distinguish  himself  in  the 
public  service,  and  that  if  he  should  not 
apply  himself  by  exertion  to  attain  that 
distinction  which  it  is  quite  evident  he 
can  command,  he  will  greatly  disappoint 
the  hopes  he  has  this  night  excited  by  the 
evidence  he  has  given  of  his  great  alnlity, 
great  judgment,   great    moderation,   and 

freat  discretion.  I  also  hope  that  my  hon. 
riend  who  seconded  the  Address  (Mr.  T. 
Baring)  will  be  aware  that  he  cannot  make 
a  better  use  of  that  commercial  experience 
which  he  possesses,  than  by  addressing  this 
House  on  all  matters  relating  to  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  this  country.  A  great  part  of 
our  time  is,  undoubtedly,  necessarily  occu- 
pied in  party  contests :  but  I  can  assure  my 
hon.  Friend,  that  although  the  discussions 
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on  oommercial  subject^  and  the  giving  of 
commercial  information  to  the  House,  may 
partake  somewhat  of  less  excitement  than 
the  contests  of  partisans  among  political 
men,  yet  this  House  and  the  country  will 
estimate  the  services  of  those  who,  keeping 
aloof  from  party,  shall  devote  their  minds 
to  commercial  pursuits,  and  communicate 
to  Parliament  matters  of  importance  con- 
nected with  the  great  trading  interests  of 
the  realm.  The  noble  Lord  has  admitted 
that  in  the  Speech  delivered  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty this  day,  and  in  the  Answer  to  that 
Speech,  and  also  in  the  speeches  of  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  that  Address,  he 
can  scarcely  see  anything  to  find  fault  with. 
Of  the  Speech  the  noble  Lord  said  he  bad 
no  complaint  to  make ;  neither  of  the  Ad- 
dress, nor  of  what  fell  from  the  Mover 
and  the  Seconder.  That  being  the  case, 
I  wonder  the  noble  Lord  did  not  approach 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  with 
something  more  of  an  equitable  tempera- 
ment. What  was  there  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  be  wroth  at  ?  And  yet  the  noble  Lord 
has  given  utterance  to  a  most  violent  and 
bitter  party  speech.  Is  it  that  the  noble 
Lord's  temper  has  been  provoked  by  the 
contrast  which  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
this  day  presents  to  the  Speeches  which  the 
noble  Lord,  when  in  power,  was  obliged 
to  counsel  ?  Is  it  the  congratulations  which 
Her  Majesty  offers  to  Parliament  on  the 
present  state  of  the  trade  and  commerce 
of  the  country,  of  the  improved  condition 
of  the  manufacturing  industrial  classes,  and 
above  all,  of  the  flourishing  state  of  the 
Public  Revenue ;  it  is  these  things  which 
have  suggested  to  the  noble  Lord  reminis- 
cences of  a  very  painful  nature,  and  which 
has  disturbed  that  equanimity  of  temper 
which  is  usually  displayed  by  him,  and 
which  is  generally  observed  on  the  first  day 
of  Session  ? 

"  Viiquc  tenet  lachrymas,  quia  nil  lacryma- 
bile  cernit/' 

I  cannot  conceive  with  what  part  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty 'sGovemment  itis  that 
the  noble  Lord  anxiously  finds  fault.  The 
noble  Lord  has  spoken  of  the  abrupt  expul- 
sion of  Mr.  Pritchard  from  Tahiti,  an  island 
many  thousand  miles  distant  from  Great 
Britain,  accompanied  by  circumstances  very 
imperfectly  known.  The  noble  Lord  states 
that  he  thinks  the  French  officer  was  en- 
tirely justified,  or  might  have  been  en- 
tirely justified,  if  an  uland  of  which  the 
French  had  de  facto  possession  was  in  a 
state  of  revolt,  and  if  the  French  officer 


thought  that  an  Englishman  residing  there 
encouraged  that  spirit  of  revolt,  to  send 
that  person  out  of  the  island.  He  says 
that  the  danger  might  be  very  great,  and 
miffht  supersede  the  ordinary  course  of  law, 
and  he  did  not  dispute  the  right  of  tho 
French  officer  to  expatriate  Mr.  Pritchard  ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  says  that  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  expulaon  of  Mr. 
Pritchard  took  place  was  a  great  outrage. 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  ;  and 
I  consider  that  the  manner  in  which  Mr. 
Pritchard  was  expelled,  and  the  expressions 
which  were  used  towards  him,  justified  the 
expressions  which  I  used  when  I  called  it 
a  gross  outrage.  But  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment  think  thht  they  have  obtained 
a  moderate  and  fair  reparation  for  that 
wrong.  They  have  just  got  that  which 
the  noble  Lord  says  they  ought  to  have* 
We  did  not  ask  for  more — we  did  not  de- 
mand more ;  and  I  should  deeply  regret  if 
we  had  any  occasion  to  triumph  in  thia 
matter,  or  to  consider  that  we  had  gained 
an  advantage  over  France.  I  should,  in 
that  case,  have  felt  that  such  a  reparation 
would  have  been  most  imperfect  and  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  altogether  inconsistent 
with  the  maintenance  of  that  good  under- 
standing between  the  two  countries  which 
it  is  so  desirable  to  maintain.  Any  reparation 
that  would  have  been  humiliating  to  France 
would  have  been  matter  of  deep  regret  to 
me.  The  noble  Lord  says  that  two  mouths 
were  allowed  to  pass  before  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  succeeded  in  getting  reparation. 
Well,  Sir,  I  must  say  that,  to  have  effected 
a  reconciliation  between  two  great  nations, 
looking  at  the  state  of  the  public  mind  in 
both  countries,  and  to  have  brought  every- 
thing to  an  amicable  conclusion  within  two 
months,  is  not  a  very  unsatisfactory  result. 
It  might  have  been  protracted  for  a  much 
longer  period ;  but  it  was  completed  within 
that  time,  and  what  ensued?  Within  two 
or  three  weeks  after  the  public  mind  of 
this  country  had  been  so  inflamed  upon 
this  subject,  the  King  of  the  French  came 
to  England,  returning  the  visit  made  to 
him  by  our  own  Gracious  Sovereign. 
The  noble  Lord  says  that  we  made  an 
extravagant  demand  upon  France.  Sir, 
we  made  no  demand.  We  lost  not  an  hour 
in  stating  to  France  what  had  occurred. 
We  preferred  no  demand,  and  we  stated 
distinctly  "  we  rely  entirely  on  you  to 
make  us  the  reparation  we  have  a  right  to 
demand  of  you."  If  the  noble  Lord  will 
read  the  Speech  of  the  French  Minister,  he 
will  find  it  there  expressly  stilted  that  the 
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English  Government  preferred  no  demand^ 
but  stated  what  had  actually  occurred,  and 
that  we  had  declared  that  notwithstanding 
the  delay  in  effecting  an  arrangement,  our 
confidence    remained  unabated    that    the 
French    Government     would    voluntarily 
tender  all  the  reparation  this  country  could 
expect.     The  noble  Liord  says  that  we  have 
complimented  our  wisdom  in  the  Speech 
delivered  from  the  Throne,  as  to  the  course 
which  we  have  taken  upon  this  subject. 
The  noble  Lord  is  completely  wrong.     We 
have  not  complimented  ourselves.     I  should 
have  thought  it  very  unwise  to  have  ad- 
vised Her  Majesty  to  have  introduced  in  a 
Speech  from  the  Throne  to  Parliament  any 
compliments  to  Her  own  Ministers.     All 
that  we  say  in  the  Speech  is,  that  this  affair 
has  been  settled  by  the  justice  and  modera- 
tion of  the  two  Governments ;  and  we  say 
not  one  word  about  the  wisdom  of  the  course 
of  proceeding.     1  herefore,  all  that  brilliant 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Speech,  has  no 
foundation  whatever.     My  opinion  remains 
unahaken,    that  it  Ls  for  the   interest    of 
England,  for  the  interest  of  France,  for  the 
interest  of  Europe,  and  for  the  interest  of 
civilization^    that   a    good    understanding 
should   be   maintained    between  England 
and  France.     A  bad  understanding  may 
prevail  between  distant  countries,  and  may 
not  lead  to  war ;  but  between  England  and 
France  you  have  hardly  an  alternative  be- 
tween a  cordial  and  friendly  understanding 
and  hostility.     There  are  countries  which 
immediately  border  by  land  upon  France, 
hut  do  not  suppose  that  upon  that  account 
their  relations  with  that  country  are  more 
dose  than  yours.     The  sea  which  divides 
you  from  the  Continent  only  facilitates  the 
intercourse  betwen  the  two  nations,  and 
you  are  in  fact  nearer  to  France  than  any 
other  country.     By  steam  navigation  across 
the  Channel  you  are  brought  into  closer 
contact  with  France  than  if  you  were  a 
continental  power ;  and  as  steam  navigation 
advances,  the  more  intimate  will  be  your 
connexion  with  that  country.     You  can- 
noty  therefore,  prefer  any  other  terms  with 
France  than  those  of  confidence^  founded 
upon  a  desire^  by  amicable  explanation,  by 
arrangement,  and  by  mutual  concession^  to 
heal  the  little  differences  that  may,  in  our 
various  relations  with  distant  portions  of 
the  globe,  prevail  between  the  two  coun* 
tries.     It  is  by  the  existence  of  a  cordial 
and  friendly  understanding  between   the 
Governments    of   the   two    nations^  that 
you    will    be  able    to   appease   the   pas- 
ttons  that  wiUj   from  time  to  time,    be 


excited  by  the  acts  of  subordinate  agents, 
acting  at  a  distance  from  home^  and 
without  authority.  There  has  not  been 
one  reparation  made  by  France  to  us,  that 
I  would  not  at  once  have  counselled  the 
English  Government  to  have  made  to 
France,  if  circumstances  had  been  reversed ; 
and  I  think  it  would  not  have  been  wise  in 
us  to  ask  any  reparation  from  France  which 
we  would  not  have  granted  ourselves.  See 
what  the  position  of  France  and  England 
is  with  respect  to  its  influence  over  affairs 
in  the  other  hemisphere.  See  how  our 
cordial  and  mutual  understanding  bears 
upon  other  countries  on  the  west  of  the 
Atlantic.  Our  relations  with  France  differ 
from  those  of  any  other  power.  It  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  with  respect  to  your 
conduct,  and  your  relations  with  the  South 
American  States,  that  there  should  prevail 
a  friendly  understanding  between  France 
and  this  country.  I  believe  I  am  stating 
what  is  the  general  opinion  of  this  country. 
I  believe  there  is  a  general  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  main- 
tain the  most  amicable  and  friendly  rela- 
tions  with  France.  I  would  not,  I  trust 
it  is  needless  for  me  to  say,  maintain  such 
relations  at  the  expense  or  honour  of  Eng- 
land. Neither  do  I  think  it  at  all  incon- 
sistent with  the  most  friendly  understanding 
with  France,  that  this  country  should  adopt 
every  measure  which  a  sense  of  protection 
and  security  may  suggest.  1  trust  it  is 
perfectly  compatible  with  the  most  friendly 
feelings  between  the  two  countries,  to  take 
those  proper  and  adequate  precautions  in 
a  time  of  peace  which  circumstances  may 
point  out  as  being  necessary,  in  order  to  be 
prepared  to  meet  every  contingency  that 
may  arise.  The  noble  Lord  has  referred 
to  the  question  on  the  Right  of  Search.  I 
think  it  better  to  defer  any  discussion  on 
that  question  until  a  communication  shall 
have  been  made  to  the  House,  and  papers 
laid  before  it.  The  House  will  be  then 
able  to  judge  whether  we  have  in  point  of 
fact  made  any  compromise  in  attempting  to 
accomplish  that  which  I  freely  admit  ought 
to  be  our  object— namely,  the  effectual 
suppression  of  the  detestable  traffic  in  slaves. 
After  the  sacrifice  which  this  country  has 
made,  I  believe  that  we  are  under  the 
highest  political  and  moral  obligations  to 
adopt  all  the  measures  which  can,  con- 
sistently with  the  general  Law  of  Nations, 
effectually  suppress  the  Slave  Trade.  But 
observe,  the  French  Chambers  have  de- 
clared twice,  I  believe,  against  this  Right  of 
Search ;  public  opinion  in  France  has  been 
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raised  against  it,  and  say  what  you  will, 
the  Right  of  Seaich  becomes,  in  a  material 
degree,  paralysed  when  it  is  exercised 
against  the  sense  of  the  organs  of  public 
opinion,  and  against  the  general  sense  of 
the  country.  Though  the  Right  of  Search 
might  be  most  efficacious  for  its  object, 
when  carried  into  effect  with  the  perfect 
good  will  and  concurrence  of  both  parties ; 
yet,  if  the  French  Chambers,  by  almost 
unanimous  votes,  do  think  fit,  which  1 
deeply  r^ret,  to  denounce  this  Right  of 
Search,  and  look  to  their  Government  to 
attempt  to  substitute  something  in  lieu 
thereof,  it  is  quite  impossible  not  to  expect 
that  the  existence  of  such  a  feeling  must 
throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of  carrying  it 
into  practice.  What,  then,  does  M.  Guixot 
propose  ?  Avowing  that  the  object  of  the 
French  Government  is  the  same  as  ours  :— 
declaring  its  anxiety  to  abolish  the  odious 
traffic  in  slaves,  the  French  Minister  asks 
whether  it  be  possible  to  substitute  for 
the  measures  which  we  adopt,  under  the 
Right  of  Search,  other  measures  equally 
efficacious,  and,  to  use  his  own  expres- 
sion, more  efficacious  than  the  Right 
of  Search?  Our  object  being  ihe  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade,  would  it  be 
wise,  seeing  the  state  of  opinion  in  France, 
to  refuse  aU  consideration  of  the  question  ? 
In  our  answer,  we  state  that  we  retain  our 
opinion  as  to  the  obligation  of  putting  down 
the  Slave  Trade ;  and  that  we  cannot  con- 
sent to  give  up  any  powers  we  may  possess, 
unless  we  can  satiny  ourselves  that  some 
other  measures,  at  least  as  efficacious,  can 
be  adopted.  The  policy  of  entering  into 
the  inquiry  mainly  depends  on  the  instru- 
ments by  which  that  inquiry  will  be  con- 
ducted. Whom  does  the  French  Minister 
propose  to  conduct  the  inquiry  on  the  part 
of  France  ?  One  of  the  highest  authorities 
in  France;  one  who  is  universally  re- 
spected—the Dukede  Broglie,  who  is  ready 
to  sacrifice  political  power  for  the  purpose 
of  endeavouring  to  effect  that  great  object, 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade.  It 
was  this  illustrious  individual  who  coun- 
selled one  Treaty,  and  concluded  the  other 
in  183 1 ,  and  1 833 ;  and,  if  prejudices  are  to 
operate  on  the  subject,  all  his  are  in  favour 
of  the  maintenance  of  the  Treaty.  This  is 
the  man  offered  by  the  French  Government 
to  us,  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  any  measures  more  efficacious  than 
the  Right  of  Search  can  be  devised.  Whom 
have  we  invited  to  assist  in  the  inquiry  ? 
Dr.  Lushington,  a  man  who  during  his 
whole  life  has  been  ready  to  sacrifice  po- 


litical power  or  pecuniary  advantage  for  the 
great  object  of  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  This  is  what  we  have  done  with 
respect  to  the  Right  of  Search ;  and  the 
House  wiU  have  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
by  the  official  papers  what  are  the  grounds 
on  which  the  Government  has  acquiesced  in 
the  proposed  inquiry,  and  what  are  the  qua- 
lifications by  which  that  acquiescence  was 
accompanied.  Let  the  House  louk  to  the 
two  men  appointed  to  conduct  the  inquiry 
—one,  the  Minister  who  signed  the  Treaty 
giving  the  Right  of  Search ;  and  the  other, 
a  gentleman  well  known  for  the  desire  he 
has  manifested  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade;  and  then  I  will  leave  the 
House  to  judge  how  hi  the  Ministry  has 
acted  with  propriety  in  this  matter.  If 
the  noble  Lord  dissents  from  our  policy,  I 
hope  he  wiU  bring  forward  a  Motion  in 
express  terms,  reprobatinff  our  conduct,  and 
then  we  shall  know  whether  or  not  we  have 
the  concurrence  of  the  British  House  of 
Commons  in  having  undertaken  this  in- 
quiry. I  am  not  aware  that  the  noble  Lord 
adverted  to  any  other  fact,  excepting  that 
at  the  concluding  part  of  his  speech,  he 
made  some  observations  with  respect  to 
our  financial  and  commercial  policy.  Hon. 
Members  are  probably  all  aware  that 
at  the  meeting  of  the  House  this  day  a 
notice  was  given  that  I,  as  the  organ  of  the 
Government,  would,  on  an  early  day,  take 
the  opportunity  of  stating  to  the  House  a 
general  outline  of  the  financial  and  oonu 
mercial  policy  of  the  Government.  This 
notice  is  certainly  a  departure  from  the 
usual  course,  for  it  is  customary  that  no 
communication  should  be  made  by  the 
Government  to  the  House  on  this  subject 
until  the  months  of  April  or  May,  and 
until  the  Estimates  have  been,  in  great 
measure,  voted.  But  I  thought  it  would 
be  better,  especially  when  allusion  is  made 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  to  a  measure  of  such 
importance  as  the  continuance  of  the  In- 
come Tax,  not  to  adhere  to  established 
precedents  with  respect  to  the  period  of 
making  a  statement  of  financial  policy,  but 
at  once  to  place  before  the  House  a  general 
outline  of  that  policy.  It  being  foreseen 
that  alterations  are  to  be  made  affecting, 
probably,  certain  branches  of  commerce,  I 
believe  that  an  early  declaratiim  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  by  far  the 
wisest  course.  For  these  reasons,  though 
there  may  be  some  inconvenience  in  the 
departure  from  established  rule,  yet  1  would 
not  allow  the  next  week  to  elapse  without 
a  declaration  of  the  general  course  of  the 
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financial  policy  of  the  Government.    I  have 
said  that  I  wishj  with  respect  to  the  Right 
of  Search,  that  the  nohle  Lord  would  bring 
the  subject  before  the  Houae  by  a  distinct 
motion.    I  make  the  same  observation  with 
regard  to  the  other  matter  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  alluded.     I  wish  the  noble 
Lord  would  fairly  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  of  G}mmon8,  as  to  whether  the 
Government  have  prejudiced  the  interests 
or  dishonoured    the    name  of  this  great 
nation  by  coming  to  an  amicable  accommo- 
dation with  France^  in  respect  to  the  afikir 
of  Tahiti.      1  am   most  desirous  that  we 
should  know  the  feeling  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  that  subject.     The  French 
Government  is  denounced  for  having  made 
concessions;  look  to  the  language  in  the 
French  Chambers.     I  will  not  refer  to  it 
in  detail,  and  I  will  not  impute  to  those 
eminent   men,  by  whom  the  language  I 
refer  to  is  used,  that  it  is  their  desire  merely 
to  embarrass  the  Ministry ;  but  when  1  see 
men  like  M.  Dupin  and  Count  Mole  com- 
ing forward  and  making  such  declarations 
as  1   have   indicated;    when  I  see   ano- 
ther great  man>  whom  I  hold  in  respect, 
occupying  a  high  position  in  his  country, 
and  distinguished  in  literature  (M.  Thiers), 
declaring  that  the  French  Government  has 
dishonoured  France  by  concessions  to  Eng- 
land— and  when  I  hear  also  that  the  Eng- 
lish Government  is  said  to  have  dishonoured 
England  by  concessions  to  France,  I  do  see 
that  it  is  possible  to  throw  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  a  cordial   understanding  between 
the  two  countries,  by  fastening  on  one  con- 
cession made  by  this  Government  as  humi- 
liating, and  at  the  same  time  fastening  on 
the  wise  policy  of  the  transaction;  and  I  wish 
the  House  of  Commons  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  declaring  its  opinion  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  course  we  have  taken  in  making 
an  accommodation  with  France  be  honour- 
able to  both  parties,  and  whether  or  not  it 
was  dictated  by  wisdom,  and    was  con- 
sistent with  justice.^     But  I  will  not  anti- 
cipate the  discussion  on  the  affair.     As  J 
have  before  said,  it  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  we  boasted  of  wisdom,  and  though  we 
took  credit  for  justice  and  moderation,  we 
at  the  same  time  applied  the  terms  to  both 
countries.     The  House  can  judge  whether 
the   statements  made  this    night  on   the 
Queen^s  Speech,  with  respect  to  the  condi- 
tion of  trade,  of  revenue,  with  respect  to 
the  general  condition  of  tranquillity  in  this 
country,  and  the  absence  of  political  excite- 
ment in  Great  Britain  at  least,  do  not 
afford  indications  of  that  improvement  on 


which  Her  Majesty  has  felt  justified  in 
congratulating  the  country.  I  shall  have 
measures  shortly  of  great  importance  to 
propose,  and  the  House  will  then  have  the 
opportunity  of  determining  whether,  while 
the  administration  of  affairs  has  been  con- 
ducted by  us,  the  condition  of  the  country 
has  deteriorated,  or  whether,  on  the  con- 
trary, its  condition  has  been  such  as  to 
induce  the  House  to  continue  to  us  its  con- 
fidence, without  which  no  Government  can 
conduct  public  affairs,  and  without  which 
(the  noble  Lord  must  forgive  me  for  telling 
him)  no  Government  ought  to  remain  in 
office. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  had  not 
given  expression  to  any  opinion  whatever 
as  to  the  reparation  made  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Pritchard  by  the  French  Government.  If 
the  Government  of  this  country  had  ob- 
tained reparation,  and  if  they  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  a  sufficient  one,  he 
(Lord  John  Russell)  was  satisfied  that  the 
honour  of  the  country  was  safe  by  the 
arrangement  so  made.  But  what  he  did 
say  was,  that  when  countries  were  upon 
the  most  amicable  terms,  and  both  in  a 
relation  of  cordial  understanding,  a  ques- 
tion of  that  kind — viz.,  relating  to  the 
expulsion  of  Mr.  Pritchard  from  Tahiti — 
ought  to  have  been  arranged  speedily  and 
honourably  to  both  countries. 

Sir  Charles  Napier  rdoiced  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  brought  uirward  the  case 
of  Mr.  Pritchard.  It  appeared  by  that 
that  M.  Bruat  disapproved  of  the  manner 
in  which  Mr.  Pritchard  was  expelled  the 
island.  There  might  have  been  circum- 
stances, he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord,  to 
justify  the  sending  away  Mr.  Pritchard, 
but  the  manner  in  which  it  was  done 
was  wholly  indefensible.  What  had  M. 
GuLiot  given  us?  It  was  quite  true,  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated,  that  Lord 
Aberdeen  had  demanded  nothing;  but  he 
had  communicated  the  strong  feeling  of 
the  British  Government  on  the  subject  of 
the  gross  outrage  this  country  had  received. 
Although  his  Lordship  demanded  nothing, 
it  was  impossible  to  read  the  despatches  of 
Count  Jarnac  without  seeing,  as  clear  as 
the  sun  at  noon  day,  that  England  expected 
satisfaction.  At  first  Mr.  Pritchard  was 
to  have  been  sent  back  in  a  ship  of  war,  but 
Lord  Aberdeen  had  hinted  that  a  pecuniary 
satisfaction  would  not  be  refused.  In  his 
despatch  to  Governor  Bruat,  M.  Guizot 
had  merely  expressed  his  regret  that  he 
could  not  approve  of  the  whole  of  the  con- 
duct of  that  officer ;  but  if  a  British  officer 


95 


Addrea  in  Answer  to  {<COMMONS}        Her  Maje$iy't  Speech.        96 


had  so  miBeonducted  himself,  he  (Sir  C. 
Napier)  had  no  hesitation  in  asserting  that 
he  would  have  heen  brought  to  a  court- 
martial,  and  ID  all  probability  have  been 
deprived  of  his  commission.  He  would 
mention  a  circumstance  that  had  occurred 
to  himself.  On  the  coast  of  Svria,  a  French 
officer  had  intruded  himself  into  the  British 
camp ;  he  had  not^  indeed,  been  put  into 
a  blockhouse  and  confined  for  several 
days,  but  he  (Sir  C.  Napier)  had  sent  an 
officer  to  him  to  state  how  improper  it 
was  that  he  should  be  there,  and  he  was 
conveyed  on  board  a  British  ship  of  war, 
and  from  thence  transferred  to  a  French 
ship  of  war.  That  was  the  course  ihe 
French  ought  to  have  pursued  at  Ta- 
hiti; and  be  (Sir  C.  Napier)  could  not 
think  that  sufficient  reparation  had  been 
made  for  the  insult.  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  why  this  event  had 
occurred  at  all?  Wbere  was  the  British 
i\dmiral?  Why  was  he  not  at  Tahiti  to 
prevent  it  ?  Why  bad  this  country  only  a 
tmall  ketch  there,  while  the  French  had  a 
comparatively  large  force  on  the  station  ? 
That  had  never  been  explained.  The  ex- 
planation of  it  affi>rded  the  real  excuse  for 
being  content  with  the  reparation  affiirded  ; 
it  was  that  the  present  Government  had 
reduced  our  Navy  to  so  low  a  state,  that 
they  dared  not  show  a  hostile  face  to  the 
French  Cabinet.  What  force  had  we  at 
the  time?  One  three^ecked  ship  at  Ply. 
mouth,  and  an  eishty-gun  ship  at  Ports- 
mouth ;  and  the  three-decker  was  actually 
pud  off  while  the  negotiations  were  pend- 
ing. At  the  same  moment,  in  the  harbour 
of  Cherbourg,  the  French  had  ten  steam- 
ships capable  of  conveying  10,000  men  to 
this  country,  and  the  next  day  all  our 
works  at  Portsmouth  or  Plymouth  might 
have  been  demolished  without  resistance. 
He,  therefore,  almost  gave  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  credit  for  accepting  the  offered 
reparation,  seeing  that  it  was  the  best 
course  he  could  pursue.  He  was  glad  that 
the  eyes  of  Ministers  were  at  last  open — 
that  they  were  about  to  construct  a  large 
•team  marine,  and  we  should  then  be  no 
more  exposed  to  insults,  aggressions,  and 
eccentricities.  He  trusted  that  having  oome 
to  the  resolution  tu  construct  this  force, 
care  would  be  taken  that  proper  persona 
were  appointed  to  superintend  the  under- 
taking, so  that  a  much  better  marine  of 
the  kind  might  be  produced  than  that 
Great  Britain  now  possessed.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  longer  now,  and  he 
hoped  that  he  had  expressed  his  opinions, 


though  strongly,  with  decency  and  de. 
coram. 

Mr.  Plumpire  would  not  have  risen  but 
for  the  announcement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  who  had  roferred  to  the 
conduct  of  the  late  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  For  himself  indiridually,  he 
(Mr.  Plumptre)  must  say,  that  the  expla* 
nation  given  by  that  right  hon.  Crentleman 
had  not  been  satisfactorv,  nor  even  intelli- 
gtble.  The  announcement  made  by  the 
head  of  the  Government  was,  that  it  was 
determined,  without  conditions,  to  make 
farther  concessions  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics ;  and  he  was  quite  ready  to  allow  that, 
at  the  cloee  of  the  last  Session,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  did  intimate  that  such  wm 
his  intention.  He  was  much  deceived  if 
that  declaration  did  not  create  a  consider* 
able  sensation.  He  was  quite  satisfied  that 
a  greater  sen«ation  would  be  excited ;  and 
feeling  as  he  had  felt,  as  he  did  feel,  and  as 
he  should  continue  to  feel,  he  should  not 
consider  it  his  duty  to  repress  the  expres- 
sion of  his  opinion.  He  deeply  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  felt  justi- 
fied in  making  such  an  announcement 
He  was  very  sorry  that  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet,  if  he  might  so  speak,  had  not 
yet  learnt  that  the  system  of  concilia- 
tion was  an  ineffectual  one.  Was  it  not 
plain  that  every  new  concession  led  to 
farther  demands?  Concession  had  at  all 
times  been  the  fraitful  parent  of  demand, 
and  he  was  perfectly  convinced  that  it 
would  continue  to  be  so  as  long  as  there 
remained  any  thing  to  be  demanded.  He 
!(hould  not  have  been  satisfied  with  himself 
if  he  had  not  said  these  few  words ;  and 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  add,  that  the 
course  proposed  to  be  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  be  highly  unsatisfac- 
tory to  a  large  portion  of  the  community. 

Mr.  H^jfse  referred  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  bead  of 
the  Government,  on  the  Motion  which  he 
(Mr.  Wyse)  had  brought  forward  at  the 
close  of  last  Session  on  the  subject  of 
Academical  and  University  Education  in 
Ireland.  He  had  dwelt  upon  the  justice 
of  such  demsnds  naturally  occasioned  by  the 
increasing  numbers  and  intelligence  of  the 
population  of  Ireland,  whether  Catholic  or 
Protestant ;  and  to  this  point  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  his  answer  assured  the  House 
he  had  also  directed  his  attention.  The 
College  of  Maynooth  was  only  one  branch 
of  the  subject,  and  it  had  been  very  spe- 
dfically  dtftinguished  as  such  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  from  all  others.  It  w^a  purely 
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ecclesiastical  establishmenti    intended    for 
the  education  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
and  designed  to  be  as  effective  for  such 
purpose  as  any  institution  of  the  kind  could 
be;  the  right  hon.  Baronet  stated  then,  as 
he  does  now^  in  emphatic  language,  that 
the  religious  principles  and  objects  of  the 
College  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion; that  they  had   already   been  suffi- 
ciently admitted.     The  gran  t  of  a  small  sum 
was  as  effectual  an  admission  of  the  pro- 
priety of  such  an  institution  as  the  grant 
of  the  largest ;    the    only  question    ap- 
peared to  be,  to  how  many  more  students 
the  benefits  of  such  education  shoulil    be 
extended.     The  foundation  of  the  College 
itself  was  a  matter  of  high  moral  policy 
upon   which    the    House    had    over    and 
over  again  decided  by   many   votes,  not- 
withstanding the  different  changes  of  Go- 
vernment.    He  muse  frankly  admit  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet*  as  far  as  he  had 
yet  gone,  had  redeemed  the  pledges  upon 
this  subject  which  he  had  given  at  the  close 
of  last  Session ;   the  two  branches  of  se- 
cular and  ecclesiastical  education  were  both 
to  be  taken  into  consideration,  and  he  hoped 
in  a  manner  worthy  of  their  importance 
and   dignity.      With   the   latter,   at  least 
from  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  it  would  appear  he  intended  to 
deal  with  it  in  a  proper  spirit ;  he  proposed 
to  leave  its  regulation  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clcirgy  themselves,  the  only  mode  in 
which  it  could  properly  be  managed  in  Ire- 
land.     The  Roman  Catholic  clergy  had  a 
right  to  be  the  sole  regulators  of  such  an 
establishment ;  and  it  would  not  only  take 
away  the  grace,  but  it  would  neutralize  the 
benefit  of  the  proposed  grant,  both  as  re- 
garded clergy  and  people,  if  the  manage- 
ment were  placed  in  other,  even  though 
friendly  hands.     He  felt  that  it  would  be 
unbecoming,  in  the  present  stage,  to  hazard 
more  than  a  few  general  remarks^  and  he 
should  reserve  the  expression  of  any  distinct 
opinion   until  a  future  occasion;  but  he 
might    state   a   hope    that    the    grant    to 
Maynooth  would  be  of  such  a  nature  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  would  be  able 
to  give  to^the  institution  the  highest  intel- 
lectual, as  well  as  religious  character^  by  in- 
creasing the  number  of  professors,  and  by 
placing  them  not  merely  above  want,  but  by 
enabling  them  to  hold  a  high  and  dignified 
station  in  the  science  and  literature  of  the 
country.     The  preparatory  portion  of  edu- 
cation might  be  communicated  in  episcopal 
or    other  seminaries,  while   to    Maynooth 
mi^ht  be  communicated,  as  far  as  possible, 
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the  character  of  a  university,  or  a  university 
faculty.  As  to  the  other  branch  of  the 
question,  Academical  Education,  in  a  secular 
sense,  from  his  recent  observation  of  Ire- 
land, he  might  say  that  both  plan  and 
execution  would  demand  the  utmost  atten- 
tion and  care;  but  he  could  not  collect  from 
the  use  of  the  word  *•  academical"  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet^  whether  his  plan  was 
intended  to  embrace  high  schools,  grammar 
schools,  and  colleges,  and  the  University,  or 
was  to  be  confined  to  university  education 
alone.  He  merely  made  these  remarks  in 
limine^  because,  if  a  mixed  system  of  educa- 
tion were  to  be  determined  on,  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  due  provision  should 
be  made  for  the  religious  education  of  the 
different  religious  persuasions  frequenting 
such  institutions.  He  well  knew  the  just 
sensibility  of  the  people  of  Ireland  upon 
this  point — how  much  they  dreaded  lest 
the  religious  principles  or  conduct  of  the 
young  should  be  tampered  with  or  per» 
verted.  He  hoped  that  effective  means 
would  be  secured  in  any  scheme  which 
might  be  brought  forward,  not  only  to 
guard  against  any  violation,  open  or  covert, 
of  the  rights  of  conscience,  but  also  to 
assure  to  every  creed  opportunities  of  reli- 
gious instruction  to  the  fullest  extent, 
whether  doctrinal  or  historic ;  and  efficient 
securities  provided  for  the  prerervation  of 
the  morals  and  good  conduct  of  the  stu- 
dents. [Sir  Robert  Peel  signified  assent.] 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  consider 
the  opinions  he  (Mr.  Wyse)  had  uttered 
on  various  occasions  rashly  formed  ;  but  be 
the  system  what  it  might,  the  success  of  all 
measures  of  the  kind  must  depend  upon  the 
mode  in  which  they  were  carried  out.  It 
was,  above  all,  material  that  no  system 
should  be  put  in  action  until  it  had  been 
ascertained  that  it  would  meet  with  a  fair 
concurrence  from  the  great  body  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Ireland.  It  must  not  only  be 
acceptable,  but  accepted.  The  efficacy  of  any 
grant  must  depend  upon  the  manner  and 
spirit  in  which  it  was  cai'ried  into  execu* 
tion ;  the  temper  not  only  of  the  Protestant 
and  Roman  Catholic  clergy  must  be  con- 
sulted, but  the  disposition  and  wishes  of  the 
laity  in  all  ranks  of  society ;  even  their  pre. 
judices  should  be  listened  to  with  forbear- 
ance, without  any  attempt  to  organise  too 
rigid  a  system,  or  to  enforce  it  by  a  too 
unbending  law.  He  said  this  in  a  sincere 
desire  to  promote  the  object  in  view;  but 
there  was  another  portion  of  the  subject 
which  he  did  not  know  whether  the  riglit 
hon.  Baronet  intended  to  comprehend  in  hit 
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plan  ;  he  alluded  to  the  opening  of  Dublin 
University,  which  at  present  partook  of  two 
characters,  that  of  a  college  and  a  university. 
His  (Mr.  Wyse's)  opinion  was.  that  both 
ought  to  be  thrown  open  in  the  widest  man- 
ner, reserving  unquestionably  all  the  ii<!ht8 
of  the  Protestant  clergy  and  people,  but 
giving,  also^  as  far  as  it  was  attainable, 
ihe  full  benefit  of  the  institution  to  persons 
of  all  religious  denominations.  The  pre* 
sent  condition  of  the  public  mind  in  Ireland 
ns  well  as  the  state  of  the  question  itself, 
induced  him  to  refrain  from  further  obser- 
vntions,  and  he  was  aware  that  thoite  he 
had  already  made  were  not  unattended  with 
some  danger.  The  expectations  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  been  raised,  and  be 
hoped  that  they  would  not  be  disappointed 
by  the  raearnre  announced  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  whenever  it  should  be  brought 
forward  in  detail.  Reserving  to  himself  the 
right  of  expressing  his  opinions  on  that  occa- 
sion, he  thanked  the  House  for  the  indul- 
gence granted  to  him  so  far  on  the  present. 
Mr.  Beilew,  as  one  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  had  thought  fit  to  attend,  wished 
to  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  remarks.  He 
was  convinced  that,  in  proportion  as  peace 
prevailed  throughout  the  world,  the  prm- 
perity  of  every  portion  of  the  empire  would 
l)e  increased;  and  he  was  not  one  who 
thought  that  the  misfortunes  of  England, 
or  the  more  general  disasters  of  mankind, 
augured  well  for  the  improvement  of  Ireland. 
He,  therefore,  cordially  rejoiced  in  the  ad- 
vantages promised  by  the  extension  of  rail- 
roads in  Ireland,  not  roerelv  resulting  from 
the  disbursement  of  capital,  but  from  the 
means  of  employment,  and  the  habits  of  in- 
dustry which  would  thereby  be  intn)duce1 
and  pnimoted.  He  placed  confidence,  also,  in 
the  Landlord  and  Tenant  Commission ;  that 
nmfidence  he  bad  expressed  last  year,  and 
his  good  opinion  had  been  confirmed  by 
the  pntceedings  of  that  body  as  far  as  they 
were  yet  known.  Whatever  might  be  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commissioners,  he 
concluded  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  prepared  to  found  measures  upon 
them,  and  no  man  could  possibly  appre- 
ciate too  highly  the  benefits  that  would 
result  to  all  connected  with  landed  pro- 
perty in  Ireland.  The  present  condition 
and  relations  of  Landlord  and  Tenant  arose 
out  of  the  unfortuniite  state  of  affairs,  and 
he  who  deflred  to  meet  and  remedy  the 
existing  evils  of  the  system  deserved  the 
highe;it  commendation.  He  had  last  year 
taken  some  part  in  the  discussions  on  the 
Charitable  Bequests  BUI,  and  a  near  relative 


of  his  own  was  one  of  the  Commissioners ; 
but  he  thought  Ministers  had  taken  ttm 
much  credit  to  themselves,  when  they  spoke 
of  that  measure  as  having  given  so  much 
satisfaction  in  Ireland.  He  had  resided 
there  during  the  last  dve  months,  and  he 
could  bear  witness  to  the  agitation  occa- 
sioned by  that  Bill.  Unquestionably  gre«t 
unfairness  and  misrepresentation  had  been 
resorted  to,  and  many  who  opposed  the 
measure  did  not  do  so  bond  Jide^  but  be- 
cause that  nothing  should  meet  with  ac- 
ceptance. At  the  same  time  he  roust 
admit  that  it  contained  provisions  which 
were  fairly  objectionable,  especially  the 
clauses  respecting  the  jurisdiction  of  Roman 
Catholics,  and  excepting  the  regular  clergy 
They  looked  exactly  as  if  the  oppressive 
statutes  against  Roman  Catholics,  men- 
tioned in  the  House  of  Lords  last  year,  had 
been  revived ;  besides  the  provisions  were 
not  only  unnecessary  but  incongruous*  and 
he  trusted  that  in  these  respects  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  indisposed  to  amend 
the  Bill  in  defei^nce  to  those  persons^  ec- 
clesiastical as  well  as  lay,  who,  in  their 
anxiety  to  support  the  Government  and  to 
do  service  to  the  Roman  Catholic  body, 
had  exposed  themselves  to  no  little  odium. 
One  of  the  most  current  objections  was, 
that  although  at  present  Roman  Catholics 
were  appointed  in  whom  confidence  was 
justly  placed,  they  were  at  the  mercy  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  might  dismiss 
them  at  a  moment's  notice.  He  of  cnume 
did  not  believe  that  any  such  course  would 
be  pursued ;  but  what  was  the  argument 
used  in  Ireland  f  That  those  who  reoentlv 
employed  their  Law  Officers  to  reject  all 
Roman  Catholics  from  a  jury,  would  not 
be  over-scrupulous  in  taking  such  a  step ; 
I  when,  too,  they  rerollected  the  profe«ioos 
of  Ijord  St.  Germans,  and  the  opposite 
conduct  pursued  by  Lord  de  Grey ;  when 
they  saw  Sergeant  Jackson  devated  to 
the  bench,  the  system  introduced  into 
the  police,  the  dismissal  of  all  Repeal 
magistrates,  and  other  matten  of  a 
like  kind,  it  wan  not  surprising  that  they 
should  entertain  some  suspicions  of  the 
course  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
pursue.  It  might  be  urged  that  a  great 
change  was  now  apparent  in  the  policy  of 
the  Government  towards  Ireland,  and  he 
believed  sincerely  that  it  was  intended.  For 
two  years  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been 
cnmed  and  disappointed  in  hb  designs,  and 
now,  for  the  first  time,  be  had  a  Lord  Lien* 
tenant  and  a  Secretary  who  wouM  com- 
pletely  co  operate  in  hu  endeavoors.     If, 
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iKMrever*  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  wished 
that  his  TiewB  should  not  be  thwarted, 
there  were  two  or  three  obstructire  under- 
liogi  in  the  Castle  who  ought  to  be  re- 
moved.    As  to  the  grant  to  Maynooth,  the 
gnat  ought  to  be  such,  and  to  be  made  in 
Mch  a  way,  as  to  give  satisfaction  to  the 
deigy  and  to  the  people  of  Ireland ;  and 
here  he  could  not  avoid  expressing  his  re- 
gret that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
intend  to  take  any  steps  in  reference    to 
Trinity  College,  Dublin.   It  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  much  better  to  give  ad- 
mission at  once  to  Roman  Catholics  and  Dis- 
senters  than  to  form  a  new  college ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  entitled  to  great 
praise,  and  he  (Mr.  Bellew)  was  satisfied 
that  in  his  kudable  endeavours  he  would 
meet  with  a  full  and  fair  co*operatioo  from 
the  people  of  Ireland,  without  reference  to 
politics  or  party.    The  further  he  proceeded 
in  the  direction  he  had  now  taken,  the  more 
would  the  welfare  of  Ireland  be  promoted. 
Mr.    FiUiert  said,  that  seeing  the  un- 
willingness of  the  House  to  prolong  dis- 
cussion, he  would  occupy  them  very  shortly. 
He  could  not  help  observing,   upon   the 
singular  calm  and  good  humour  that  pre- 
vailed in  the  House.     He  could  only  refer 
this  to  the  circumstance  of  the  prosperity 
or   tbe  great    improvement  which   there 
was  in  the  state  of   the  country.     The 
hon.  Gentleman   who  seconded   the   Ad- 
dress had  admitted  this  fact  very  fully. 
Ho  went  into  some  detail  to  prove  it,  and 
seemed  Hnxious  further  to  devise  the  causes 
which  have  produced  this  change.     Now, 
considering  the  state  in  which  this  country 
had  been  for  the  last  few  years,  considering 
the  difference  of  opinion  that  prevailed  as 
to  the  cause  of  the  great  distress  wliich 
had  recently  existed,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  wisely  in  raising  this 
question,  and  that  he  could  not  have  pre- 
sented a  more  important  consideration  to 
the  House  at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion.   The  country  was  now  comparatively 
in  tt  satisfactory  state.     Till  a  recent  pe- 
riod it  had  been  in  a  state  to  excite  nothing 
but  anxiety  and  alarm.  To  satisfy  the  pub- 
lic of  the  reason  for  this  change  would  be 
of  most  essential  service^  and  would  go  far 
to  determine  that  question  regarding  trade 
which  notoriously  distracted  the  country 
a(  present.      There  were   now   two    sys- 
tems, diametrically  opposed  to  each  other, 
which  had  their  respective  aidvocates.   The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded  the  Ad- 
dress is  a  supporter  of  one  which  he  terms 
the  protective  system,  and  considers  that 


it  is  for  the  interest  of  this  country  to 
restrict  its  commerce,  and  artificially  en- 
hance the  necessaries  of  life.  He  was 
directly  of  the  opposite  opinion;  he  con- 
tended that  the  prosperity  of  the  people 
depended  upon  cheapness  and  abundance, 
and  the  fullest  liberty  being  given  to  the 
exercise  of  their  industry  and  commerce. 
They  knew  that  for  five  years  past  com- 
merce had  been  depressed,  the  people  had 
wanted  employment,  and  the  revenue  had 
declined.  They  had  met  that  evening, 
and  had  to  congratulate  the  country  on  the 
opposite  indications  in  all  these  respects; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  know 
what  had  caused  this  change.  Was  it  the 
result  of  the  protective  system,  or  was  it 
from  tbe  failure  of  that  system,  and  from 
the  fruits  that  were  expected  from  the 
opposite  system  having  followed?  He 
hoped  the  country  would  consider  and 
determine.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  as- 
sert, that  it  was  owing  to  every  thing 
having  occurred  which  it  was  the  prime 
object  of  protection  to  prevent — cheapness 
of  produce,  and  abundance  of  food,  arising 
chiefly  from  a  most  singularly  abundant 
harvest,  aided  by  certain  relaxations  of  the 
protective  system.  Those  things  had  oc- 
curred: there  had  been  abundance,  and 
they  were,  thank  God,  gathering  its  fruits. 
The  means  of  the  community  had  been  in- 
creased, and  consumption  was  extended. 
This  was  the  promise  of  free  trade ;  this 
had  occurred  in  spite  of  the  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  the  country  had  to  thank 
Providence  rather  than  the  Ministry  for  it. 
The  country  at  this  moment  was  prosper- 
ing, and  the  discontented  and  disappointed 
were  those  who  supported,  and  were  led  to 
depend  upon  protection.  They  had  legis- 
lated for  themselves,  and  had  failed ;  they 
had  been  thwarted  in  their  object  by  Pro- 
vidence; and  the  poor,  the  people,  trade, 
and  the  revenue,  had  all  profited  by  the 
result.  So  far  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  relaxed  the  protective  system,  he 
had  reason  to  be  satisfied — he  had  con- 
tributed to  the  prosperity  of  the  country, 
and  he  had  nothing  to  regret  as  regarded 
revenue,  or  any  other  circumstance.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  point  to 
any  duty  that  he  had  reduced,  with  the 
view  to  diminish  protection,  that  didi  not 
offer  him  reason  for  satisfaction,  as  well  as 
ground  for  advancing  in  the  same  direction, 
it  ought  to  be  his  object,  as  it  was  that  of 
all  wise  men,  that  this  country  should  con- 
tinue in  its  present  state,  so  far  as  it  was 
prosperous.  Of  what  vat^t  importance,  then, 
K2 
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\ras  it  to  settle  this  question  of  protection, 
and  determine  whether  it  were  not  by  the 
liberation  of  trade,  rather  than  from  its 
restriction,  that  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
were  enabled  to  pf«sess  the  great  essentials 
a<(  well  as  the  comforts  of  life.  The  svstem 
of  prntecii  »n  was  opposed  to  this.  It  had 
no  object  if  it  were  not.  The  great 
question  now  before  the  country,  and  that 
really  engoged  its  attention,  was  whether 
it  was  to  be  continued  or  abolished. 
He  was  induced  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact,  from  the  circum- 
stance of  the  Member  for  Somersetshire 
having  declared  to-night  that  be  would 
udhere  to  it,  and  cautioned  the  Govern- 
ment how  they  abandoned  it.  The  im- 
portance of  his  opinion  was  that  he  believed 
he  represented  the  opinions  of  the  party 
that  had  been  dominant  in  both  Houses. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
however,  see  the  importance  of  consult- 
ing the  great  and  general  interests  of 
the  country,  and  not  suffer  himself  to  be 

folded  by  this  selfish  and  exploded  policy, 
'he  Ministers  must  desire  that  the  country 
should  prosper  while  they  held  the  reins. 
They  had  now  seen  the  impossibility  of 
attaining  that  end  by  the  protective  sys- 
tem.    It  had  been  tried,  and  be  was  glad 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Limdon,  declare  that  be  believed  it  to  be 
not  only  unwise  and  unjust,  but  baneful 
to  the  interest  which  it  was  intended  to 
serve.      Nothing  can  be  more  true ;  his 
noble  Friend  had  been  led  to  this  conclu- 
sion,  no  doubt,  from  reflecting  on  the  ex- 
perience which  the  country  bad  had  of  it. 
It  was  a  point  on  which  he  had  differed 
with  his  noble  Friend,  and  he  wos  de- 
lighted, and  he   was  sure  many   in   the 
country  would  be  charmed  to  find  that  he 
had  now  abandoned  it,  and  that  he  longer 
clung  to  the  notion  that  protection  benefited 
even  the  intervsi  that  claimed  it.     When 
protection  did  for  a  while  succeed,  the  ne- 
cesaariet  of  life  were  rendered  dear  and 
scarce,  and  the  country  was  in  the  roost 
disastrous  state — ^if  that  were  not  the  case, 
let  it  be  denied  or  disproved ;  or  if  the 
(«entlemen  who  uphold  It  can  do  so,  let 
them  tell  the  country  what  has  been  the 
beneflt  of  the  system.      They   have  had 
their  own  way,  they  have  made  laws  for  il 
—where  do  they  look  for  ita  bencfitK  ?  Are 
the  tenants  of  their  land  sali»fied  or  well 
ofl7     Is  the  land  *vell  cultivated?     Are 
the  labourers  not  in  a  deplorable  condition  f 
He  aKked  them  now,  when  the  country  was 
all  attention,  to  learn  what  could  be  said 


for  its  continuance,  to  let  thero  know  why 
it  should  not  be  abolished.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  was  bound  t4i  settle  the  ques- 
tion one  way  or  the  other.  He  has  ike 
power  to  do  it,  and  he  (Mr.  Villiers)  aaid, 
that  if  what  was  termed  protection,  or  re- 
lieving particular  interesu  from  competi- 
tion, could  be  shoivn  to  be  beneBcial  to 
the  country,  let  it  be  applied  universally, 
and  then  not  disturbed ;  but,  if  the  con- 
trary, do  not  let  the  country  be  kept  longer 
in  suspense,  or  the  Session  pass  over  with- 
out its  error  being  fully  acknowledged* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  no  ex- 
cuse for  not  acting  upon  hu  conviction. 
He  has  now  full  power  to  do  what  he 
likes.  In  the  direction  of  frcedon^  he  will 
receive  the  cordial  support  of  this  side  of  the 
House.  He  is  not  opposed,  and  he  has 
strength  enough  around  him  to  cany  out 
his  views.  He  has  avowed  Itimaeif  a  friend 
to  the  principles  of  free-trade.  He  has  par- 
tially applied  it  wiih  perfect  succeas.  He  hat 
the  power  to  give  it  a  more  perfect  appli* 
cation.  Hit  sincerity  will  be  tested  by  the 
measures  which  he  intends  shortly  to  aul^ 
mit,  and  on  him  now  will  rest  the  entire 
responsibility  of  suffering  the  queation  to 
be  still  unsettled. 

Mr.  Sheii  then  mae  and  said — I  may 
venture,  perhaps,  being  an  Irish  Member, 
and  being  still  of  opinion  that  it  is  pnsnble 
to  induce  an  Englishman  to  take  a  different 
view  of  Irixh  affairs  from  that  upon  which 
the  majority  unfortunately  have  hitherto 
acted,  to  make  a  few  observaiiont,  very 
succinctly,  upon  some  of  the  opinions  that 
have  been  expressed  this  evening.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  ha^  left  the  immediate 
vicinage  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  hat 
placed  himself  in  the  more  appropriate 
juxta-pnsition.  [.Mr  Gladstone  hisd  taken 
his  seat  by  the  side  of  Sir  R.  Inglis.]  The 
right  hon.  (lenileman  hat  made  a  state* 
ment  which  has  been  heard  with  extreme 
interest,  and,  I  will  say,  with  concern  on 
both  sidea  of  the  House ;  but  there  it  no 
man  who  feels  for  the  public  welfare  who 
roust  not  lament  that  Her  Majesty  is  de* 
prived  of  the  services  of  the  ripsht  hem.  Gen* 
tleman.  I  cannot  help  thinking  it  onfoi^ 
tunate  that  the  statesman  should  be  Mcri- 
ficed  to  the  author^aml  that  the  right  hem. 
Baronet  should  have  reason  to  say,  **  Oh 
that  mr  Friend  had  not  written  a  hook  T 
llie  right  htm.  (ventleaian,  however,  io 
that  book --fur  it  wat  impoasible  to  read  it 
without  rvnierobering  almost  every  passage 
of  it*- at  lea^t  it  wat  imposaible  fur  me  tu 
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read  it  without  remembering  that  iiart  of 
it  which  bore  upon  Ireland — did  distinctly 
stale  upon  the  question  of  Maynooth,  that 
he  conceived  the  question  was  one  simply 
of  contract.     "  If,"  he  said,   **  the  Irish 
Parliament  contracted  for  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  Maynooth,  it  ought  to 
be  maintained  in  a  manner  befitting  the 
dignity  of  that  great  tusk  which  it  had  to 
perform,  and  also  befitting  the  dignity  of 
the  donor  from  whom  the  endowment  was 
derived.     If  it  were  not  a  matter  of  con- 
tract, it  should  be  suppressed/'     That  it 
was  a  matter  of  contract  we  have  the  deci- 
sion of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.     At 
the  time  of  the  Union  care  was  taken  to 
pass  an  Act  of  Parliament,  maintaining  the 
establishment  of  Maynooth.     The  British 
Parliament  continued  its  grant  from  that 
day  to  the  present,  and  I  say  that  it  was 
not  virtuallv  a  contract,  but  a  contract  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  entered  into  by  the 
Irish  Parliament,  and  ratified  by  the  Im- 
perial Legislature.     With  respect  to  the 
College  of  iVIaynooth  no  candid  man  can 
possibly  deny  to  the  light  hon.  Gentleman 
the  highest  praise,  not  only  for  the  grant 
he  is  disposed  to  make,  but  for  the  manner 
in  which  that  concession  was  declared.    He 
declared  that  the  grant  was  to  be  large  and 
liberal — commensurate,  of  course,  with  the 
increased  wants  of  the  country.     If  8,000/. 
were  given  when  the  Catholics  were  only 
3,000,000,    now    that   they    were  nearly 
8,000,000  the  grant  should  be  increased  in 
the  same  proportion ;  and,  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  he  anuouncecl  to  us 
that  no  interference  on  his  part  with  the 
discipline  and   doctrines  of  the  Catholic 
clergy   should  take  place,   his  intimation 
was  most  valuable,  and  was  set  off  by  the 
gracefulness  with  which  it  was  made.  But, 
having  said  thus  much,  I  cannot  help  de- 
siring that  he  had  been  more  explicit  with 
regard  to  Academical  Education.     He  was 
so  explicit  as  to  Maynooth,  that  I  wish  he 
had  also  told  us  what  he  intended  to  do 
with  respect  to  Academical  Education.  He 
intends  something.     I   warn  him  that  he 
will  find  great  difficulty  to  contend  with, 
both  here  and  in  Ireland.     In  Ireland  it  is 
a  point  of  honour  that  Trinity  College 
should  be  thrown  open  to  Catholics.     The 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
intimates  dissent  from  that  opinion.     Does 
he  mean  to  say,  that  when  every  fellow- 
ship, every  professorship  in  the  College,  is 
closed  against  Roman  Catholics,  that  the 
University  of  Dublin  is  open  ?   Does  he 
mean  it  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  Mem- 


be^-  of  that  College;  he  was  eminent  in 
scholastic  disputations,*  but  can  he  get 
up  in  a  British  Houne  of  Commons,  and 
state  that  the  University  of  Dubliu  is 
open,  when  the  fellowship,  the  scholarships 
—70,  I  believe,  in  number — and  which 
are  the  avenues  to  fellowship  for  men 
whose  indigence  is  in  direct  ratio  with 
their  genius,  are  closed  to  Roman  Catholics  ? 
Some  of  the  most  eminent  men  at  the  Irish 
bar,  some  of  the  brightest  ornaments  of  the 
Irish  senate,  were  educated  in  that  Uni- 
versity, and  obtained  subsequent  distinction 
by  the  scholarships  of  Trinity  College.  I 
beliexe  the  revenues  of  this  college  are 
40,000/. ;  they  ha\e  400,000  acres  of  lund  ; 
but  from  this  great  national  establishment 
— for  such  it  is — Roman  Catholics  are  ex- 
cluded. It  is  not  open.  Is  it  right  that 
exclusion  should  continue?  It  is  a  point  of 
honour  with  us,  and  honour  and  interest 
are  nearly  identified.  We  want  equality. 
We  insist  on  equality  with  Protestants  in 
all  regards;  but  if  we  are  excluded  from 
the  fellowships  of  Dublin  University,  you 
will  not  by  your  measure  attain  the  object 
it  professes  to  have  in  view.  Will  not  the 
people  of  this  country  ask,  "  Are  we  to 
pay  with  Scotch  and  English  money  ?  Are 
we  to  pay  out  of  the  Income  Tax  of  Eng- 
land for  colleges  in  Ireland,  when  they 
have  already  an  University,  with  ample 
funds,  from  which  Roman  Catholics  are 
excluded  by  the  spirit  with  which  the  pe- 
nal code  was  dictated,  and  to  which  I  feel 
sorry  to  say,  some  will  still  be  induced  too 
pertinaciously  to  adhere."  He  will  have 
these  difficulties  to  contend  with  both  in 
England  and  Ireland.  I  ventured  to  warn 
him  on  the  Bequests  Bill  of  the  difficulties 
in  which  he  would  be  involved,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  predict  that  the  difficulties  of  which 
I  now  warn  him  will  be  too  speedily  real- 
ized. The  right  hon.  Baronet  took  at  bad 
heart  some  of  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord.  I  admit  they  were  caustic  enough  ; 
but  the  right  h(m.  Baronet  spoke  of  the 
''small  insinuations'*  of  the  noble  Lord. 
I  do  not  think  those  insinuations  were 
small.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  limit  him- 
self to  the  Bequests  Bill ;  he  said,  *'  you 
have  mismanaged  Ireland."  He  reminded 
you  of  the  State  Trials— he  reminded  you 
of  the  judgment  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
— of  the  exclusion  of  Catholics  from  the 
Jury— -that  the  Jury  was  not  open,  and  no 
man  knows  that  better  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  — of  these 
things  he  reminded  you,  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  forgotten  these  "  i<maU  iosi- 
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nuitions  *'  in  the  coiirae  of  his  reply  :  he 
did  not  advert  to  anj  of  them,  but  stuck 
to  the  BequestH  Bill.  For  the  intentions 
with  which  that  Bill  was  dictated  you  de- 
serve  credit ;  but  you  made  a  mistake,  and 
you  were  warned  of  it  at  the  time,  and  the 
noble  Lord  only  adverted  to-night  to  that 
circumstance  that  you  were  warned — that  I 
warned  you.  We  said  the  Catholic  Synod 
sits  twice  a  year;  there  are  22  Catholic 
bishops  and  four  archbishops.  It  was  in- 
tended more  immediately  to  affect  the  Ca- 
tholic Church  than  any  other  bod  v.  You 
ought  to  have  consulted  them — ^you  did 
not.  [[Sir  R.  Peel :  We  had  no  memorial 
from  them.]]  Do  you  mean  to  say  you 
had  no  memorial  to  introduce  clauses  against 
the  regular  clergy,  to  restrict  their  right  to 
landed  property  within  certain  limits? 
Don't  you  know  that  Dr.  Murray,  who 
accepted  oflBce  for  a  certain  period,  strongly 
coade.nued  some  parts  of  that  Bill?  Are 
you  prepared  to  make  any  alterations  in 
that  Bill  ?  Dr.  Murray  says  he  went  to 
the  Castle — a  perilous  thing  for  a  Catholic 
bishop  to  do.  Intimations  were  then  made 
to  him  by  Lord  Eliot  and  Lord  Heytesbury, 
that  changes  would  be  made  in  the  Bequests 
Act.  Will  you  carry  into  effect  those  inti- 
mations so  piven  at  the  Castle  ?  Answer 
me  that.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  has  not  yet  spoken. 
Will  he  say  that  we  are  to  have  the  chaoses 
in  that  Act  which  have  been  recommended 
by|llie  Roman  Catholic  A  rchbishops  ?  <  t  was 
a  mistake  to  restrict  the  right  of  devising 
property  within  a  certain  period  of  time, 
and  not  to  follow  the  same  rule  respecting 
bequests  of  real  and  personal  property.  In 
Catholic  countries,  no  doubt,  the  danger 
that  the  Church  might  acquire  great  tracts 
of  territory  is  to  be  apprehended;  but  in 
Ireland  such  an  evil  cannot  arise,  at  least 
for  a  considerable  time.  I  say,  then,  that 
you  should,  at  all  events,  have  consulted  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops  on  thoae  points, 
and  obtained  their  assent  to  them.  1*he 
right  bon.  Gentleman  was  angry  at  beins 
told  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
do  not  confide  in  his  Government.  Now, 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  transactions  that 
took  place  within  the  last  year  have  not 
been  calculated  to  enhance  the  eonfidenoe 
of  the  Irish  Catholics  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Adn.inistration.  A  series  of 
events  took  place  at  which  he  has  not 
glanced,  but  which  are  fresh  in  the  memory 
of  every  man,  and  it  is  therefore  unnece- 
aary  to  dilate  upon  them  on  the  present  ooca^ 
•ioo«-c vents  whirh  the  right  hon.  Daronet 


must  feel  to  be  such  as  were  little  likely  to 
render  the  public  mind  io  Ireland  auncep- 
tible  of  any  very  favourable  opinion  ir» 
wards  his  Administration.  My  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Louth,  is  more  sanguine  on 
the  subject  than  I  am,  and  expects  irreat 
good  from  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  Com- 
mission ;  but  why  doea  not  the  Speech  men- 
tion that  measures  are  in  contemplation 
connected  with  the  Report  of  that  Commis* 
sion  ?  The  Report  is  before  yoo.  [The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (smiling): 
There  is  no  Report.]  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  very  much  given  to  mirth. 
The  right  ban.  Gentleman,  when  per* 
forming  his  sitting  part  is  one  of  the  most 
hilariouiily  disposed  Members  of  the  House ; 
but  it  is  rather  an  artificial  merriment,  for 
when  upon  his  legs  he  becomes  one  of  the 
most  lugubrious.  There  is  nothing  very 
ludicrous  in  my  not  knowing  whether  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  was  or  wr.a 
not  before  the  Government.  I  have  only 
one  more  observation  to  make— the  Irish 
Registration  Bill  is  not  mentioned  in  the 
Speech.  It  was  adverted  to  by  my  noble 
Friend  who  made  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment upon  it  a  matter  of  aevere  criti- 
cism, describing  the  course  which  was  taken 
in  reference  to  it  by  Lord  Sunley  and  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who 
abstained  from  attending  to  it.  1  now  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  tor  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  he  means  to  bring  in  • 
Registration  Bill  for  Ireland,  and  whether 
in  that  Bill  he  will  verify  his  aphorbm, 
that  concession  has  reached  its  utmoel 
limits? 

Sir  J.  Oraham  had  not  intended  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  nor  did  he  even  now  feel 
himself  called  on  to  prolong  the  debate  for 
any  length  of  time ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had  put  two 
questions  to  him  so  pointedly,  that  he 
thought  be  should  be  acting  disrespectfully 
tonanls  him,  and,  indeed,  towards  the 
House  too.  if  he  failed  to  give  an  answer 
to  both.  He  would  fint  anawer  the  quea. 
tion  which  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  put 
last,  by  stating  that  it  was  the  determina- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Govemincot  to  pro- 
pose an  Irish  Registration  Bill  in  the  pre* 
sent  Semon.  As  regarded  the  period  of  its 
introduction,  he  thought  it  quite  clear, 
from  what  had  been  already  stated  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  G<^ 
ment,  that  neasorea  of  vast  importance  to 
the  country  at  large  must  have  oreeedenee 
of  it  In  the  course  of  next  weeli  his  right 
hon.    Frknd    would    opeii|  his    finaadal 
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scheme^  which  embraced  changes  in  taxation 
and  in  Duties  of  Custom  requiring  to  be  im- 
mediately brought  in  detail  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House,  and  the  discussion 
of  which  would  occupy  a  considerable  time. 
He  might  say,  that  there  were  also 
other  Itish  measures  which  must  have  pre- 
cedence. Looking  to  the  position  of  the 
question  of  Maynooth,  to  the  declaration 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  TrHde»  had  that 
evening  made  in  reference  to  it,  and  to  the 
declaration  expressed  by  an  hon.  Member 
behind  him,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
oppoise  the  Government  upon  it,  he  thought 
it  would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  postpone 
not  merelv  tlie  discussion  but  the  decision  of 

m 

the  House  upon  that  question  to  a  distant 
period :  of  course,  precedence  must  be  given 
to  the  measure  of  finance.  He  had  only 
therefore  to  say,  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  the  present 
Sesaon  of  Parliament,  to  bring  under  discus, 
sion,  and  he  hoped  to  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion, a  measure  for  the  improvement  of  the 
r^stration  of  voters  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  touched  upon  another  sub- 
ject of  vital  importance  as  related  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  a£&irs  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  credit  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  ciinceiving  and  executing*  in  a 
fair  spirit,  the  Bequests  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  referred 
to  what  he  considered  two  particular  de- 
fects. Upon  one  of  these — the  assimilating 
of  the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  England  as 
regarded  the  limitation  of  time  within 
which  bequests  of  real  estates  to  be  con- 
sidered valid,  must  be  executed  before 
death— upon  that  point,  it  being  a  matter  of 
public  policy  to  assimilate  the  law,  he  could 
hold  out  no  hope  of  any  alteration.  The  other 
was  a  point  which  admitted  of  some  doubt. 
The  Government  had  stated  that,  with 
respect  to  the  regular  clergy  in  Ireland,  it 
was  not  their  intention  directly  or  indi- 
rectly to  place  those  clergy  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  they  stood  before  the  passing  of 
the  Bequests  Act.  It  was  thought  by 
some  that  the  effect  of  the  general  enact- 
ment, might  be  equivalent  to  the  virtual 
repeal  of  certain  clauses  in  the  Relief  Act. 
The  Government^  deeming  it  necessary  to 
guard  against  such  an  effect,  introduced 
the  16th  clause,  declaring  that  anything 
contained  in  that  statute  should  not  be 
held  to  have  the  effect  of  such  virtual 
Repeal,  while  in  the  last  clause  of  the 
Act  it  was  set  forth  that  nothing  in  the 
Act  contained  should   place  the  regular 


clerf^  in  a  worse  position  than  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  After  consulting  the 
highest  legal  authorities,  the  belief  of  the 
Government  was,  that  the  regular  clergy 
were  in  no  degree  damnified  by  the  Bequest 
Act.  As  yet  they  rested  upon  that  opinion, 
an  opinion  deliberately  given  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  which 
they  had  not  seen  disputed  ;  but  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  telling  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  conversation  to  which 
he  referred  as  having  occurred  between  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  Dr.  Murray,  was 
accurately  reported  to  him — that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  assured  Dr.  Mur. 
ray  and  the  other  Roman  Catholic  prelates  in 
Ireland  who,  much  to  their  credit— and  in 
spile  of  a  great  deal  of  obloquy  and  of  con- 
tumely— had  calmly  and  boldly  accepted  a 
trust  which  they  felt  called  upon  to  execute 
in  connexion  with  their  holy  position — that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  given  to 
them  an  assurance  that,  if  upon  full  delibe- 
ration, they  should  be  of  opinion  that  con- 
trary to  their  intentitm,  the  position  of  the 
regular  clergy  of  Ireland  was  injuriously 
affected  by  the  joint  operation  of  the  two 
clauses  of  which  he  had  spoken,  they  would 
propose  an  alteration  of  the  law  in  that 
respect. 

Mr.  Skaw  had  been  so  pointedly  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sheil) 
that  he  trusted  the  House  would  allow  him 
to  offer  a  few  words  of  explanation  on  some 
matters  of  fact  that  had  been  observed  upon 
in  the  debate,  while  he  desired  carefully 
to  avoid  committing  himself  to  any  opinion 
upon  the  measures  the  Government  had  an- 
nounced, until  they  should  be  regularly 
before  the  House.  He  had  stated  across 
the  House,  during  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sheil),  as  the  fact 
was,  that  the  University  of  Dublin  was 
open  equally  to  Roman  Catholics  as  to 
Protestants  for  all  the  purposes  of  educa- 
tion, and  that,  not  only  in  theory,  but 
practically,  the  Roman  Catholic  gentry  en- 
joyed the  full  benefit  of  its  honours  and 
degrees;  this  could  be  attested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  (Mr.  Sheil),  and 
also  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Wyse),  who  had  both  been  educated  in  the 
University.  As  regarded  the  governing 
body,  no  doubt  it  was,  and  necessarily, 
confined  to  Protestants  of  the  Established 
Church.  The  University  of  Dublin  hnd 
been  instituted  since  the  Reformation,  and 
the  fellowships  and  scholarships  of  the 
House  were  founded  for  the  education  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church.  Not 
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stirred  up  in  the  mind  of  France  feelings 
of  embittered  hostility  and  jealousy  against 
this  country,  which  had  long  appeared  to 
have  been  laid  to  sleep ;  feelings,  which  it 
had  since  required  all  the  exertions  of  the 
sagest  counsellors  on  both  sides  of  the 
water,  for  the  last  four  years,  to  allay. 
With  regard  to  the  Right  of  Search, 
he  believeid  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
any  man  who  had  looked  into  the  practical 
working  of  that  question,  as  they  had 
been  obliged  to  do  on  the  West  African 
Committee,  not  to  feel  that  it  was  one 
which  must  create  much  dissatisfaction  and 
ill  feeling.  If  it  were  possible  for  them  to 
adopt  any  other  mode  of  putting  an  end  to 
the  Slave  Trade  along  the  western  coast  of 
Africa  equally  efficacious,  it  was  clearly 
their  duty  and  their  interest  to  carry  it 
into  operation.  The  Right  of  Search 
was*  of  necessity,  an  annoyance  to  the 
parties  affected  by  it,  and  it  was  also  a 
great  obstruction  to  commerce.  It  was 
often  enforced  under  circumstances  of 
great  irritation.  Those  who  were  stopped 
on  the  high  seas,  were  in  general  not  likely 
to  be  in  the  best  possible  humour  with 
those  who  detained  them.  They  were  sub- 
jected to  much  irritation  from  the  effects 
of  the  climate  upon  their  tempers.  The 
obstruction  to  commerce  was  inevitable,  and 
much  greater  than  it  used  to  be.  Origi- 
nally it  was  confined  to  the  search  tor 
slaves— a  point  soon'and  easily  ascertained. 
It  is  now  extended  to  the  search  for 
papers,  to  the  search  for  casks,  for  rice, 
and  for  a  number  of  other  things  that 
may  be  the  subject  of  lawful  commerce, 
as  well  as  necessary  to  the  trade  in  slaves ; 
but  the  existence  of  which,  or  the  object  of 
which,  could  only  be  ascertained  by  pro- 
tracted and  very  vexatious  examina- 
tions. If  any  Gentleman  would  take  the 
trouble  of  looking  into  the  minute  details 
of  the  subject,  ne  would  find  that  there 
were  many  points  of  this  nature  that 
might  not  at  first  strike  the  eye,  and  yet 
must  evidently,  in  practice,  produce,  and 
were  found  to  produce  irritation  between 
the  Power  exercising  the  Right  of  Search 
and  the  Powers  subjected  to  it,  no  matter 
whether  that  irritation  were  well  founded, 
or  the  contrarv.  He  would  therefore, 
say  that  it  was  most  desirable  to  adopt, 
if  such  could  be  found,  some  other  means 
that  would  be  equally  efficacious  in  pre- 
venting the  Slave  Trade,  and  at  the  same 
time  lean  obnoxious,  and  less  liable  to  pro- 
duce complaints.  To  whom  could  such  an 
investigation  be  committed  so  fitly  as  to 


the  two  individuals  who  had  been  appointed, 
— men  not  only  prominent,  but  pre-eminent 
in  their  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  in 
their  zeal  to  carry  out  the  object  ?  He 
thought  that  he  was,  therefore,  justified 
in  denying  the  correctness  of  the  noble 
Lord's  description  of  that  Commission,  as 
a  mock  Commission.  Such  a  designation 
was  calculated  to  create  impressions  re« 
specting  it  totally  unfounded,  and  unwor- 
thy equally  of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the 
distinguished  persons  who  were  to  act  upon 
it.  He  confessed  he  regarded  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  inquiry  with  peculiar  interest. 
It  was  impossible  to  reflect  upon  the  in- 
conveniences arising  from  the  Right  of 
Search,  both  in  detail,  and  in  the  general 
principle,  and  on  the  general  ill-will  which 
it  excited  against  this  country,  as  pretend- 
ing to  exercise  a  kind  of  high  police  on  the 
great  seas,  which  she  turned  to  her  own 
purposes,  or  the  persons  by  whom  and  on 
whom  the  right  was  to  be  exercised,  and 
under  what  circumstances,  without  feel- 
ing it  to  be  most  desirable  that  some  other 
arrangement  could  be  substituted  for  it; 
and  with  two  such  men  as  M.  de  Brog- 
lio  and  Dr.  Lushington — with  men  of  their 
honesty  and  sagacity,  who  had  both  evinced 
so  warm  an  interest  at  all  times  in  the 
subject,  and  possessed  so  thorough  know- 
ledge of  it — ^it  uas  to  be  hoped  that,  while 
the  great  object  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
Slave  Trade  was  kept  closely  in  view^ 
some  means  might  be  discovered  that  would 
remove  the  present  liability  of  England  to 
be,  at  any  moment,  forced  into  a  state  not 
merely  of  irritation,  but,  very  possibly,  of 
open  war  with  the  most  important  and 
considerable  of  the  maritime  powers  of 
Europe.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter  into 
the  other  topics  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech, 
which  had  already  formed  the  subject  of 
discussion ;  but  he  could  confirm  the  state- 
ments in  regard  to  the  general  condition  of 
the  countrv,  and  to  the  state  of  the  credit 
and  commerce  of  the  Empire,  which  had 
been  so  ably  dwelt  upon  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  seconded  the  Address ;  and 
he  might  be  permitted  to  add  that,  if  we 
could  look  forward  to  the  continuance  of 
that  prosperity,  with  somewhat  more  of 
hope  and  confidence  than  usual  on  such 
occasions,  it  was  to  a  considerable  extent 
due  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The 
measures  affecting  the  circulation,  which 
had  passed  last  Session,  were  of  the  highest 
importance  for  that  object.  They  had  at 
least  given  some  check  to  that  facility  for 
the  creation  of  artificial  or  fictitious  capital 
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grace  and   their  advantage.     I  hope    the 
right  hon.   Baronet   will    not,  after  the 
announcement  which  he  made  this  evening 
of  the  measures  he  is  going  to  propose,  fall 
into  that   error,  but  endeavour   to  make 
those  measures  at  once  liberal,   full  and 
perfect.     I  entirely  concur  in  those  expres- 
sions of  satisfaction  which  have  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Members  who  moved  and  seconded 
the  Address,  at  the  interchange  of  visits 
tbat  has  taken   place  between   the   great 
Sovereigns  of  Europe  and  our  own  Queen. 
I  am  sure  that  those  visits  must  tend,  as 
has  been  stated,  to  render  the  good  under- 
standing between  our  Government  and  the 
Governments  of  those  Sovereigns  more  per- 
manent,   more  likely   to  continue  as  we 
should  wish  it  to  be,  and  more  calculated 
to  benefit  not  onlv  the  countries  concerned, 
but  the  peace  and  interest  of  all  the  other 
nations  of  Europe  ;  but  when  we  look  back 
at  what  has  passed  even  in  the  last  year, 
it  is  impossible  not  to  feel  that  some  limit 
must  be  put  to  antiripations  of  that  de- 
scription.    It  was  only  last  year  that  on 
both  sides  of  the  Channel  after  the  visit 
of  Her  Majesty  at  the  Chateau  d'Eu,  ex- 
pressions were  uttered  in  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies  at  Paris,  and  in  that  House,  of 
perfect  cordiality  and  good  understanding 
between  the  two  countries;  but  what  is 
the  benefit  of  such  understandings?     In 
ordinary  circumstances,  when  no  question 
arises  between  them,  the  existence  or  non- 
existence of  such  cordialities  is  felt  chieflv 
by  those  who  represent  the  two  countries; 
btxt  the  benefit  of  a  good  understanding  is 
cliiefly  felt  when  there  arises  between  those 
countries  a  question,  which  if  there  was  not 
that  good  understanding,  would  be  calcu- 
lated to  interrupt  their  friendly  relations. 
And  I  am  grieved  to  say,  from  what  I 
think  the  mismanagement  of  both  Govern- 
ments, that  the  cordial  understanding  which 
was  so  much  boasted  of  last  year,  failed  on 
the  first  occasion  upon  which  it  was  brought 
to  bear  on  an  international  question ;  and 
that  an  affair  which  of  itself  was  not  cal- 
culated to  interrupt  the  friendly  relations 
between  the  two  countries  did,  as  stated  on 
both  aides  of  the  Channel,  bring  these  two 
couDtries  to  the  verge  of  a  rupture.  I  allude 
to  the  gross  outrage,  as  it  was  described  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  upon  the  person  of 
Mr.  Pritchard.    I  utterly  deny  the  position 
which  was  laid  down  in  France,  and  which 
appeared  to  be  acquiesced  in  by  the  Govern- 
ment here— that  Mr.  Pritchard  was  not  a 
consular  officer  at  the  time  the  event  took 
place  I  understand  that  he  was  at  the  time 


in  possession  of  the  commission  of  Consul  of 
the  Island  of  Tahiti,  granted  him  by  the 
Government  of  this  country  ;  that  he  had 
been  informed  that  he  was  to  be  removed 
to  another  destination  ;  but  he  had  not  re- 
ceived the  ofiicial  order  to  proceed  thither, 
and  that  he  had  only  suspended*  his  func- 
tions quoad  the  intrusive  French  officers 
who  had  insulted  Queen  Pomare,  and  as- 
sumed the  sovereignty  of  the  island.     Mr. 
Pritchard,  therefore,  was  most  distinctly  an 
officer  holding    a    commission   under    the 
British  Crown,  as  Consul ;  his  case  would 
be  much  the  same  as,  supposing  that  a  war 
were  unfortunately  to  break  out  between 
France'  and  Austria,   and  that  either  the 
French   army   going    to  Vienna,   or   the 
Austrian  array  going  to  Paris,  the  British 
Ambassador   were   to   cease  his  functions 
(though  the  British  were  not  concerned  in 
the  quarrel),  because  an  insult  were  offered 
to  him.  I  fancy  that  in  such  a  case  no  man 
would  jontend    that  an  insult  so  offered 
was  not  offered  to  the  British  Ambassador, 
and  was  very  different  from  an  insult  offered 
to  a  simple  British  traveller.     I  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend,  that  if  there  had  been 
any   charge   against    Mr.    Pritchard   that 
could   have    been   substantiated — that   he 
was  engaged  in  intrigues  inciting  resistance 
to  the  authorities  (though  temporarily  es- 
tablished by  France),  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  endanger  the  tranquillity  or  peace  of  the 
island ;  then,  I  am  prepared  to  admit,  I 
say,  that  whether  he  were  a  Consul  or  not, 
the  French  authorities  at  the  place  would 
have  been  entitled,  as  a  matter  of  self-de- 
fence and  security,  to  require  him  to  retire 
from  the  island.     And  I  think  with  regard 
to  this,  that  it  is  not  endeavoured  to  estab- 
lish any  distinction  between  his  character 
as  Consul,  and  simply  as  a  British  subject ; 
but,  I  say,  that  it  was  incumbent  on  them, 
before  they  ordered  him  to  withdraw,  to 
show  that  they  had  a  primd  facie  case 
against  him.     No  such  case  has,  however, 
been  laid  before  the  French  Chambers.     I 
will  not  follow  the  example  of  the  right 
hon.   Baronet,   who,  after  having  at  the 
commencement  of  his  speech  acceded  to  the 
doctrine  of  my  noble  Friend,  that  it  was 
inexpedient  to  refer  to  the  French  Chamber, 
did  so  at  the  conclusion ;  but  I  will  at  once 
speak  of  the  documents  which  have  been 
laid  before  the  French  Parliament  and  be- 
fore the  public,  and  I  say  that  in  those  do- 
cuments there  is  not  the  shadow  of  an  alle- 
gation of  any  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Pritchard  to  justify  his  removal,  even 
in  the  most  courteoua*  manner,  from   the 
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that  kind,  extending  for  tliousands  of  miles 
along  the  whole  coast  of  a  gieat  coutioeDt, 
on  be  suppicMed;  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  more  niccera  would  be  likely 
tn  follow  from  a  different  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding. 1  iki  believe  that  were  we  no 
longer  to  take  on  ourKlvea  to  keep  the 
polue  of  the  seas — were  we  to  lea»e  to 
ever;  nation  the  tank  of  lupprewnng  the 
dav«  traffic  among  tfaeir  own  subject* — that 
even  the  shame  of  appearing  inactire  in 
uich  a  rauie  before  the  whole  civilised 
wurUi  independently  i^  their  own  intereals, 
would  be  sufficient  to  induce  them  to  in- 
terfere effectually,  when  the  cauae  of  alt 
animoMty  against  ui  would  be  removed. 
Biitb  brazil  and  Cuba,  the  two  countries 
in  which  the  Sla*e  Trade  is  ouw  priuci|>ally 
carried  on,  could  easily  suppress  the  Slave 
Trade  among  their  subjects,  if  their  r»- 
s[iectivc  GiJiemments  were  really  denirous 
of  supptesung  tL  We  know  that  in  our  own 
colonies  we  fi>uod  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  preventing  the  introduction  of  a  single 
slave  as  soon  ai  we  had  decided  on  sup- 
presnng  the  Slave  Trade  ;  and  the  Govern- 
mentsof  the  twucouniries  I  ha>e  meutiuned 
could  undoubtedly  succeed  with  equal  faci- 
lity in  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade  among 
th«r  subjects,  should  they  wish  to  do  lu, 
while  we  should,  with  equal  certainty,  be 
•are  tu  fail  in  the  attempt.  Again,  looking 
to  the  danger  tu  which  these  two  counttiet 
would  expose  themselves,  if  they  left  the 
Slave  Trade  without  any  alteration,  after 
we  hod  ceased  to  interfere  in  its  suppresdon ; 
it  is  evident  that  they  would  aooti  find  it  to 
he  their  interest  to  alter  their  policy.  Fur 
inatanoe,  Brasil  is  very  differently  circum< 
stanced  from  our  colonies,  which  had  a 
powerful  mcither-counlry  to  fall  back  upon 
ID  case  of  an  insurrection  amoDg  the  black 
population.  She  lias  no  other  country  to 
call  upon  fur  aid,  and  we  know  that  already 
the  disproportion  between  the  numerical 
strength  of  the  liWk  population  there,  and 
the  whitei  by  whum  ther  arc  controlled,  it 
exciting  the  leriuiu  apprehcnsiuns  uf  well' 
dispos^  persons  in  that  cnuntry.  If  there 
were  no  Innj^  the  apprehensiim  of  any  in- 
solent  interference  (ruin  thin  countrr  arinng 
from  tbe  Right  of  Search,  I  have  no  douU 
but  that  mensurc*  would  at  anee  be  taken 
by  the  Brasilian  Government  ti>puta  final 
stop  (o  the  slave  traffic.  The  same  nuttivei 
would  induce  the  Government  of  Cuba  to 
interfere  in  a  similar  manner.  AgJiin,  with 
regaril  to  France,  I  feel  that  there  is 
much  in  what  has  been  said  bf  the  right 


hon.  Baronet  opposite  of  the  ineffiocy  of 
all  these  Treaties,  unless  they  are  cardislly 
entered  into  by  other  cuuntries.  No  msn 
can  expect,  after  all  that  wehavewitncMtd 
during  tbe  last  two  years,  any  cordial  en- 
operation  in  carryingout  the  present  i^stem 
from  tbe  French  people  or  the  Frendi  oa- 
tion )  but  if  we  no  longer  sought  to  iiiLer- 
fete  as  we  now  do,  and  I  think  we  nught 
not  to  interfere  unless  it  can  be  shown  tost 
we  are  likely  to  lutxeed,  a  difl«reni  feeling 
would  soon,  no  duuht,  be  witnesKd  scrm 
the  channel.  In  the  debates  on  the  Slave 
Trade  the  whole  argument  of  its  sup. 
porten  was,  "  Wliat  use  u  there  in  our 
nving  it  up  while  othen  carij  it  on?" 
Such  an  argument  ought  not,  of  omirse,  to 
have  been  hstened  tu  for  a  moment ;  but 
the  same  IJneuf  reason  cannot  be  applicaUo 
to  the  present  question.  With  remct  to  ' 
keeping  the  police  of  tbe  sea,  I  connder  that  * 
we  have  no  right  wlutever  to  exercise  such 
a  duty,  unlesH  it  can  be  shown  that  we  are 

fromnting  the  interests  of  bumanity  by  it- 
think  there  are  strong  grounds  for  al- 
tering our  present  pulicjr,  and  if  Her  Ma- 
jestf'r  Government  persevere  in  the  coutw 
which  we  have  hitherto  punued,  they  will, 
I  have  no  doubt,  at  no  distant  period,  look 
into  tbe  effects  of  their  measures;  and  if, 
as  I  fear  will  be  the  case,  they  find  that 
tfaey  have  not  succeeded,  and  cannot  suc- 
ceed, in  pulling  an  end  to  tbe  Slave  Trade 
by  such  means,  I  do  hnpe  they  will  have 
the  manliness  to  come  forward,  and,  how*   ' 
ever  unfortuaate  the  fact  may  be,  boldly 
state  in  the  face  of  the  countrr,  that  they 
have  failed,  and  rcuimmend   the  discun-  ' 
linuance  of  a  course  of  rH>Iicy  that  has  been 
tried  to  the  utmost.     Wlien  we  coninder,  '- 
in  addition  to  all  this,  the  sacrifiie  of  moiiey ,  •^'- 
and,  what  is  infinitely  more  important,  of  ^.- 
life,  which  the  present  system  has  coat —    -  - 
when  we  consider  the  danger  to  wtiicb  it  '— 
continuance  RubjcTta  us,  in  a  collisioD  be^- — 
Iween  ourselves  and  our  ndghboar^  an   — 
the  calamity  which  such  a  collidon  wou^^     - 
bring,  not  merely  on  us,  hut  on  the  who'    r  - 
civilist^  world — we  ought  seriously  to  co^    : " 
sider  whether  we  act  wisely  in  sdhering^*  •  •■ 
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and  gallant  Friend)  acted  wisely  in  ac* 
oepling  the  satisfaction  offered.  But  al- 
though 1  think  that  in  cases  arising  between 
friendly  GoTemments  it  is  neither  desirable 
nor  useful  to  strain  too  high  our  expecta- 
tions of  redress,  yet  I  must  say  that  the 
British  Government  does  not  appear,  judg* 
ing  from  the  communications  laid  before 
the  French  Chambers,  to  have  acted 
throughout  the  businesn  altogether  in  such 
a  manner  as  should  be  satisfactory  to  this 
country*  In  the  first  place,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  begun  by  stating  the  nature  of  the 
afihint  as  highly  as  it  could  be  stated.  He 
called  it  a  '*  gross  outrage,  for  which  no 
doubt  ample  reparation  would  be  given.'* 
It  is  quite  true  that  no  actually  formal 
demand  was  made ;  but  it  does  appear  from 
M.  de  Jamac's  despatches  to  M.  Guiaot, 
that  information  was  given  to  him  (though 
not  by  a  formal  demand)  that  the  British 
Government  expected  the  recall  of  one  of 
the  French  officers  from  Tahiti— J  suppose 
of  M.  D'Aubigny;  also  M.  Jamac  stated 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  shown  him 
the  draught  of  a  despatch  intended  to  be 
sent  to  Lford  Cowley  announcing  the  in- 
tention of  the  British  Government  to  send 
beck  Mr.  Pritchard  to  Tahiti  in  a  ship  of 
war.  One  was  virtually  a  demand ;  the 
other  was  something  very  like  an  official 
announcement.  Neither  of  these  things 
was  done,  nor  was  the  object  for  which 
they  were  mentioned  obtained.  The  French 
Government  said,  that  the  return  of  Mr. 
Pritchard  was  inadmissible,  and  that  it  was 
impossible  to  recall  either  of  their  officers. 
The  French  Government,  however,  stated 
in  their  communications  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment, that  which  they  did  not  appear 
to  have  done,  viz— that  they  would  ex- 
press, as  thc^  did  on  the  spot,  their  regret 
at  and  disapproval  of  the  conduct  of 
Lieutenant  d'Aubigny  ;  but  if  you  look  at 
the  despatch  of  the  Minister  of  Marine, 
which  is  the  execution  of  that  assurance, 
it  contains  certainly  expressious  of  regret, 
but  not  of  disapprobation  of  his  conduct ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  expressess  approbation 
(though  not  in  this  particular  instance)  of 
the  general  2eai  and  activity  which  he  had 
displayed.  If  that  despatch,  therefore,  is 
the  only  one  that  was  written  to  the 
officers  of  Tahiti,  it  does  not  appear  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  received 
that  satisfaction  which  the  French  Go- 
vernment asserted  that  they  were  prepared 
to  give,  or  had  actually  given.  Now,  Mr. 
Pritchard,  being,  as  i  hold,  without  any 
distinct  or  tangible  accusation  made  against 


him,  has,  nevertheless,  been  a  sufferer  to  a 
considerable  amount  in  pecuniary  affairs, 
for  I  am  told  that  he  has  lost  nearly  two 
thousand  pounds  in  actual  property  by  his 
abrupt  and  forcible  removal — independently 
too  of  the  indignity  and  personal  suffering 
to  which  he  was  exposed.  Whatever  it 
may  have  been  intended  for,  I  certainly 
think  it  was  a  very  flattering  compliment 
paid  to  Mr.  Pritchard,  when  Lieutenant 
d'Aubigny  announced  in  his  general  order 
(though  not  in  these  precise  words),  that 
so  great  was  the  love,  and  respect,  and  at- 
tachment felt  towards  Mr.  Pritchard  by 
the  natives  of  Tahiti,  that  he  thought  the 
best  threat  he  could  use  to  deter  them 
from  offering  violence  to  French  property 
or  to  French  life,  was  to  say  that  Mr. 
Pritchard's  property  should  be  made  an- 
swerable for  the  loss  of  French  property, 
and  that  Mr.  Pritchard *s  life  nhould  answer 
for  every  drop  of  French  blood  shed.  That 
threat,  however,  complimentary  though  it 
might  be,  must  of  course  have  placed  Mr. 
Pritchard  during  his  confinement  in  a  state 
of  very  considerable  anxiety  and  alarm. 
Though  I  am  not  disposed,  therefore,  to  say 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  to 
blame  for  accepting  the  very  small  satisfac- 
tion which  after  so  long  a  negotiation  they 
obtained,  yet,  looking  back  to  this  fact, 
that  the  two  Governments  were  brought 
almost  to  the  verse  of  a  rupture  by  circum- 
stances which  might,  by  the  exercise  of 
greater  sagacity,  have  been  prevented, — I 
must  say  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  inspire  me  with  any  con- 
fidence in  its  sagacity  or  any  well-grounded 
hope  for  the  future  peaceful  relations  of 
the  two  countries.  I  do  not  depreciate  the 
visits  of  Sovereigns,  but  however  gratifying 
they  may  be*  they  do  not  impress  me  with 
such  entire  confidence  with  regard  to  the 
maintenance  of  our  mutual  peaceful  relations 
as  to  lead  me  to  think  that  the  precautions  of 
the  Government  for  the  protection  of  the 
country  may  not  be  exceedingly  useful  and 
deserving  of  the  support  of  the  House.  But 
to  turn  to  another  subject — notwithstand- 
ing that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
much  prefer  that  nothing  should  be  said  fur 
a  long  time  about  the  Commission  to  exa- 
mine into  the  Treaties  upon  the  Slave 
Trade,  yet  I  must— [Sir  H.  Peel  :  Only 
till  we  have  the  Documents.]— Well,  if 
the  Documents  with  regard  to  the  Right  of 
Search  are  as  long  in  coming  as  those  for 
which  I  moved  in  August  last,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Negroes  landed  on  the  Con- 
tinental Islands  of  America,  I  fear  that  the 
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deal  plainly  and  honestly  with  the  coun- 
try, and  say  nothing  at  all  in  their  Stand- 
ing Orders  about  the  power  of  Peers  to 
vote,  only  proceeding  against  them  lil^e 
other  individuals  if  they  were  found  guilty 
of  irregular  practices  at  elections.  He 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  take 
the  subject  into  consideration,  and  make 
the  Sessional  Orders  more  in  accordance 
with  the  real  position  of  the  House. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
not  think  the  "Government/'  as  a  Go- 
vernment, more  interested  in  the  matter 
than  any  individual  Member  of  the  House. 
The  privileges  of  the  House  were  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  whole  body  of  the  people,  as 
represented  in  the  House.  They  possessed 
bv  Act  of  Parliament  tribunals  for  decid- 
ing  upon  their  rights  as  Members  of  the 
House,  and  as  such  they  had— sitting  in 
these  tribunals  -—  the  right  of  declaring 
whether  any  person,  whose  name  appeared 
upon  the  poll  books  of  an  election,  was 
really  qualified  to  vote  or  not,  and  they 
had  by  virtue  of  these  privileges  decided 
that  the  votes  of  Peers  for  Members  of 
Parliament  were  not  to  be  admitted.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  this  was 
contrary  to  the  law  of  the  land.  He  was 
no  lawyer  himself,  but  he  did  deny,  or  at 
all  events  he  entertained  most  grave  doubts 
of  the  validity  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
doctrine.  This  House  was  the  judge  of 
its  own  privileges,  and  must  act  according 
to  its  own  resolutions  and  determinations ; 
and,  independently  of  that,  he  would  take 
upon  himself  to  affirm  that  if  a  Peer  had  a 
riffht  to  vote  at  the  election  of  a  Member 
or  Parliament,  the  House  of  Commons 
possessed  the  right  to  reject  that  vote, 
should  it  see  fit.  He  saw  no  use  for  mak- 
ing the  suggested  alteration  in  the  Ses- 
sional Orders.  They  maintained  that  it 
was  right  to  exempt  Members  being  re- 
turned from  the  influence  of  Peers  and 
persons  in  authority,  and  the  Sessional 
Order  to  this  effect  was  one  which  he  should 
be   sorry   to   see  subjected   to  alteration. 

Mr.  T,  Duncomhe  said,  that  he  should 
renew  the  notice  which  he  had  given  last 
Session— and  as  certainly  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  it — ^he  meant  his  notice  of 
moving  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
whether  in  any  county  or  borough  in  Eng- 
land having  a  right  to  send  Members  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  such  Members  were 
returned  through  the  illegal  and  unconsti- 
tutional interference  of  Peers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ha;l  stated  that  he  would  be  sorry 


if  any  alteration  were  made  in  this  Resolu- 
tion. Therefore,  nothing  would  of  course 
horrify  him  more  than  the  idea  of  any  Peer 
violating  the  Resolution.  Why.  he  knew 
well  that  there  was  not  a  single  county 
Member,  and  very  few  borough  Members, 
either  behind  him  or  before  him,  who  did 
not,  previously  to  their  election,  consult 
some  Peer  or  other  to  obtain  the  influence 
of  that  Peer,  and  did  not,  either  by  letter 
or  personal  application,  almost  by  supplica- 
tion on  their  bended  knees,  entreat  him  to 
concern  himself  in  their  election.  Nav,  he 
was  ready  to  say,  that  as  to  some  of  the 
vacancies  which  had  recently  taken  place 
in  this  House,  that  Peers  had  been  con- 
sulted and  requested  to  concern  themselves 
in  the  election  of  Members  previous  to  their 
acceptance,  on  the  part  of  the  then  Member, 
of  office.  Ay,  and  if  one  of  these  Peers  had 
not  given  his  consent  to  the  re-election  of 
one  of  these  individuals,  he  ventured  to 
say,  that  we  should  now  be  deprived  of  the 
services  of  a  Secretary  for  Ireland.  But 
knowing  all  this,  in  spite  of  all  this,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up  in  his 
place,  and  with  a  solemn  face,  and  still 
more  solemn  voice,  expressed  his  wish  and 
hope  that  no  alteration  in  this  Resolution 
should  take  place.  He  would  test  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  sincerity,  for  when 
he  moved  for  his  Committee,  he  would 
prove  to  the  House,  that  (as  he  said  before) 
scarcely  one  county  Member,  and  very  few 
borough  Members  sat  in  it,  in  whose  elec- 
tion Peers  had  not  concerned  themselves. 
How  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  say 
what  he  had  said,  and  yet  manage  to  pre- 
serve his  gravity,  was  to  him  utterly  in- 
conceivable. Why,  if  these  Resolutions 
were  to  be  put  in  force,  he  would  venture 
to  say,  that  they  would  bring  the  House  in 
contact  with  three- fourths  of  the  Peers  and 
two-thirds  of  the  bishops.  What  a  mockery 
to  pass  these  Resolutions — what  an  insult  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  country,  (for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  up  and  make 
such  a  grave  speech.  He  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  these  Resolutions  should 
either  be  acted  ^up  to  or  abolished.  This 
was  a  matter  which  had  been  discussed 
before,  and  be  had  voted  for  these  Resolu. 
tions  being  expunged  and  against  repeating 
such  farces.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  would  rather  that  Peers  did  vote  for 
Members  of  Parliament — that  they  did 
appear  upon  the  hustings.  The  more  they 
came  in  contact  with  the  people  the  better. 
It  would  do  away  with  many  of  the  preju- 
dices which  they  laboured  under  at  prcj^ent. 
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donment  of  the  Right  of  Search  ?    I  don't 
deny  that  there  may  be  men  in  France  who 
are  misled,  and  who  think  that  the  national 
honour  is  concerned,  where  it  is  concerned 
the  other  way ;  because  I  say  that  it  is  as 
much  for  the  national  honour  of  France  to 
put  down  the  Slave  Trade  as  for  the  na- 
tional honour  of  England.     It  is  as  noto- 
rious, however,  as  the   sun  at  noon-day, 
that  the  clamour  to  which  1  refer  as  having 
been  raised  in  France  has  been  raised  solely 
by  the  slave  traders  and  slave  holders — it 
is  just  a  repetition  of  the  cry  raised  some 
time  ago  in  Lisbon.     It  is  then  to  the  cla- 
mour of  such  men  as  those  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  is  about  to  give   way  ;  and 
whilst   on  the  one  hand  he  professes  the 
most  ardent  desire   for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade — refusing  to  admit  cheap 
Braailian  sq^t  on  the  miserable  pretext 
that  the  Slave  Trade  might  be  encouraged 
if  he  did  so,  at  the  same  moment  he  is  con- 
senting to  a  negotiation  which,  if  he  per- 
severes in  his  object,  is  negotiating  to  sur- 
render that  Treaty  which  is  the  foundation 
of  all  our  measures  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade.     I  ^ay,  therefore,  that  I 
will  not  wait  for  the  Documents,  because  1 
have  knowledge  enough  of  the  facts  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  the  matter.  If,  indeed,  the 
Papers  shall  show  that  in  consenting  to  this 
n^otiation  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  dealt 
fturly  and  candidly  with  the  Government 
of  France,  and  has  told  it  explicitly  that  he 
will  not  give  up  theRight  of  Search,  because 
he  knows  that  nothing  can  be  done  for  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  without  it, 
the  cnse  would  be  different.  It  may  be  said, 
in  answer  to  this,  that  the  French  will 
emancipate  their  Negroes ;  but  even  were 
they  to  do  so,  it  would  be  no  equivalent  for 
the  Slave  Trade,  which  would  still  con- 
tinue in  Cuba  and  the  Brazils ;  nor  would 
such  an  act  affect  the  amount  of  that  trade. 
The  truth  is  that  there  is  but  a  very  limited 
Slave    Trade     in    the    French    colonies. 
This  is,  however,  I  do  say,  a  question  for 
the  Government  of  France  to  decide  upon, 
and  not  one  which  it  at  all  concerns  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  to  trouble  itself  with. 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  not  fitting  for  us  to 
drive  the  French  Government  into  such  a 
course  as  has  been  contemplated  by  giving 
up  measures  so  extensive  and  well  organized, 
as  well  as  so  necessary  for  properly  carrying 
into  effect  the  most  anxious  wishes  of  the 
Parliament  and  people  of  this  country,  ex- 
pressed over  and  over  again  in  resolutions, 
and  in  addresses  to  this  House  (which  were, 
however,  certainly  open  to  the  objections 


made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  one 
which  I  brought  forward  last  year)  on  the 
subject  of  the  Slave  Trade.  Why  there 
would,  on  examination  of  the  Journals  of 
the  House,  appear  continual  addresses, 
praying  the  Crown  to  institute  measures 
with  such  and  such  provisions  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade.  In  fact,  there 
is  no  question  whatever,  on  which  the  Par- 
liament and  the  nation  have  expressed  their 
opinion  so  frequently,  so  unanimously,  and 
so  strongly,  as  upon  the  necessity  of  the 
English  Government  exerting  all  its  in- 
fluence to  put  down  the  Slave  Trude.  As 
to  myself,  I  can  certainly  have  no  possible 
objection  to  the  course  which  I  have  so  much 
reason  to  fear  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment will  take  upon  this  question ;  because, 
if  I  wished  to  found  any  great  distinction 
between  the  principles  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  those  of  the  late  Adminis- 
tration, to  which  I  had  the  honour  of  be- 
longing, or  were  desirous  of  finding  some 
marked  difference  between  the  two,  it 
would  be,  that  I  should  be  able  to  say  that 
our  Government  had  concluded  the  Treaties 
of  1831  and  1833,  and  had  engaged  in  ne- 
gotiations respecting  a  further  measure  in 
1841,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  present 
Ministers  had  refused  to  ratify  the  latter, 
and  had  lent  themselves  to  a  negotiation  for 
the  purpose  of  cancelling  the  former  Treaty. 
I  would,  or  could,  wish  for  no  fairer  or 
better  distinction  to  mark  the  spirit  and 
the  principles  of  action  of  the  two  different 
Governments.  I  hope,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  does  not  mean  to  give 
us  the  opportunity  of  making  the  former 
boast,  and  that  the  negotiation  of  1841  may 
not  be  allowed  to  fall  to  the  ground.  I 
shall  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
lengthened  remarks,  hut  I  cannot  sit  down 
without  declaring  that  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  the  state  of  the  naval  force  of  this 
country  is  attracting  the  attention  of  Go- 
vernment, and  that  steps  are  being  taken 
for  its  greater  efficiency,  though  there  had 
been  a  period  when  there  was  a  more  im- 
mediate necessity  for  using  it,  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  think  it 
expedient  to  embarrass  the  pending  negoti- 
ations perhaps  with  that  very  prudent  con- 
viction. However,  better  late  than  never. 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  subject  has  at- 
tracted the  proper  attention  of  Govern- 
ment, and  I  can  assure  them  that  I  will 
give  them  the  most  cordial  support  in  their 
efforts  to  improve  and  maintain  this  portion 
of  the  public  service  of  the  country,  so  ne- 
cessary to  her  welfare,  peace, anli  prosperity. 
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island  of  Tahiti.     If  you  read  with  alten* 
tion   the  statements  made  by  the  French 
officers    to   the   French    Government,   it 
amounts  only  to  this,  that  he  was  sus- 
pected    of   being    liable    to    suspicion  — ' 
the  old  charge  made  in  the  days  of  the 
French  Revolution  against  persons  at  whose 
door  no  crime  could  he  laid.     Because  M. 
D*Aubigny  chose  to  say  that  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  establish  the  superiority  of  tlie 
French    on   the  island,    he  treated    Mr. 
Pritchard  in  an  outrageous  manner.     I  ssy, 
then,  that  there  was  not,  on  the  showing 
of  the  French  officer,  any  justifiable  ground 
even  for  the  removal   of  Mr.  Pritchard; 
undoubtedly  there  was  no  possible  pretence 
for  that  cruel,  and  insulting,  and  outrage- 
ous treatment  which  Mr.  Pritchard  received, 
and  which  it  is  fair  to  say  the  French  Go- 
vernment admitted  to  be  unfair  and  inde- 
fensible.     My   hon.  and  gallant   Friend 
near  me  (Sir  C.  Napier)  adverted  to  another 
thing  which  added  to  the  ground  of  com- 
plaint against  the  French  officers,  which  is, 
that  Mr.  Pritchard,  being  invested  with  a 
consular  character,  was  arrested  when  he 
was  in  company  with  the  officer  command- 
ing the  only  British  ship  in  the  harbour, 
and  when  he  was  therefore,  in  a  manner, 
under  the   protection  or  convoy  of  that 
naval  officer.     I  say,  then,  that  hete  was 
without  doubt  a  great  outrage  committed, 
and  I  believe  that  it  was  the  fault  of  both 
Governments  that  that  outrage  occurred. 
Why  was  the  occupation  of  Tahiti  ever 
ordered  or  accepted  ?     Any  man  who  had 
any  common  foresight  must  have  seen  that 
the  acceptance  of  the  protectorship  by  the 
French  roust  have  led  to  a  collision.  What, 
let  me  ask,  has  been  the  condition  of  Tahiti 
for  the  last  thirty  years  ?   The  Government 
bad  been  a  species  of  theocracy,  and  its 
affairs  had  been  administered  by  British 
Protestant  missionaries.    When,  therefore, 
an  attempt  was  made  by  France  to  take 
upon  itself  the  government  of  the  country 
by  a  naval  and  military  force,  and  the  sub- 
stitution of  Catholic  instead  of  Protestant 
missionaries,  could  there  be  the  possibility 
of  a  doubt  that  it  would  lead  to  discussions 
between  the  two  Governments?   Was  it 
possible  that  the  change  could  be  made 
without  a  struggle  on  the  part  of  the  mis- 
sionaries in  possession   to   maintain  their 
place,  even  though  they  did,  by  such  con- 
duct, involve  the  two  countries  in  discus- 
sions of  a  most  disagreeable  character.    Yet 
the  Government  of  France,  which  I  believe 
is  perfectly  sincere  in  its  desire  to  maintain 
a  good  understanding  with  England,  ordered 


the  protectorate ;  and  the  Government  of 
England,  which  is  equally  anxious  to  have 
a  good  understanding  with  France,  declared, 
by  one  of  its   organs   in  Parliament,   in 
March,  1843,  that  it  viewed  that  proceed- 
ing with  satisfaction,  and  believed  that  it 
was  justified  in  anticipating  from  it  advan. 
tageous  results.     And  1  must  say  that  those 
two  Governments— the  one  either  in  order- 
ing or  sanctioning,  and  the  other  in  ex- 
pressing its  satisfaction  at  the  event,  did 
show  a  want  of  foresight  or  a  want    of 
knowledge  and  of  acquaintance  with  the 
facts  which  did  little  credit  to  the  sagacity 
of  either.     But,  then,  even  after  the  pro- 
tectorship haid  been  permitted,  might  not 
the  outrage,  at  any  rate,  have  been  pre- 
vented ?     The  British  Government  ought 
to  have  foreseen  that  the  proceedings  at 
Tahiti  were  of  such  a  nature  that  they 
might  lead  at  least  to  serious  discussions, 
and  they  might  have  remembered,  too,  the 
opinion  which  they  tendered  to  us,  that  in 
the  state  of  any  doubtful  relation,  such  as 
we  were  in  with  regard  to  China,  we  should 
always  have  a  stout  frigate  on  the  station. 
And  I  think  that  in  this  case,  not  one  but 
two  stout  frigates  should  have  been  sta- 
tioned for  the  protection  of  British    in- 
terests  at  Tahiti ;  for  1  believe  that  had 
there  been  two  frigates  at  the  time  in  the 
harbour  of  Tahiti,  the  matter  would  have 
been  disposed  of  in  a  much  more  decorous 
manner,  whilst   it  would  have   been   less 
likely  to  cause  unpleasant  discussions  be- 
tween the  two  Governments.     The  ques- 
tion now,  however,  is  whether  this  Go- 
vernment   has   obtained    that  satisfaction 
from  France  which  the  country  has  a  right 
to  expect.     I  am  nut  one  of  those    who 
think  that   in   cases  of  this  kind,  where 
there  really  is  a  friendly  feeling  and  a  good 
disposition  existing  on  both  sides,  it  is  wise 
or  advantageous  to  place  the   idea  of  the 
satisfaction  necessary  at  too  high  a  point. 
I  think  where  there  is  good  will  exhibited, 
and  an  evident  desire  to  smooth  the  differ- 
ences that  have  arisen,  that  the  Govern- 
ment offended  ought  to  be  rather  easy  as 
regards  the  amount  of  satisfaction  which 
it  requires.     And  I  am  not  prepared  alto- 
gether to  say  that  there  is  any  great  ground 
for  this  country  to  complain  of  the  result 
as  it  has  turned  out.     That  is  to  say,  that 
unquestionably  if  the  alternative  had  been 
at    last  between  being  content  with  the 
small  satisfaction  offered,  and  proceeding  to 
the  extremity  of  war,  I   think    that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (especially  cimsidering 
the  circumstances  alluded   to   by  my  hon. 
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donment  of  the  Right  of  Search  ?    I  don't 
deny  that  there  mav  be  men  in  France  who 
mre  misled,  and  who  think  that  the  national 
honour  is  concerned,  where  it  is  concerned 
the  other  way ;  because  I  say  that  it  is  as 
much  for  the  national  honour  of  France  to 
put  down  the  Slave  Trade  as  for  the  na- 
tional honour  of  England.     It  is  as  noto- 
rious, however,  as  the   sun  at   noon-day, 
that  the  clamour  to  which  1  refer  as  having 
been  raised  in  France  has  been  raised  solely 
by  the  slave  traders  and  slave  holders — it 
is  just  a  repetition  of  the  cry  raised  some 
time  ago  in  Lisbon.     It  is  then  to  the  cla- 
mour of  such  men  as  those  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  is  about  to  give   way  ;  and 
whilst  on  the  one  hand  he  professes  the 
most  ardent  desire   for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade — refusing  to  admit  cheap 
Braailian  sugar  on  the  miserable  pretext 
that  the  Slave  Trade  might  be  encouraged 
if  he  did  soj  at  the  same  moment  he  is  cun- 
senting  to  a  negotiation  which,  if  he  per- 
seTeres  in  his  object*  is  negotiating  to  sur- 
render that  Treaty  which  is  the  foundation 
of  all  our  measures  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade.     I  »ay,  therefore,  that  I 
will  not  wait  for  the  Documents,  because  I 
have  knowledge  enough  of  the  facts  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  the  matter.  If,  indeed,  the 
Papers  shall  show  that  in  consenting  to  this 
negotiation  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  dealt 
fturly  and  candidly  with   the  Government 
of  France,  and  has  told  it  explicitly  that  he 
will  not  give  up  theRight  of  Search,  because 
he  knows  that  nothing  can  be  done  for  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  without  it, 
the  cHse  would  be  different.  It  may  be  said, 
in   answer  to  this,  that  the  French  will 
emancipate  their  Negroes ;  but  even  were 
they  to  do  so,  it  would  be  no  equivalent  for 
the  Slave  Trade,  which  would  still  con- 
tinue in  Cuba  and  the  Brazils ;  nor  would 
such  an  act  affect  the  amount  of  that  trade. 
The  truth  is  that  there  is  but  a  very  limited 
Slave    Trade     in    the    French    colonies. 
This  is«  however,  I  do  say,  a  question  for 
the  Government  of  France  to  decide  upon, 
and  not  one  which  it  at  all  concerns  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  to  trouble  itself  with. 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  not  fitting  for  us  to 
drive  the  French  Government  into  such  a 
(»>urse  as  has  been  contemplated  by  giving 
up  measures  so  extensive  and  well  organized, 
as  well  as  so  necessary  for  properly  carrying 
into  effect  the  most  anxious  wishes  of  the 
Parliament  and  people  of  this  country,  ex- 
pressed over  and  over  again  in  resolutions. 
and  in  addresses  to  this  House  (which  were, 
however,  certainly  open  to  the  objections 


made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  one 
which  I  brought  forward  last  year)  on  the 
subject  of  the  Slave  Trade.  Why  there 
would,  on  examination  of  the  Journals  of 
the  House,  appear  continual  addresses, 
praying  the  Crown  to  institute  measures 
with  such  and  such  provisions  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade.  In  fact,  there 
is  no  question  whatever,  on  which  the  Par- 
liament and  the  nation  have  expressed  their 
opinion  so  frequently,  so  unanimously,  and 
so  strongly,  as  upon  the  necessity  of  the 
English  Government  exerting  all  its  in- 
fluence to  put  down  the  Slave  Trade.  As 
to  myself,  I  can  certainly  have  no  possible 
objection  to  the  course  which  I  have  so  much 
reason  to  fear  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment will  take  upon  this  question ;  because, 
if  I  wished  to  found  any  great  distinction 
between  the  principles  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  those  of  the  late  Adminis- 
tration, to  which  I  had  the  honour  of  be- 
longing, or  were  desirous  of  finding  some 
marked  difference  between  the  two,  it 
would  be,  that  I  should  be  able  to  say  that 
our  Government  had  concluded  the  Treaties 
of  1831  and  1833,  and  had  engaged  in  ne- 
gotiations respecting  a  further  measure  in 
1841,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  present 
Ministers  had  refused  to  ratify  the  latter, 
and  had  lent  themselves  to  a  negotiation  fur 
the  purpose  of  cancelling  the  former  Treaty  • 
I  would,  or  could,  wish  for  no  fairer  or 
better  distinction  to  mark  the  spirit  and 
the  principles  of  action  of  the  two  different 
Governments.  I  hope,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  does  not  mean  to  give 
us  the  opportunity  of  making  the  former 
boast,  and  that  the  negotiation  of  1841  may 
not  be  allowed  to  fall  to  the  ground.  I 
shall  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
lengthened  remarks,  hut  I  cannot  sit  down 
without  declaring  that  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  the  state  of  the  naval  force  of  this 
country  is  attracting  the  attention  of  Go- 
vernment, and  that  steps  are  being  taken 
for  its  greater  efficiency,  though  there  had 
been  a  period  when  there  was  a  more  im- 
mediate necessity  for  using  it,  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  think  it 
expedient  to  embarrass  the  pending  negoti- 
ations perhaps  with  that  very  prudent  con- 
viction. However,  better  late  than  never. 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  subject  has  at- 
tracted the  proper  attention  of  Govern- 
ment, and  I  can  assure  them  that  I  will 
give  them  the  most  cordial  support  in  their 
efforts  to  improve  and  maintain  this  portion 
of  the  public  service  of  the  country,  so  ne- 
cessary to  her  welfare,  peace, and  prosperity. 
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discussion  will  be  postponed  for  a  much 
longer  period  than  th^  House  would  like 
to  wait.  [Sir  R.  Peel:  Til  make  amends 
by  giving  you  the  Right  of  Search  Papers 
to-morrow.] — ^Very  well ;  but  I  should 
like  the  Negroes  too.  I  think,  however^  if 
the  Commission  be  appointed  to  examine 
whether  any  other  measures  can  be  devised 
better  than  a  mutual  Right  of  Search  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade^  that 
the  question  is  so  clear  that  I  may  just  as 
well  be  answered  at  once  without  a  Com- 
mission at  all — because  there  is  no  man 
who  has  the  least  common  sense,  but 
must  know  that  without  the  Right  of  Search 
nothing  effectual  can  be  done  to  suppress 
the  iniquitous  traffic  in  slaves.  To  inquire 
for  measures  as  a  substitute  for  the  Right 
of  Search  would  be  a  mere  farce,  and  one 
to  the  enactment  of  which  I  should  be 
sorry  to  see  two  such  eminent  men  as  the 
Commissioners  lend  their  talents.  If  they 
are  advised  to  recommend  some  measures  in 
addition  to  the  Right  of  Search,  that  might 
really  be  an  inquiry  productive  of  some  ad- 
vantage ;  but  when  I  hear  what  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment said  this  evening,  and  when  I  re- 
member the  course  pursued  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  Slave  Treaty  of 
1841,  I  am  afraid  that  they  are  not  in 
search  of  additional  measures,  but  of  some, 
thing  which  shall,  in  their  opinion,  be  a 
pretence  for  abandoning  the  Right  of 
Search ;  and  we  are  thus,  out  of  compli- 
ment to  the  French  Government,  about  to 
sacrifice  the  great  and  important  principles 
to  preserve  which  the  British  Parliament, 
and  every  Government  but  this,  has  not 
only  professed  a  desire,  but  has  shown  by 
its  conduct  that  such  was  its  most  anxious 
wish.  I  repeat,  that  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission to  inquire  whether  the  Right  of 
Search  is  essential  for  the  Suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  is  just  about  as  rational 
as  appointing  a  Commission  to  inquire 
whether  two  and  two  make  four,  or  whe- 
ther they  can  make  anything  else.  It  is  a 
perfectly  self-evident  proposition — no  one 
can  doubt  it — that,  unless  you  have  a  mari- 
time police,  it  is  impossible,  absolutely  and 
physically  impossible,  to  put  down  the 
Slave  Trade.  I  know  that  some  projects 
have  been  spoken  of  as  substitutes  for  it ; 
that  we  could  have,  for  example,  a  foreign 
naval  officer  to  cruize  in  our  cruizers,  and 
that  there  should  be  a  British  officer  on 
board  every  French  cruizer;  and  then, 
I  suppose,  if  it  is  to  be  done  for  one  Power 
it    must  be  for  another,  and   then    there 


would  be  perfect  Httle  Noah*s  Arks  sailing 
about;  naval  officers  by  pairs  in  these 
Slave  Trade  cruizers!  The  idea  is  per- 
fectly absurd,  and  any  man  who  intends 
seriously  to  propose  such  measures  as  that 
means  nothing  less  than  to  get  rid  of  the 
Treaty  altogether,  and  to  render  it  per- 
fectly inefficient.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  says,  "  But  you  must  consider, 
Gentlemen,  that  when  the  Treaty  becomes 
odious  to  a  country,  the  subordinate  offi- 
cers of  a  Government  will  not  execute  it 
with  the  alacrity  and  zeal  that  they  did 
before^  and  it  becomes  useless."  But. the 
right  hon.  Baronet  forgets  that  the  value 
of  this  Treaty  does  not  depend  upon  the 
alacrity,  the  zeal  and  ability  of  French 
subordinate  officers  at  all,  but  upon  our 
own  officers;  and  whatever  may  have 
been  the  disposition  of  any  foreign  coun- 
try to  assist  you  in  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  I  do  fear  that  nothing  effec- 
tual has  been  done  towards  its  accomplish- 
ment by  the  naval  force  of  any  country, 
except  that  of  Great  Britain.  But  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  leads 
simply  to  this, — that  whatever  Treaty  you 
may  have  made,  the  moment  the  country 
you  have  made  it  with  becomes  dissatisfied, 
you  are  to  give  it  up,  and  to  say,  **  Oh, 
surely,  if  you  don't  like  it.  you  may  take 
it  back."  Why,  what  would  become  of  the 
settlement  of  Europe  by  the  Treaties  of 
1815?  The  moment  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  yielded  this  Treaty,  on  account  of 
the  violent  articles  in  the  French  news- 
papers, they  would  play  you  the  same  game 
again,  only  with  much  more  force  and 
spirit,  because  then  they  might  have  more 
important  interests  to  serve.  In  this  case 
you  have  no  interests  of  your  own  to  serve 
in  maintaining  the  Treaty — none,  except 
that  you  regard  it  as  the  necessary  means  of 
putting  down  the  Slave  Trade.  Your 
cause  is  none  other  than  that  of  humanity 
and  generosity ;  you  have  a  right,  there- 
fore, to  stand  on  the  Treaty,  and  I  say,  if 
the  Government  had  known  its  dutv,  that 
it  would  have  done  so,  and  would  have  said 
to  France,  "  We  will  enter  into  no  ne- 
gotiations with  you  upon  the  subject  un- 
less we  contemplate  the  substitution  of 
some  measurc^for  the  Right  of  Search.  Wa 
contemplate  no  such  substitution,  and  we 
should  only  mislead  you  if  we  held  a  sham 
negotiation  with  you  to  enable  the  Minister 
of  the  day  in  Paris  to  answer  an  Opposi- 
tion Speech."  That  is  the  real  state  of  the 
caf^e.  But  more  than  that,  because  whence 
arises  the  clamour  in  France  for  the  aban- 
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when  be  declared  tbat  its  plain  meaning 
wa5,  *'  ft  18  not  the  establishment  of  May- 
nooth  or  tbe  foundation  of  colleges  for 
general  education  that  we  require — we 
make  it  a  point  of  honour" — and  then  the 
right  hon.  Member  had  laid  an  emphatic 
stress  upon  the  words  and  repeated  them  — 
*'  we  make  it  a  point  of  honour,  that  the 
University  of  Dublin  shall  he  open  to  us." 
Now,  if  that  were  a  correct  interpretation, 
if  ftuch  were  indeed  the  case,  he  called 
upon  those  Gentlemen  who  were  prepared 
to  go  on  in  the  work  of  concession,  but  not 
to  the  full  extent  of  the  hon.  Member, — 
he  called  upon  them  earnestly  to  pause,  ere 
it  was  too  late,  and  not  to  concede  prin- 
ciples, when  they  were'  distinctly  and  au- 
thoritatively fold  that  they  would  not 
}{ufiice  to  pacify  those  whom  their  demoli. 
ti*in  was  intended  to  conciliate.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said,  that  "  the  honour  and 
interest  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
were  nearly  the  same  on  that  point,"  and 
in  that  sense  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  did  admit 
that  it  was  so ;  but  it  was  not  to  be  inferred 
from  that,  that  to  follow  interest  was  to 
follow  honour.  He  could  imagine  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  might  not  at  once  be 
prepared  to  agree  with  him,  and  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  he  was  inconsistent 
with  regard  to  declarations  made  fifteen  or 
sixteen  years  ago.  He  did  not  accuse  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  of  having 
sixteen  years  ago  made  any  declaration 
with  whicli  his  present  conduct  was  incon- 
sistent ;  but  it  might  be  in  tbe  recollection 
of  many — ^indeed,  he  had  no  doubt  it  was 
well  remembered  and  painfully  engraven 
on  the  memories  of  many  for  as  long  as 
they  might  live — that  there  had  been  en- 
gagements and  declarations  made  by  eccle- 
siastics of  the  highest  character,  and  laymen 
of  rank,  station,  and  influenue,  with  which 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
entirely  inconsistent  when  he  rose  and 
demanded  a  share  in  the  emoluments  and 
endowments  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland.  One  of  the  Members  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  had  told  the  hon. 
Member  that  tbe  establishments  and  en- 
dowments of  that  University  were  in  im- 
mediate connexion  with  the  Protestant 
Church.  If  the  hon.  Member  could  dis- 
prove that  assertion,  he  had  a  right  to 
demand  that  the  endowments  should  be 
thrown  open,  but  not  until  he  did  so.  If 
the  University  of  Dublin  were  founded  to 
maintain  and  foster  the  Protestant  religion 
as  it  had  existed,  and  did  exist  at  present, 
and  if  the  right  hun.  Member  declared  that 


nothing  that  Government  might  propose 
or  execute,  could  satisfy  him  but  the  sur- 
render of  its  emoluments  and  offices  to 
Roman  Catholics,  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  warned 
the  Government  not  to  be  led  into  making 
fruitless  concessions,  and  called  on  them  to 
take  a  proper  lesson  from  that  declaration. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  after  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down, 
he  felt  it  would  be  hardly  fair,  either  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  or  to  the  coun- 
try, if  the  sole  impression  left  on  the  public 
mind  as  to  the  light  in  which  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  propose  in- 
creased assistance  from  the  public  funds  to 
the  College  of  Maynooth,  was  viewed 
by  their  habitual  supporters,  were  to  be 
derived  from  the  speech  which  they  had 
just  heard  from  his  hon.  Friend,  and  from 
that  of  his  hon.  Friend  th^  Member  for 
Kent.  He  thought  it  his  duty,  therefore, 
to  rise  at  once,  and  state  that  he,  for  one, 
was  not  prepared  to  join  with  them  in  their 
opposition  to  such  a  proposition.  He  could 
not  but  consider  that  establishment  to  be 
placed  in  a  peculiar  position.  He  could 
not  but  regard  it  as  an  inheritance  which 
they  had  received  from  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, and  as  such,  if  on  no  other  grounds, 
entitled  to  their  support :  and  this  not  only 
according  to  the  letter,  but  the  spirit  oif 
the  engagement.  The  principle  had  been 
fully  conceded,  and  it  was  their  duty  to 
carry  it  out  in  such  a  manner  as  would 
have  tbe  best  chance  of  conciliating  the 
population  for  whose  benefit  it  was  in- 
tended^  and  of  raising  a  theological  univer- 
sity fitted  by  its  magnitude  to  take  its  place 
among  the  Roman  Catholic  Universities  of 
Europe,  and  in  pn}portion  to  the  great 
population  for  whose  religious  wants  it 
was  intended  to  provide.  In  rising,  he 
had  intended  merely  to  enter  his  protest 
against  the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend;  but 
he  would  take  that  opportunity  of  for  a 
moment  vindicating  the  measures  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  from  the  sweeping 
condemnation  that  had  been  heaped  upon 
them  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
PuUnerston).  He  alluded  to  the  questions 
that  had  arisen  between  France  and  this 
country.  In  regard  to  Tahiti,  the  result 
was  that  which  had  satisfied  the  wishes  of 
all  sober  and  considerate  men  on  all  sides 
of  the  House,  and  he,  therefore,  would  not 
enter  into  the  details  of  the  policy  which 
had  led  to  that  result — nor  could  he  re- 
cognize in  the  noble  Lord  the  best  coun- 
sellor for  such  an  object — he  could  not 
forget,  in  him,  the  man  whose  rashness  had 
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stirred  up  in  the  mind  of  France  feelings 
of  embittered  hotttility  and  jealouny  against 
this  country,  which  had  long  appeared  to 
have  been  laid  to  sleep  ;  feelings,  which  it 
had  since  required  all  the  exertions  of  the 
sagest  counsellors  on  both  sides  of  the 
water,  for  the  last  four  years,  to  allay. 
With  regard  to  the  Right  of  Search, 
he  believed  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
any  man  who  had  looked  into  the  practical 
working  of  that  question,  as  they  had 
been  obliged  to  do  on  the  West  African 
Committee,  not  to  feel  that  it  was  one 
which  must  create  much  dissatisfaction  and 
ill  feeling.  If  it  were  possible  for  them  to 
adopt  any  other  mode  of  putting  an  end  to 
the  Slave  Trade  along  the  western  coast  of 
Africa  equally  efficacious,  it  was  clearly 
their  duty  and  their  interest  to  carry  it 
into  operation.  The  Right  of  Search 
was,  of  necesMty,  an  annoyance  to  the 
parties  affected  by  it,  and  it  was  also  a 
great  obstruction  to  commerce.  It  was 
often  enforced  under  circumstances  of 
great  irritation.  Those  who  were  stopped 
on  the  high  seas,  were  in  ffeneral  not  likely 
to  be  m  the  best  possible  humour  with 
those  who  detained  them.  They  were  sub- 
jected to  much  irritation  from  the  effects 
of  the  climate  upon  their  tempers.  The 
obstruction  to  commerce  was  inevitable,  and 
much  greater  than  it  used  to  be.  Origi- 
nally it  was  confined  to  the  search  for 
slaves-— a  point  soon* and  easily  ascertained. 
It  is  now  extended  to  the  search  for 
papers,  to  the  search  for  casks,  fur  rice, 
and  for  a  number  of  other  things  that 
may  be  the  subject  of  lawful  commerce, 
as  well  as  necessary  to  the  trade  in  slaves  ; 
but  the  existence  of  which,  or  the  object  of 
which,  could  only  be  ascertained  by  pro- 
tracted and  very  vexatious  examina- 
tions. If  any  Gentleman  would  take  the 
trouble  of  lookins  into  the  minute  details 
of  the  subject,  he  would  find  that  there 
were  many  points  of  this  nature  that 
might  not  at  first  strike  the  eye,  and  yet 
must  evidently,  in  practice,  produce,  and 
were  found  to  produce  irritation  between 
the  Power  exercising  the  Right  of  Search 
and  the  Powers  subjected  to  it,  no  matter 
whether  that  irritation  were  well  founded, 
or  the  contrarv.  He  would  therefore, 
say  that  it  was  most  desirable  to  adopt, 
if  such  could  be  found,  some  other  means 
that  would  be  equally  efficacious  in  pre- 
venting the  Slave  Trade,  and  at  the  same 
time  les^  obnoxious,  and  le>s  liable  to  pro- 
duce complaints.  To  whom  could  such  an 
investigation  be  committed  so  fitly  as  to 


the  two  individuals  who  had  been  appointed, 
— men  not  only  prominent,  but  pre-eminent 
in  their  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  in 
their  seal  to  carry  out  the  objert?  He 
thought  that  he  was,  therefore,  justified 
in  denying  the  correctness  of  the  noble 
Lord's  description  of  that  Commission,  aa 
a  mock  Commission.  Such  a  dedgnatioa 
was  calculated  to  create  impressions  re- 
specting it  totally  unfounded,  and  unwor- 
thy equally  of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the 
distinguished  persons  who  were  to  act  upoo 
it.  He  confessed  he  regarded  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  inquiry  with  peculiar  interest. 
It  was  impossible  to  reflect  upon  the  in- 
conveniences arising  from  the  Right  of 
Search,  both  in  detail,  and  in  the  general 
principle,  and  on  the  general  ill-will  which 
it  excited  against  thb  country,  as  pretend- 
ing to  exercise  a  kind  of  high  police  on  the 
great  seas,  which  she  turned  to  her  own 
purposes,  or  the  persons  by  whom  and  on 
whom  the  right  was  to  be  exercised,  and 
under  what  circumstances,  without  feel- 
ing it  to  be  most  desirable  that  some  other 
arrangement  could  be  substituted  for  it; 
and  with  two  such  men  as  M.  de  Brug- 
Ho  and  Dr.  Lushington — with  men  of  their 
honesty  and  sagacity,  who  had  both  evinced 
so  warm  an  interest  at  all  times  in  the 
subject,  and  possessed  so  thorough  know- 
ledge of  it — it  u  as  to  be  hoped  that,  while 
the  great  object  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
Slave  Trade  was  kept  closely  in  view, 
some  means  might  be  discovered  that  would 
remove  the  present  liability  of  England  to 
be,  at  any  moment,  forced  into  a  state  not 
merely  of  irritation,  but,  very  piMaiUy,  of 
open  war  with  the  most  important  and 
considerable  of  the  maritime  powers  of 
Europe.  He  did  not  wuh  to  enter  into 
the  other  topics  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech, 
which  had  already  formed  the  subject  of 
discussion ;  but  he  could  confirm  the  state- 
ments in  regard  to  the  general  condition  of 
the  count rv,  and  to  the  state  of  the  credit 
and  commerce  of  the  Empire,  which  had 
been  so  ably  dwelt  upon  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  seconded  the  Address ;  and 
he  might  be  permitted  to  add  that,  if  we 
could  look  forward  to  the  continuance  of 
that  prosperity,  with  somewhat  more  of 
hope  and  confidence  than  usual  on  such 
occasions,  it  was  to  a  considerable  extent 
due  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministen.  The 
measures  affecting  the  drculatinn,  which 
had  passed  laat  i$Mion,  were  of  the  highest 
importance  for  that  olject.  They  had  at 
least  given  some  check  to  that  facility  fi>r 
the  creation  of  artificial  or  fictitious  capital 
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which  usually  accompanies  such  seasons  of 
prosperity,  and  prepares  the  way  for  the 
most  frightful  reverses;  and  he  therefore 
thought  that,  if  a  portion  of  the  present 
prosperity  arose  from  causes  to  which  other 
Governments  as  well  as  the  present  might 
have  contributed,  or  from  other  causes  in 
which  they  had  no  share.  Her  Majesty's 
present  advisers  were  justified  in  feeling 
that  they  were  entitled  to  the  merit  of 
rendering  that  prosperity  permanent,  or  at 
least  of  having  passed  measures  that  were 
most  likely  to  secure  that  object  He  cer- 
tainly could  not  but  feel  gratified  at  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
continue  the  principle  of  the  Income  Tax, 
whether  under  some  modification  or  other- 
wise he  would  nr4  say^  as  by  so  doing 
they  would  be  enabled  to  relieve  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  and  to  lessen  other 
taxes  pressing  upon  the  great  mass  of  the 
population  ;  and  he  believed  nothing  would 
he  more  beneficial  to  the  permanent  inte- 
re>ns  of  the  people,  or  would  more  receive 
their  approbation. 

Viscount  Howick  said:  I  cannot  avoid 
taking  advantage  of  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  my  concurrence  in  what  has 
faUen  from  my  noble  Friend  as  to  the  evils 
and  the  practical  difiiculties  to  which  the 
Right  of  Search  question  is  calculated  to 
give  rise.  I  cannot,  however,  say  that  I 
am  altogether  very  sanguine  as  to  the 
possibility  of  exercising  the  policy  under 
which  we  have  hitherto  acted,  in  our  en- 
deavours to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade  by 
force,  without  its  aid  ;  but  I  do  think  that 
the  time  is  come  when  the  House  and  the 
Government  ought  seriously  to  consider 
whether  that  policy  is  a  wise  one  or  not. 
I  know  I  am  expressing  an  opinion  which 
is  very  unpopular  in  this  House,  ami  in 
the  country  at  large.  I  know  that  both 
my  noble  Friends  near  me  (Lord  Palmer- 
ston)  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  have  consi- 
dered the  question  as  one  on  which  no 
diseussion  should  take  place ;  but  that  this 
country  ought  to  persevere  in  the  policy 
which  it  has  heretofore  followed  in  endea- 
vouring to  put  down  the  Slave  Trade. 
Kow,  there  is  no  man  in  this  House  more 
anxious  than  I  am  to  do  everything  that  is 
possible,  and  that  is  practically  useful, 
for  the  suppression  of  that  most  nefarious 
tra£Bc ;  but  at  the  same  time,  while  I  en- 
tertain this  feeling  in  common  with  so 
many  Gentlemen  whom  I  see  around  me,  I 
cannot  help  pointing  out  to  myself  what 
the  fruits  have  been  of  all  our  efforts  for 
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the  past  thirty  years  in  that  desirable  ob- 
ject. We  have  now  been  persevering  in 
our  effiirts  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  for  thirty  years.  During  that  long 
period  we  have  been  endeavouring  to  keep 
the  police  of  the  seas,  and  to  prevent  the 
traffic  in  slaves  from  the  African  coasts,  and 
yet  what  has  been  the  result  ?  I  have  myself 
been  as  warm  an  advocate  for  all  that  has 
been  done  as  any  Gentleman  in  this  House ; 
but  1  cannot  hide  from  myself*  what  is 
now  universally  admitted,  that  the  result 
of  all  our  efibrts  amounts  to  this — ^namely, 
to  the  expenditure  of  millions  of  pounds 
sterling ;  and,  what  is  far  more  important, 
to  the  deistruction  of  thousands  of  human 
lives — for  our  seamen  have  been  sacrificed 
in  thousands  in  those  unhealthy  climates — 
and  after  all  these  sacrifices,  we  have  not 
only  failed  in  accomplishing  our  object, 
but  we  have  actually  added  to  the  Slave 
Trade,  instead  of  diminishing  it  We  are 
all  aware  of  the  contents  of  a  work  which 
has  been  published  within  the  last  year, 
from  the  pen  of  a  chaplain  on  board  one  of 
the  vessels  employed  on  the  African  coast. 
In  it  the  ruinous  consequences  of  this  po- 
licy, which  we  have  been  so  long  follow- 
ing, are  forcibly  pointed  out,  while  it  has 
not,  in  the  author's  opinion,  in  any  degree 
diminished  the  extent  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
but  has,  on  the  contrary,  great)}  aggravated 
its  horrors.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
do  think  that  we  ought  seriously  to  con- 
sider whether  this  is  a  policy  in  which  we 
ought  seriously  to  persevere.  I  recollect 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  promised 
last  year  to  bring  forward  a  more  effec- 
tual measure  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  than 
that  at  present  in  operation,  and  one 
which  would  receive  more  concurrence 
from  Foreign  Powers.  I  do  not  here  object 
to  a  cry  being  raised  about  such  plans, 
provided  there  be  a  rational  hope  of  their 
success;  but  I  confess  that,  for  my  own 
part,  I  have  the  greatest  doubt  of  the  pro- 
bability of  their  being  successful.  As  long 
as  the  Governments  of  those  other  countries 
do  not  seriously  endeavour  to  support  our 
efforts,  I  do  not  think  we  ever  can  succeed. 
Whilst  the  feeling  with  regard  to  this 
country  on  the  question  of  the  Slave  Trade 
which  exists  at  present  in  other  kingdoms 
is  continued,  I  am  convinced  that  all  your 
efforts  must  be  unsuccessful  and  fruitless, 
and  that  the  Slave  Trade  will  continue  to 
be  carried  on  as  we  know  it  to  have  been 
hitherto.  I  consider  it  utterly  impossible 
that,  by  any  degree  of  activity  on  the  part 
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of  our  slave  cruisers,  a  smuggling  trade  of 
that  kindy  extending  for  thousands  of  miles 
along  the  whole  coast  of  a  great  continent, 
can  be  suppressed;  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  more  success  would  be  likely 
to  follow  from  a  different  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding. 1  do  believe  that  were  we  no 
longer  to  take  on  ourseWes  to  keep  the 
police  of  the  seas — were  we  to  leave  to 
every  nation  the  task  of  suppressing  the 
dave  traffic  among  their  own  subjects — that 
even  the  shame  of  appearing  inactive  in 
such  a  cause  before  the  whole  civilised 
world»  independently  of  their  own  interests, 
would  be  sufficient  to  induce  them  to  in- 
terfere effectually,  when  the  cause  of  all 
animosity  against  us  would  be  removed. 
Both  Brusil  and  Cuba,  the  two  countries 
in  which  the  Slave  Trade  is  now  priuci})ally 
carried  on,  could  easily  suppress  the  Slave 
Trade  among  their  subjects,  if  their  re- 
spective Governments  were  really  desirous 
of  suppressing  it.  We  know  that  in  our  own 
colonies  we  ft>und  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  preventing  the  introduction  of  a  single 
slave  as  soon  as  we  had  decided  on  sup- 
pressing the  Slave  Trade ;  and  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  two  countries  1  ha^  e  mentioned 
could  undoubtedly  succeed  with  equal  faci- 
lity in  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade  among 
their  subjects,  should  they  wish  to  do  so, 
while  we  should,  with  equal  certainty,  be 
sure  to  fail  in  the  attempt  Again,  locking 
to  the  danger  to  which  these  two  countries 
would  expose  themselves,  if  they  left  the 
Slave  Trade  without  any  alteration,  after 
we  had  ceased  to  interfere  in  its  suppression ; 
it  is  evident  that  they  would  soon  find  it  to 
be  their  interest  to  alter  their  policy.  For 
instance,  Brasil  is  very  differently  circum- 
stanced from  our  colonieSf  which  had  a 
powerful  mother-country  to  fall  back  upon 
in  case  of  an  insurrection  among  the  black 
population.  She  has  no  other  country  to 
call  upon  for  aid,  and  we  know  that  already 
the  disproportion  between  the  numerical 
strength  of  the  black  population  there,  and 
the  whites  by  whom  ther  are  controlled,  is 
exciting  the  serious  apprehensions  of  well- 
disposed  persons  in  that  country.  If  there 
were  no  longer  the  apprehension  of  any  in- 
solent interference  from  this  country  arising 
from  the  Right  of  Search,  I  have  no  doubt 
but  that  mensures  would  at  once  be  taken 
by  the  Brazilian  Government  Uiputa  final 
stop  to  the  slave  traffic.  The  same  motives 
would  induce  the  Government  of  Cuba  to 
interfere  in  a  similar  manner.  Again,  with 
regard  to  France,  1  feel  that  there  is 
much  in  what  has  been  said  by  the  right 


bon.  Banmet  opposite  of  the  inefficacy  of 
all  these  Treaties,  unless  they  are  cordiallj 
entered  into  by  other  countries.  No  man 
can  expect,  after  all  that  we  have  witnessed 
during  the  last  two  years,  any  cordial  co- 
operation in  carrying  out  the  present  system 
from  the  French  people  or  the  French  na- 
tion I  but  if  we  no  longer  sought  to  inter- 
fere as  we  now  do,  and  I  think  we  ought 
not  lo  interfere  unless  it  can  be  shown  that 
we  are  likely  to  succeed,  a  different  feeling 
would  soon,  no  doubt,  be  witnessed  across 
the  channel*  In  the  debates  on  the  Slave 
Trade  the  whole  argument  of  its  sup. 
pdrters  was,  "  What  use  is  there  in  our 

firing  it  up  while  others  carry  it  on  ?" 
uch  an  argument  ought  not,  of  course,  to 
have  been  Hstened  to  for  a  moment ;  but 
the  same  line  of  reason  cannot  be  applicable 
to  the  present  question.  With  respect  to 
keeping  the  police  of  the  sea,  I  consider  that 
we  have  no  right  whatever  to  exercise  such 
a  duty,  unless  it  can  be  shown  tliat  we  are 
promoting  the  interests  of  humanity  by  it. 
I  think  there  are  strong  grounds  for  al- 
tering our  present  policy,  and  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  persevere  in  the  course 
which  we  have  hitherto  pursued,  they  will, 
1  have  no  doubt,  at  no  distant  period,  look 
into  the  effects  of  their  measures ;  and  if, 
as  I  fear  will  be  the  case,  they  find  that 
they  have  not  succeeded,  and  cannot  suc- 
ceed, in  putting  an  end  to  the  Slave  Trade 
by  such  means,  I  do  hope  they  will  have 
the  manliness  to  come  forward,  and,  how« 
ever  unfortunate  the  fact  may  be,  boldly 
state  in  the  face  of  the  country,  that  they 
have  failed,  and  recommend  the  discon- 
tinuance of  a  course  of  policy  that  has  been 
tried  to  the  utmoi*t«  When  we  consider^ 
in  addition  to  all  this,  the  sacrifice  of  money, 
and,  what  is  infinitely  more  important,  of 
life,  which  the  present  system  has  cost— 
when  we  consider  the  dancer  to  which  iu 
continuance  subjects  us«  of  a  collision  be- 
tween ourselves  and  our  neiehbours,  and 
the  calamity  which  such  a  collision  would 
bring,  not  merely  on  us,  but  on  the  whole 
civilised  world— -we  ought  seriously  to  con- 
sider whether  we  act  wisely  in  adhering  to 
this  syjttem. 

m 

Motion  for  an  Address  agreed  to.   Com- 
mittee to  propose  the  Address  appointed. 
Adjourned  at  eleven  o'clock. 
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Sessional  Orders — 


Pktitioms  Hrbsentrd.  From  Edward  Phillips,  and  Me- 
dical Profeauon  of  County  of  Suffolk*  against  throwing 
open  the  Practice  of  Medicine.  —  From  fiirmingham 
Anti-Slavery  Society,  for  abandoning  all  attempts  to  sup- 
preu  Slavery  by  means  of  Armed  Cruizcrs.  for  the  Abo- 
lition of  Slavery,  and  against  the  importation  of  Natives 
of  British  India  into  West  India  Colonies. — From  Fes- 
tin  iog,  for  discouragement  of  Intemperance. — By  Mr. 
Wallace,  fhmi  Glasgow,  and  other  places  in  Scotland,  for 
the  Extension  of  the  provuions  of  the  Factory  Act.— 
From  Provost  of  Montrose,  for  alteration  of  Law  relating 
to  Prisons  (Scotland). 

Rail. WAT  Rbforu.^  Mr*  Wallace  had 
a  question,  of  which  he  had  last  ni^ht 
given  notice,  to  ask  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  with  reference  to 
the  Railway  Companies  who  had,  and 
those  who  had  not,  complied  with  that 
enactment  of  the  Railway  Act  passed  last 
Session,  which  provided  for  the  efficient 
shelter  from  the  weather  of  third-class  pas- 
sengers. He  saw  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, late  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  opposite.  Perhaps,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  answer  the  question.  He  would 
rather  have  the  information  from  his  mouth 
than  from  an  official  return. 

Mr.  Gladstone  (who  spoke  from  one  of 
the  front  Benches,  half  way  between  the 
Treasury  Bench  and  the  Bar)  replied,  that 
as  the  question  applied  to  a  provision  of 
law  which  took  effect  some  months  ago, 
he  could  have  no  difficulty  in  answering  it. 
The  Ruilway  Companies  which  came  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
with  reference  to  third-class  trains  at  IcL 
a  mile,  comprising  nearly  all  the  Railway 
Companies  in  the  country,  had  nearly  all 
complied  with  the  provision  of  the  Act  in 
question.  The  complaints  on  the  suhject 
had  been  exceedingly  few,  and  he  believed 
that  the  public  were,  in  general,  satisfied 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  Companies 
had  met  the  enactment  of  the  law.  Indeed, 
the  Railway  Companies,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  had  made  every  effort  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  Parliament,  and  fulfil  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act.  He  need  not  trouble  the 
House  by  reciting  the  names  of  the  Com- 
panies who  had  complied,  as  they  comprised 
almost  all  the  Railways  in  the  country. 
The  Board  of  Trade  had  not  thought  it 
necessary  to  insist  upon  the  adoption  of  any 
one  particular  model  fur  the  carriages  to 
form  these  cheap  trains,  but  they  did  re- 
quire that  in  all' cases  the  enactments  of 
the  law  should  be  complied  with  as  to  seats, 
and  likewise  that  real  and  effective  protec- 
tion from  the  weather  should  be  supplied, 
such  protection  being  understood  to  be  af- 
forded when  the  carriages  were  capable  of 
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being  entirely  closed,  without  preventing 
the  admission  of  light  and  air.  The  House 
would  be  glad  to  hear  that  the  purpose 
which  it  had  in  view,  in  passing  the  enact- 
ment in  question,  had  been  fully  attained, 
and  a  great  accommodation  had  been  af- 
forded to  persons  of  the  humbler  classes, 
when  formerly  the  accommodation  they 
could  command  was  very  limited.  He  held 
in  his  hand  the  report  of  a  meeting  of  the 
Grand  Junction  Railway  Company,  and  he 
found  the  chairman,  in  his  speech,  observ- 
ing that  he  felt  gratified  in  being  enabled 
to  state  that  the  Government  measure 
of  last  Session  as  to  cheap  trains  at  Id. 
per  mile  had,  upon  the  Grand  Junction 
line,  without  mateiially  injuring  the  re- 
ceipts, been  the  means  of  conveying  2,500 
persons  per  week  of  those  classes  who 
could  not  afford  to  pay  the  fares  formerly 
charged.  On  the  London  and  Birming- 
ham Railway,  also,  within  the  last  quarter, 
since  the  cheap  trains  had  commenced  run- 
ning, they  had  carried  48,395  persons, 
making  a  probable  average  of  193,000  per- 
sons per  year.  The  number  of  third-class 
passen^'ers  formerly  carried,  averaging  no 
more  than  65,000  per  annum,  thus  show- 
ing that  the  number  had  been  nearly 
trebled. — Suhject  at  an  end. 


Sessional  Orders — Interference  op 
Peers.]]  Mr.  Young  moved  the  usual 
Sessional  Orders. 

Mr.  Williams  observed  that  he  had  this 
time  last  year  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  strange  and  anomalous  state 
of  the  Sessional  Orders.  One  of  them 
stated  that 

"  No  Peer  of  this  realm,  except  such  Peers 
of  Ireland  as  shall,  for  the  time  oeing,  be  ac- 
tually elected,  and  shall  not  have  declined  to 
serve  for  any  county,  city,  or  borough  of 
Great  Britain,  hath  any  right  to  give  his  vote 
in  the  election  of  any  Member  to  serve  in 
Parliament." 

Now  he  wanted  to  know  what  there 
was  in  the  statute  law  to  exclude  a  Peer 
from  voting  for  the  election  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  ?  In  fact,  a  large  portion  of 
the  Members  of  this  House  were  elected 
by  direct  influence  of  Peers  of  the  realm, 
in  direct  contravention  of  this  Order.  How 
could  they  enforce  this  Standing  Order? 
What  was  their  power  ?  What  were  their 
means  of  enforcing  it  ?  They  had  no  such 
power — no  such  means.  What,  then,  was 
the  use  of  keeping  up  these  mere  show 
regulations,  which  every  body  knew  had 
no  force  in  reality  ?  It  would  be  better  to 
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deal  plainly  and  honestly  with  the  coun- 
try, and  say  nothing  at  all  in  their  Stand- 
ing Orders  about  the  power  of  Peers  to 
vote,  only  proceeding  against  them  like 
other  individuals  if  they  were  found  guilty 
of  irregular  practices  at  elections.  He 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  take 
the  subject  into  consideration,  and  make 
the  Sessional  Orders  more  in  accordance 
with  the  real  position  of  the  House. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
not  think  the  "  Government/'  as  a  Go- 
vernment, more  interested  in  the  matter 
than  any  individual  Member  of  the  House. 
The  privileges  of  the  House  were  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  whnle  body  of  the  people,  as 
represented  in  the  House.  They  possessed 
bv  Act  of  Parliament  tribunals  for  decid- 
ing  upon  their  rights  as  Members  of  the 
House,  and  as  such  thev  had — sitting  in 
these  tribunals  — -  the  right  of  declaring 
whether  any  person,  whose  name  appeared 
upon  the  poll  books  of  an  election,  was 
really  qualified  to  vote  or  not,  and  they 
had  by  virtue  of  these  privileges  decided 
that  the  voces  of  Peers  for  Members  of 
Parliament  were  not  to  be  admitted.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  this  was 
contrary  to  the  law  of  the  land.  He  was 
no  lawyer  himself,  but  he  did  deny,  or  at 
all  events  he  entertained  most  grave  doubts 
of  the  validity  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
doctrine.  This  House  was  the  judge  of 
its  own  privileges,  and  must  act  according 
to  its  own  resolutions  and  determinations ; 
and,  independently  of  that,  he  would  take 
upon  himself  to  affirm  that  if  a  Peer  had  a 
riffht  to  vote  at  the  election  of  a  Member 
ot  Parliament,  the  House  of  Commons 
possessed  the  right  to  reject  that  vote, 
should  it  see  fit.  He  saw  no  use  for  mak- 
ing the  suggested  alteration  in  the  Ses- 
sional Orders.  They  maintained  that  it 
was  right  to  exempt  Members  being  re- 
turned from  the  influence  of  Peers  and 
persons  in  authority,  and  the  Sessional 
Order  to  this  effect  was  one  which  he  should 
be   sorry   to   see  subjected    to   alteration. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  that  he  should 
renew  the  notice  which  he  had  given  last 
Session — and  as  certainly  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  it — he  meant  his  notice  of 
moving  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
whether  in  any  county  or  borough  in  Eng- 
land having  a  right  to  send  Members  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  such  Members  were 
returned  through  the  illegal  and  unconsti- 
tutional interference  of  Peers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  stated  that  he  would  be  sorry 


if  any  alteration  were  made  in  this  Resolu- 
tion. Therefore,  nothing  would  of  course 
horrify  him  more  than  the  idea  of  any  Peer 
violating  the  Resolution.  Why,  he  knew 
well  that  there  was  not  a  single  county 
Member,  and  very  few  borough  Members, 
either  behind  him  or  before  him,  who  did 
not,  previously  to  their  election,  consult 
some  Peer  or  other  to  obtain  the  influence 
of  that  Peer,  and  did  not,  either  by  letter 
or  personal  application,  almost  by  supplica- 
tion on  their  bended  knees,  entreat  him  to 
concern  himself  in  their  election.  Nay,  he 
was  ready  to  say,  that  as  to  some  of  the 
vacancies  which  had  recently  taken  place 
in  this  House,  that  Peers  had  been  con- 
sulted and  requested  to  concern  themselves 
in  the  election  of  Members  previous  to  their 
acceptance,  on  the  part  of  the  then  Member, 
of  office.  Ay,  and  if  one  of  these  Peers  had 
not  given  his  consent  to  the  re-election  of 
one  of  these  indi\iduals,  he  ventured  to 
say,  that  we  should  now  be  deprived  of  the 
services  of  a  Secretary  for  Ireland.  But 
knowing  all  this,  in  spite  of  all  this,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up  in  his 
place,  and  with  a  solemn  face,  and  still 
more  solemn  voice,  expressed  his  wish  and 
hope  that  no  alteration  in  this  Resolution 
should  take  place.  He  would  test  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  .sincerity,  for  when 
he  moved  for  his  Committee,  he  would 
prove  to  the  House,  that  (as  he  said  before) 
scarcely  one  county  Member,  and  very  few 
borough  Members  sat  in  it,  in  whose  elec- 
tion Peers  had  not  concerned  themselves. 
How  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  say 
what  he  had  said,  and  yet  manage  to  pre- 
serve his  gravity,  was  to  him  utterly  in- 
conceivable. Why,  if  these  Resolutions 
were  to  be  put  in  force,  he  would  venture 
to  say,  that  they  would  bring  the  House  in 
contact  with  three-fourths  of  the  Peers  and 
two-thirds  of  the  bishops.  What  a  mockery 
to  pass  these  Resolutions — what  an  insult  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  country,  jfor  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  up  and  make 
such  a  grave  speech.  He  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  these  Resolutions  should 
either  be  acted  [up  to  or  abolished.  This 
was  a  matter  which  had  been  discussed 
before,  and  he  had  voted  for  these  Resolu. 
tions  being  expunged  and  against  repeating 
such  farces.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  would  rather  that  Peers  did  vote  for 
Members  of  Parliament — that  they  did 
appear  upon  the  hustings.  The  more  they 
came  in  contact  with  the  people  the  better. 
It  would  do  away  with  many  of  the  preju- 
dices which  they  laboured  under  at  present. 
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They  would  find  humble  mechanics  now 
unjustly  deprived  of  votes  —  possessing 
equal  ability  and  more  love  of  country  than 
themselves ;  and  they  would  find  men,  too, 
who  would  not  wish  or  care  about  fining 
seats  in  this  House  in  order  to  obtain  some 
dirty  star  or  garter,  or  for  the  paltry  pur- 
pose of  securing  a  peerage,  or  the  still  more 
paltry  one  of  procuring  a  baronetcy.  He 
should  have  great  pleasure  in  expunging 
the  Resolution  altogether  j  but  if  they  adop- 
ted it,  let  not  him  or  others  be  blamed  for 
holding  up  to  public  indignation  those 
Peers  and  prelates  who  concerned  them- 
selves in  elections  contrary  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  that  House. 

Mr.  Hume  had  often  appealed  to  that 
House  not  to  stultify  itself.  He  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  that  artisans  would  never 
allow  such  a  Resolution  to  disgrace  the 
proceedings  of  their  meetings.  It  was  said 
the  Minister  had  no  more  power  to  decide 
this  question  than  any  Member ;  but  the 
Minister  acted  as  fugleman  to  fifty  Mem- 
bers behind  him.  The  distinction  as  to 
Peers  should  be  kept  up  in  strictness,  or  at 
once  abandoned. 

The  Order  was  agreed  to. 

Admission  op  Stranobrs  to  the 
House.]  Mr.  Christie  said,  he  believed 
he  was  at  liberty  to  state,  that  the  Amend- 
ment he  was  about  to  propose  to  the  Order 
relative  to  the  Admission  of  Strangers,  was 
sanctioned  bv  the  Speaker.  When  he 
moved  a  similar  Amendment  last  Session, 
his  proposed  alteration  was  resisted  by  the 
right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
oecause  from  its  wording  it  had  reference 
to  other  parts  of  the  House  than  the  body 
of  the  House.  His  present  Amendment, 
however,  had  been  drawn  up  in  strict  ac- 
cordance with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  and  it  fully  met  with  the 
concurrence,  as  he  had  previously  stated,  of 
the  Speaker.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to  trouble 
the  House,  and  he  would  simply  move  the 
following  :— 

•*  That  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  attending  this 
House  do,  from  time  to  time,  take  into  his 
custody  any  Stranger  whom  he  may  see,  or 
who  may  be  reported  to  hiro  to  be,  in  any  part 
of  tlie  House  or  Gallery  appropriated  to  the 
Members  of  this  House,  and  also  any  Stranger 
who,  having  been  admitted  into  any  other  part 
of  the  House  or  Gallery,  shall  misconduct  him- 
self, or  shall  not  withdraw  when  Strangers  are 
directed  to  withdraw,  while  the  House  or  any 
Committee  of  ihe  whole  House  is  sitting,  and 
that  no  person  so  taken  into  custody  be  dis- 
charged out  of  custody  without  the  Special 


Order  of  the  House.  That  no  Member  of  this 
House  do  presume  to  bring  any  Stranger  into 
any  part  of  the  House  or  Gallery  appropriated 
to  the  Members  of  this  House  while  the  House 
or  a  Committee  of  the  whole  liouse  is  sit- 
ting. That  the  above  Resolutions  be  Standing 
Orders." 

Sir  R»  H,  Itiglis  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Speaker,  bearing  upon  the  ex- 
clusion of  strangers.  Hitherto  it  had  only 
been  necessary  for  an  hon.  Member  to  ob- 
serve that  strangers  were  present,  and  the 
Speaker  immediately  requested  their  with- 
drawal, without  the  question  being  put,  as 
in  other  instances,  to  the  Vote  of  the 
House.  Now  he  wished  to  be  informed 
whether,  looking  at  the  construction  of  one 
of  the  Sessional  Orders,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary that  the  question  should  be  decided  by 
a  majority,  and  not  absolutely  by  an  indi- 
vidual Member.  Ought  not  a  debate  and 
a  division  to  take  place  on  the  question  P 

Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  consulted  him  about 
the  Amendment,  he  told  him  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  it,  as  it  made  the  Beso- 
hition  more  in  conformity  with  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  right 
which  was  referred  to,  and  possessed  by 
individual  Members,  of  having  the  Gallery 
cleared  upon  mentioning  that  strangers 
were  present,  did  not  depend  upon  the 
Sessional  Orders.  It  was  an  inherent  right 
arising  out  of  the  ancient  usage  and  prac- 
tice of  the  House,  and  analogous  to  the 
right  also  enjoyed  by  Members  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Chair  to  the  absence  of 
forty  Members,  upon  which  the  Speaker  is 
required  to  see  whether  that  number  of 
Members  are  present,  and  if  such  is  not 
the  case,  to  adjourn  the  House. 

Resolution  as  amended  agreed  to. 

Private  Committees  —  Railways  — 
Board  of  Trade.]  Mr.  Wallace  begged 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  espe- 
cially of  those  Members  belonging  to  the 
Committees  of  Selection,  to  the  waste  of 
time  and  money  which  the  present  arrange- 
ments of  Private  Committees  involved. 
He  mentioned  last  Session  that,  in  the  in- 
stance of  one  Railway  Bill,  the  expei^se 
had  reached  the  enormous  amount  of 
100,000/.  He  trusted  the  present  Session 
would  not  pass  without  some  effectual  ar- 
rangement being  made  on  the  subject.  He 
was  far  from  impeaching  the  conduct  of 
Members  on  those  Committees,  who  be- 
stowed the  greatest  pains  and  labour  in  en- 
deavouring to  keep  them  in  a  serviceable 
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GonditioD ;  but  they  had  it  not  in  their 
power  to  do  that  which  they  so  much  de- 
sired. Last  Session  he  called  the  attention 
of  the  HouM  to  two  Private  Bills,  which 
were  introduced  in  March,  and  not  passed 
until  August.  He  thought  it  would  be 
wise  of  the  House  to  come  to  some  arrange, 
ment  by  which  it  should  be  directed,  that 
Private  Bills  should  remain  but  a  certain 
time  in  the  House.  He  was  oonvinoed 
chat  it  would  be  greatly  for  the  convenience 
of  Members  if  counsel  were  excluded  from 
these  Committees,  and  the  examination  of 
witnesses  carried  on  by  the  Parliamentary 
agents.  He  thought  also  that  fees  should 
be  given  up.  If  encouraged  by  hon.  Mem* 
hers,  he  would  move  for  a  Committee  to 
inquire  first,  whether  fees  could  not  be 
abolished,  and  next,  whether  the  dilatory 
proceedings  of  such  Committees  cannot  be 
shortened. 

Mr.  Ewari  begged  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  bad  endea- 
voured on  all  occasions,  whilst  performing 
bis  duties  as  a  Member  of  that  House,  to 
act  free  from  bias,  and  independently  of  bis 
Interests.  The  House  would  remember 
that  in  the  course  of  last  Session  the  usual 
mode  of  proceeding  with  respect  to  Railway 
Bills  had  been  superseded  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee,  formed  of 
Members  not  interested  in  the  competine 
lines.  The  utility  df  this  proceeding  had 
been  fully  established  by  the  Parliamentary 
■gents  interested  in  the  Bills.  He  ho|)ed 
the  Government  was  prepared  to  take  up 
this  subject,  and  he  wished  to  know  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  was 
disposed  to  relieve  him  from  the  responsi- 
bility of  bringing  forward  the  Motion  rela* 
tive  to  it  of  which  he  had  given  notioe«  ai» 
if  not,  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
proceed  with  it. 

Sir  /2.  Peel  was  not  prepared  to  relieve 
the  hon.  Member  from  the  duty  which  he 
had  impowd  upon  himself  |  it  was  very 
difficult  to  determine  what  was  the  extent 
of  the  indirect  interest  of  eonstituendes  in 
Railway  Bills,  and  he  should  be  exceed* 
inely  sorry  to  see  the  disoualification  now 
enforced  on  Memben  with  respect  to  local 
interests  extended  to  this  class  of  Piurlia- 
mentary  business.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  make  any  announcement  on  the  subject. 
His  private  opinion  on  the  question  %ras 
alreaay  known,  but  he  most  abstain  from 
«xprB«ing  any  public  opinion  on  the  matter, 
at  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
following  day  would  aflbrd  an  opportunity 
for  discussion.  With  respect  to  the  ob«er> 
vatioQS  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock, 


it  must  be  obvious  how  great  the  difficulty 
was  of  controlling  counsel  in  the  length  or 
duration  of  their  addrtfsses  before  rarlia- 
mentary  Committees.  The  practice  cer- 
tainly very  greatly  enhanced  the  expenses 
attendant  un  the  private  Bills  thus  argued, 
if  they  did  not.  indeed,  chiefly  arise  from 
that  source.  Upwards  of  75.000/.  had 
been  expended  in  carrying  a  Railway  Bill 
through  the  Committee  after  the  Second 
Reading,  when  it  failed  ;  the  Bill  in  ques- 
tion was  the  Rugby  and  Stafi^^rd ;  his  ad- 
vice on  the  subject,  which  was  to  pass  the 
Bill,  had  not  been  taken ;  it  was  the  inten- 
tion, he  believed,  of  the  parties  to  bring  it 
again  before  the  House. 

Viscount  Homick  eaid :  I  certainly  have 
had  it  in  my  intention  to  bring  forward  a 
proposition  with  a  view  to  enlarge  the  time 
for  receiving  Petiticms  on  Private  BiDs, 
more  especially  with  respect  to  Railway 
Bills;  and  the  ground  on  which  this  sug- 
gestion is  justifiable  in  my  apprehension  is 
the  extreme  inomvenienoe  and  the  great 
injustice  which  will  be  suffered,  and  which 
has  been  already  entailed  upon  parties  to 
railway  projects,  by  submitting  all  such 
schemes  to  the  preliminary  ordeal  of  an 
examination  and  a  judgment  on  the  part  of 
the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  House  b  aware  that  a  great 
many  decisions  upon  prcjected  lines  have 
been  already  pronounced  bv  the  Railway 
Committee,  aiid  that  some  of  their  decisions 
are  still  unknown.  But,  with  respect  to 
tboMe  lines  which  are  already  judgvd  upon, 
and  the  decisions  made  puUic,  I  most  ob- 
serve, that  the  House  and  the  public  are 
loft  in  complete  ignorance  of  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  officers  of  the  Board  of 
1  rade  have  pronounced  their  decisions.  It 
would,  theiefore,  be  manifenly  onjuat  to 
call  opm  those  parties  whose  intended  lisea 
have  been  rejected  by  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  decide  at 
once  whether  ornoi  they  will  abandon  their 
projects;  and  it  is  for  that  most  obvioaa 
reason  I  an  desirous  of  enlarging  the  time 
for  the  pieseotatioa  of  their  Petitions  to  this 
House.  If  weproeeed  at  once  to  adopt  the 
ReaolutioD  whidi  is  before  the  House,  we 
must  di  necessity  compel  those  puties 
whose  prqjecta  have  not  met  with  the  sanc« 
tion,  sod  eoQsequeotly  will  not  have  the 
raoommeDdatioa  of  the  Board  of  Tmde,  to 
incur  in  their  present  atate  of  ignorance  as 
to  the  grounds  of  the  derinont^  has  been 
pronounced,  all  the  preliminary  «trps  which 
eomplianee  with  the  Standinft  Order  would 
impfMe,  and  conscquendr  supjeet  them  to 
the  heavy  expenses  attemlaat  thereon,  such 
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as  printing,  iioljciting,  and  preparing  the 
Bill  and  retition  ;  or  else  we  shall,  on  the 
other  hand,  put  them  out  of  every  possi- 
bility of  appearing  at  all,  by  abandoning 
their  Petition.  It  is  not  competent  for  the 
parties  who  are  thus  situated  to  oome  to 
either  of  these  decisions  at  present ;  for  if 
the  reasons  which  have  guided  the  Railway 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  coming 
to  their  determination  are  found,  when  they 
are  known,  to  be  good  and  sufficient,  and 
felt  to  be  so  by  those  whose  projects  are 
thus  adversely  regarded,  those  parties  will 
at  once  deem  their  rejection  justified,  and 
will  not  throw  any  more  money  away  upon 
their  schemes.  But  it  may  also  happen 
that  neither  the  deddons  to  which  refer, 
nor  the  reasons  upon  which  they  are  ground- 
ed«  will  be  satisfactory  or  conclusive  to  those 
whose  projected  lines  are  thus  rejected;  and 
they  may,  therefore,  feel  themselves  justi- 
fied, before  they  abandon  their  Bill,  to  call 
upon  the  House  to  reconsider  the  subject, 
with  express  regard  to  the  Report  of  the 
Railway  Board  itself.  I  urge  this  consi- 
deration upon  the  attention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, because  I  presume  that  neither  the 
House  nor  the  Government  intend  it  to  be 
understood  that  the  decision  of  the  Railway 
Comnuttee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  to  be 
fioaL  I  have  looked  upon  the  subject  in 
this  point  of  view,  and  I  have  so  treated  it 
in  my  argument,  because  I  find  it  laid 
down  in  one  of  the  Reports  which  were 
piesented  to  Parliament  in  the  course  of 
last  Session  from  the  Railway  Committee 
(the  fifth  Report  I  believe),  that  this  Com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  not  to  be 
constituted  an  authority  to  decide,  but  mere- 
ly one  to  investigate  the  various  elements 
upon  which  the  projected  lines  submitted 
to  them  are  based,  to  report  upon  those 
subjects,  and  to  afford  thereby  some  guid- 
ance to  Parliament  in  forming  its  decisions 
upon  these  most  important  matters.  Such 
is  the  substance  of  the  recommendation 
which  was  made  by  the  Committee  on 
Railways  in  the  Report  to  which  1  have 
xeferred ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
in  bringing  the  subject  forward,  and  in 
suggesting  to  the  House  the  expediency  of 
adopting  that  recommendation,  did  so,  ex- 
pressly declaring  at  the  same  time  that  it 
was  not  done  with  a  view  to  clothe  the 
officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  with  any 
authority  in  the  matter,  but  simply  an  order 
that  their  previous  examinatbns  of  these 
various  projects  might  afford  some  aid  to 
the  House  in  arriving  at  a  just  and  proper 


decision  respecting  them.  In  coming  to  a 
determination  upon  these  matters,  we 
agreed,  during  the  last  Session,  to  refer 
the  Report  of  the  railway  officers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  any  railway  project  to 
the  Committee  on  the  BilL  What  could 
have  been  the  view  of  the  House  in  coming 
to  this  arrangement  last  year,  but  that  which 
1  have  just  pointed  out?  1  trust  and  hope 
that  view  will  not  be  lost  sight  of,  and  that 
the  Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be 
simply  regarded  in  the  light  of  an  elucidation 
of,  and  not  a  decision  upon,  the  question. 
But,  from  what  I  see  going  on  out  of  doors,  1 
must  confess  I  argue  that  there  is  a  degree  of 
authority  attributed  to  the  decisions  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  to  which  I  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  call  the  attention  of  the  House.  No 
man  in  this  House  is  more  alive  than  my- 
self to  the  imperative  necessity  that  exists 
for  introduring  some  change  into  our  sys- 
tem of  legislation  respecting  Private  Bills. 
A  reform  in  that  branch  of  Parliamentary 
proceedings  is,  in  my  opiniop,  most  loudly 
caUed  for.  I  therefore  highly  approved  of 
the  Resolutions  which  were  brought  for- 
ward during  the  last  Session  respecting 
railways,  and  which  were  adopted  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  then  held  the  office  of  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  I  think,  likewise,  that 
the  preliminary  examination  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  Board  of  a  railway  scheme, 
is  a  proceeding  calculated  to  affi)rd  most 
valuable  assistance  to  the  House  in  cases 
where  large  and  conflicting  interests  are  in- 
volved, if,  therefore,  this  preliminary  pro. 
ceeding  be  confined  to  the  simple  ofier  of 
advice  and  information,  the  Railway  Com- 
mitee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will,  I  believe, 
be  found  a  most  valuable  assistance  to  the 
House.  But  if,  instead  of  being  regarded 
in  the  light  of  advice  and  informarion,  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  is  to  be  accepted 
as  an  authority,  and  its  decisions  upon  the 
various  lines  examined  by  its  members  are 
to  be  held  to  be  conclusive  as  to  the  re- 
jection or  the  inadmissibility  of  a  Railway 
Bill-^hen,  I  say,  that  this  is  a  most  enor- 
mous power,  and  one  which  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  not  the  fitting  or  appropriate  tri- 
bunal to  wield.  Is  the  House,  let  me  ask, 
aware  of  the  vast  amount  of  the  interests 
which  are  involved  in  these  various  con- 
flicting projects?  Let  me  give  one  instance 
in  order  to  show  the  extent  to  which  they 
have  gone.  There  is  one  scheme,  the 
London  and  York  line,  which  has  60,000 
shares.  Those  who  deal  in  these  specula- 
tions have  made  bargains  at  20^.  premium 
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for  each  share,  conditionally  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  favouni  the  line — that  is  to  say, 
if  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  that  Board 
is  condunve  in  favour  of  the  particular 
railway  in  question,  that  circumstance 
alone  will  add  20iL  to  the  value  of  each  of 
the  60,000  shares,  by  which  means  the 
determination  come  to  by  the  officers  of 
an  inferior  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  have  the  effect  of  transferring 
at  once  the  sum  of  1,200,000/.  from  the 
pockets  of  one  part  of  the  community  to 
those  of  another.  The  deciKion  of  the 
Railway  B«>ard  will  either  give  that  addi- 
tional value  to  those  shares,  or  it  will  re- 
duce their  value  to  less  than  nothing.  Now, 
is  a  power  so  enormous  as  this  to  be  granted 
in  such  a  manner  ?  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be 
supposed  that  I  find  any  fault  or  have  any 
reason  to  blame  those  who  exercise  this 
power  for  the  manner  in  which  they  per- 
form their  duties ;  but,  regarding  it  as  a 
tribunal  for  the  consideration  of  subjects 
involving  so  lar^  an  amount,  and  such  a 
variety  of  conflicting  interests,  I  say  that 
this  is  not  a  power  to  be  thus  confided.  1 
have  s^own  the  House  one  case  wherein 
the  sum  of  1.200,000/.  depends  upon  the 
fiat  of  the  Railway  Board,  but  this  is 
only  a  single  instance  out  of  numerous 
others  involving  equally  magnitudinous  in- 
terests ;  and  if  the  decisions  of  that  Board 
are  to  be  regarded  as  authoritative^  its 
Members  will  have  disposed  of  millions,  in 
comparison  with  which  the  sums  adjudi- 
cated upon  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Other  judicial  authorities  in  Westminster 
Hall  are  totally  insignificant.  Now,  I  ask 
again,  is  a  body  of  officers  constituted  in 
such  a  manner  as  the  RaiJwav  Committee 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  competent  or  war- 
ranted to  assume  such  high  and  responsible 
functions?  How  has  that  Board  been 
formed  ?  The  noble  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  its  chief;  and  to  assist 
him  there  are  four  Oentlemen,  not  one  of 
whom  scarcely  ranks  higher  than  a  chief 
clerk  of  a  department ;  one  of  these  Gen* 
tlemen  was  promnte^l,  1  believe,  from  the 
post  of  private  Secretary  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite.  The  constitution  of  this 
Committee  is  such  as  to  make  its  decisions 
Yinsatisfactory,  if  they  are  to  be  accepted  as 
final  I  can  spenk  of  the  proceedings  in 
this  respe«*t  as  of  my  own  individual  know- 
ledge, having  been  personally  ccmcemed  in 
one  of  the  railways  reported  upon  by  the 
Railway  Board,  and  consequently  having 
oeoome  acquainted  with  the  course  pursued. 
The  promoters  of  a  railway  send  in  a  short 


statement  of  its  extent  and  direction,  and 
in  due  time  the  plan  and  the  necessary  de- 
tails are  furnished  to  the  authorities  at  the 
Board  of  Trade.  When  the  promoters  of 
the  line  to  which  I  refer  had  done  this, 
ihey  thought  that  the  c&se  of  their  oppo- 
nents would  be  made  known  to  them.  This 
had  been  kept  a  profound  secret  until  the 
30th  of  November,  when  it  was  lodged 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  county, 
according  to  the  regulations ;  and  after  that 
they  thought  that  they  would  have  been 
informed  of  the  case  of  the  opposite  side, 
and  that  thus  learning  the  nature  of 
their  opponents'  allegations,  they  would 
have  been  enabled  to  answer  and 
refute  them.  The  time,  however,  pasaed 
over — the  meeting  of  Parliament  was  near, 
and  we  began  to  think  our  scheme  would 
be  pronounced  upon,  without  our  having  an 
opportunity  of  learning  the  case  of  our  op> 
ponents.  I  consequently  applied  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  for  a  hearing  on  behalf  of 
the  promoters  of  this  line.  I  was  received 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  that 
courtesy  which  distinguishes  him.  We 
wpnt  there  knowing  nothing  of  our  oppo- 
nents, save  the  plans  and  details  which  in 
common  with  ourselves  they  had  sent  in. 
Their  arguments  in  favour  of  their  project, 
their  objections  to  ours,  we  wera  totally 
ignorant  of.  We  stated  our  case  in  the 
interview  which  ensued,  which  was  limited 
to  half  an  hour's  duration,  and  we  detailed 
the  reasons  which  we  hoped  would  have 
induced  the  Board  of  Trade  to  give  our 
line  the  preference.  In  the  course  of  the 
conversation  which  took  place,  one  gentle- 
man  observed,  that  he  had  expected  we 
should  have  been  called  upon  to  reply 
to  the  arguments  and  oljjections  of  our 
opponents.  To  this  observation  the  right 
hon.  (ilentleman,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  replied,  **  that  the  point  was  of 
no  importance  whatever,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  physically  impossible  for  the  Railway 
Board  to  listen  to  the  comments  and  argu- 
ments of  conflicting  parties."  That  obser- 
vation, I  admit,  was  perfectly  true.  It 
would  have  been  physically  impossible  to 
have  heard  the  conflicting  parties.  It  was 
equally  so  for  the  Board  to  scrutinize  closely 
and  minutely  the  plans  laid  before  them,  or 
to  ascertain  with  any  degree  of  accuracv 
whether  the  estimates  were  well  founded, 
and  which  of  the  conflicting  projects  was 
best  adapted  to  the  economy  and  the  other 
wants  of  the  district  through  which  it 
passed.  Such  being  the  case,  I  entertain 
no  objection  whatever  to  the  course  which 
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1  have  described  as  pursued  with  refei^ce 
to  railways  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  pro- 
vided the  Report  from  that  Department  is 
merely  to  be  regarded  in  the  light  of  a 
document  to  be  taken  into  consideration  bv 
the  Committee  of  this  House  on  the  Bill. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  Rail- 
way Board  will  be  found  to  have  had  strong 
reasons  for  coming  to  the  decisions  which 
they  have  pronounced,  and  that  parties 
going  before  a  Committee  of  this  House  on 
a  Railway  Bill  which  has  been  adversely 
pronounced  upon  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
will  do  so  at  an  imminent  hazard  of  failing 
to  make  good  their  case.  But  to  this  risk 
I  have  not  the  slightest  objection,  nor  do  I 
see  indeed  how  the  officers  of  the  Railway 
Department  at  the  Board  of  Trade  could  act 
otherwise  than  they  have  done;  neither  have 
]  any  doubt  that  their  Reports  will  be  found 
to  fl^rd  the  most  valuable  assistance  in 
guiding  the  decisions  of  the  Committees  on 
the  various  Bills.  But  if  these  Reports 
themselves  are  to  be  considered  in  the  light 
of  decisions,  and  as  such  to  be  conclusive 
and  binding  on  the  Committees  of  this 
House,  why,  then^  I  must  say  that  in  com- 
mon justice  the  conflicting  parties  ought  to 
have  been  brought  together,  and  their  dif- 
ferent statements  and  arguments  heard, 
whilst  the  facts  were  carefully  sifted  and 
examined  by  those  whose  duty  it  was  to 
decide.  If  the  House  thinks  that  a  new 
tribunal  ou^ht  to  be  created  for  the  purpose 
of  adjudicating  on  these  matters,  other  than 
iiatUf  it  is  competent  for  the  House  to  act 
on  that  opinion ;  but  if  such  a  tribunal  is 
constituted,  let  it  consist  of  persons  of  a  rank 
and  station  proportionate  in  dignity  to  the 
enormous  amount  of  property  upon  which 
they  are  called  upon  to  decide,  an  amount  far 
exceeding,  as  I  have  shown,  the  sums  adju* 
dicated  upon  by  the  highest  tribunals  in 
Westminster  Hall.  The  fact  being  as  I 
have  stated,  let  the  rank  and  station  of  the 
persons  constituting  this  tribunal  be  equal 
to  those  of  the  authorities  in  the  Courts  of 
Law.  There  is  likewise  another  question 
to  be  considered  with  reference  to  this 
subject.  In  the  ordinary  course  of  life,  a 
case  involving  the  right  to  a  basket  of 
oranges  or  apples  is  not  judicially  disposed 
of,  except  under  circumstances  of  the  utmost 
publicity;  I  say  that  this  practice  is  of 
the  greatest  use,  and  that  it  will  never  do 
to  have  recourse  to  secrecy,  or  to  pronounce 
upon  questions  such  as  those  to  which  I  am 
referring,  in  the  absence  of  the  parties  in- 
terested hearing  them  state  their  conflicting 
views  in  each  other's  presence.      I  say,  if 


you  sanction  such  a  course  as  this^  you  will 
open  a  door  to  corruption  and  jobbing  of 
the  grossest  and  rankest  nature.  And  I  say 
further,  that  these  objections  do  apply 
stringently  to  the  system  pursued  by  the 
Railway  Board  with  respect  to  the  railway 
projects,  if  their  decisions  are,  though  not 
nominally,  to  be  held  as  really  conclusive. 
I  say  again,  that  you  will  act  in  this  man- 
ner if  you  decide  that  these  decisions  are  to 
be  final  as  rejecting  the  projects  pronounced 
against.  We  know  by  experience  how 
constantly  matters  such  as  these  are  made 
the  subject  of  solicitation  and  private  influ- 
ence amongst  Members  of  this  House. 
Now,  I  must  remind  you  that  if  you  are  to 
reject  these  projects  on  the  Reports  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  rejection  will  be  bind- 
ing and  final,  because  no  one  in  this  House 
would  resist  mich  a  decision  if  the  Govern- 
ment thinks  fit  to  support  its  officers  at  the 
Railway  Board.  We  shall  thus  establish 
a  system  by  which  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
be  sheltered  by  the  House  from  the  respon- 
sibility which  attaches  to  its  conduct*  and 
there  will  be  some  danger  of  a  party  spirit 
being  infused  into  such  questions^  which,  in 
addition  to  the  practice  of  private  solicita- 
tion amongst  Members  of  the  House^  will 
complicate  and  render  the  question  a  most 
difficult  one  to  deal  with.  I  do  not,  in 
thus  expressing  my  sentiments,  mean  to 
impute  to  Her  Mejestfa  Government,  any 
more  than  I  should,  were  my  noble  Friends 
near  me  sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  charge)  them  with  any  desire  to  job 
or  to  confer  favours  on  their  political  sup* 

r>rters  by  the  means  I  have  indicated ;  but 
do  say  this,  and  I  cannot  too  emphatically 
express  my  opinion,  that  the  system  at  pre- 
sent in  operation  is  full  of  objections  and  of 
suspicions,  and  it  goes  far  to  violate  and  to 
abolish  that  wholesome  rule  of  official 
decorum  which  ordains  that  the  person 
who  is  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment shall  take  as  small  a  share  in 
the  regulation  and  transaction  of  the 
private  business  of  this  House  as  pos- 
sible. We  know  how  honourable  it  is 
to  the  character  of  this  country,  whether 
we  look  at  one  side  of  the  House  or  the 
other,  that  the  statesmen  of  England  have 
ever  stood  above  the  suspicion  of  jobbing.  I 
attribute  much  of  this  to  the  wholesome 
rule  we  have  adopted,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  abstain  from  interfer- 
ing with  questions  of  private  legislation  — 
with  those  questions  in  which  a  great 
amount  of  money  is  involved.  I  should 
deprecate  any  breaking  of  this  wholesome 
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rule.  The  conclusion  which  I  would  draw 
from  what  I  have  stated  is,  that  the  deci- 
Kions  of  the  Bimrd  of  Trade  ought  not  to 
be  considered  as  final,  and  that  the  Railway 
Bills,  which  have  been  unfavourably  re* 
purted  on  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  ought  not 
on  that  account  to  be  rejected  on  the  Second 
Reading.  What  I  contend  for  is,  that  until 
you  msSae  a  change  in  your  system — until 
you  establish  some  tribunal  capable  of  deal- 
ing with  these  great  interests — until  you 
re-cast  the  exbting  arrangements,  if  you 
believe  such  a  chanse  to  be  necessary,  con- 
flicting Railway  BiUs,  notwithstanding  the 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  scrutiny  of  a  Committee  of 
this  House.  What  are  the  words  of  the 
Resolution  of  last  year  ? 

'*  That  in  the  cave  of  Railway  Bills,  if  any 
report  made  under  the  authority  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  upon  any  Bill  or  the  objects  thereof 
be  laid  before  the  House,  such  report  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill." 

It  la  perfectly  dear,  when  this  Resolu- 
tion passed,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
House  that  the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  go  before  a  Committee,  there 
to  be  scrutinired  and  considered*  If 
that  be  the  arrangement  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intend  to  adopt,  I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the  course 
which  has  been  hitherto  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  because,  if  this  be  so, 
those  who  are  interested  in  railways  of 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  have  disapproved, 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
Report,  and  the  reasons  on  which  it  is 
founded ;  they  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  statements  on  the  other  side 
which  will  be  submitted  to  the  Committee 
in  the  face  of  day,  before  which  tribunal 
they  will  be  able  to  have  these  matters 
scrutinized.  I  hope  to  learn  that  this  is  the 
course  intended  to  be  adopted  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  1  cannot  help  feeling 
great  anxiety  on  the  subject,  because  no  one 
can  have  watched  these  proceedings  with- 
out seeing,  whether  it  be  well  founded  or 
not,  there  is  a  notion  abroad  that  these  Re- 
ports are  to  be  considered  as  conclusive  and 
decisive  ;  and  because  also,  on  another 
point  to  which  I  will  only  gently  allude, 
already  some  of  the  inconveniences  likely 
to  arise  from  the  Executive  Government 
taking  too  much  upon  themselves  with  re- 
spect to  private  interests*  are  beginning  to 
work*  Whispers  begin  to  circulate  of  an 
injurious  kind,  which  I  believe  to  be  now 
unfounded,  but  of  which  I  am  conrinced 
too  much  will  be  heard  if  the  present  8ya* 


tem  be  continued.  I,  therefore,  hope  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  not  con- 
clude that  we  are  to  be  ruled  exclusively  by 
the  decisions  of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but 
that  these  decisions  will  be  considered  as 
the  exposition  by  unprejudiced  parties  of 
their  reasons  for  preferring  some  lines  and 
rejecting  others.  If  the  question  be  so 
treated,  if  the  whole  subject  be  fairly  con- 
sidered before  the  Committee,  all  parties 
will  be  satisfied,  but  not  otherwise.  And, 
this,  Sir,  brings  me  back  to  the  point  from 
which  I  started,  and  to  the  proposal  I 
have  to  make.  If  the  Houiie  should  agree 
in  my  opinions,  — if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  should  approve  of 
the  views  which  I  have  taken,— I  am  sure 
they  will  follow  me  in  the  ooume  which  I 
propose,  and  allow  some  further  interval  of 
time  to  enable  the  promoters  of  railways  to 
consider  whether  they  will  persevere  with 
their  measures  in  spite  of  the  unfavourable 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  will 
frankly  state.  Sir,  that  I  am  interested  in  a 
project  which  has  been  unfavourably  re- 
ported on  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  1  do  not 
contest  the  judgment  of  that  Board.  Till 
I  know  the  grounds  on  which  that  judg- 
ment is  founded,  1  am  not  in  a  situation  to 
do  so.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  I,  and  those 
with  whom  I  acted,  believed  that  the  pub- 
lic interests  would  be  best  promoted  by  the 
railroad  we  supported,  as  it  could  be  exe- 
cuted at  a  smaller  expense,  and  afforded 
greater  facilities  to  the  public,  and  that  it 
was,  in  my  own  opinion,  the  better  of  the 
two  ;  but  I  am  free  to  admit  that  we  are 
not  always  fit  judges  in  our  own  cases, — 
every  man  has  a  partiality  for  his  own  bant- 
ling ;  and  all  I  ask  is,  that  we  should  not 
be  called  upon  to  proceed  with,  or  to  aban- 
don, our  Bill  till  we  know  on  what  the 
decision  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  founded. 
If  this  time  be  not  given,  we  must  come 
to  a  decision  at  once :  within  a  day  or  two 
we  must  incur  the  expense  of  presenting 
our  Petition  for  the  Bill,  or  allow  that  Bill 
to  fall  to  the  ground.  If,  however,  you 
will  eive  us  time  to  consider  the  Report  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  I  will  tell  you  mnkly 
what  are  our  intentions.  We  mean  to  con- 
sider that  Report  fully  and  fairly,  if  we 
believe  that  the  Board  have  taken  a  well- 
founded  view  of  the  case ;  if  we  believe 
tha*  they  have  come  to  a  just  and  reason- 
able decision,  we  will  proceed  no  further, 
we  will  submit  to  their  decision,  and  we 
will  retire  from  the  contest*  On  the  other 
hand)  if  we  see  nothing  to  alter  our  own 
opinions  that  our  line  is  the  better  for  the 


149        Private  Committees  — 


{ Feb.  5}      Railwayt^  Board  of  Trade,     1 50 


public^  and  if  we  believe  the  Ckmimittee 
will  take  that  view  of  the  case*  we  shall 
then  pnioeed.  The  railway  with  which  J 
am  concerned  is  comparatively  unimpor- 
tant ;  the  expense  is  very  small,  and  the 
adverse  scheme— the  promoters  having  for- 
tunately adopted  much  of  the  scheme  of 
their  opponents— is  not  of  greater  mag- 
nitude. But  there  are  other  cases  in  which 
the  lines  are  of  great  importance^  and 
in  which  expenses  to  a  great  amount 
have  been  incurred.  The  question  is 
whether  you  will  allow  all  that  ex- 
pense to  be  fruitlessly  incurred,  or  whe- 
ther you  will  allow  an  appeal  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  another  and  a  different 
tribunal ;  when  all  the  reasons  will  be  be- 
fore the  Committee,  who  will  be  able  to 
come  to  a  conclusion,  knowing  the  grounds 
on  which  the  schemes  have  been  hitherto 
condemned  ?  On  these  grounds  it  is  that 
I  ask  the  House  to  give  an  extension  of 
time    for    the    presentation  of   Petitions 

graying  for  the  introduction  of  Railway 
lilhk  I  am  aware,  Siri  and  you  have 
kindly  pointed  out  to  me,  that  it  is  not  by 
a  mere  alteration  of  the  Sessional  Order 
that  this  can  now  be  done ;  but  we  may  in- 
troduce into  the  Sessional  Order,  providing 
for  the  presentation  of  a  Petition  for  any  Pri. 
vate  Bill  within  twenty-one  days  an  excep- 
tion in  favour  of  railways,  and  then  I  will 
move  a  separate  Resolution  on  another  day 
altering  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 
This  is  a  course  which  I  venture  to  re- 
commend to  the  House,  and  it  is  one  which 
is,  in  my  opinion,  of  very  considerable  im- 
portance. I  will,  therefore,  now  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  introduce  the  words 
"  with. the  exception  of  Railway  Bills,"  and 
with  respect  to  them,  1  would  propose  to 
limit  the  presentation  of  Petitions  for  Bills 
to  a  period  within  twenty  one  days  from 
the  Report  affecting  any  Railway  Com- 
pany being  presented  to  the  House. 
In  answer  to  a  question. 
Viscount  Hawick  added,  that  he  would 
propose  to  allow  twenty-one  days  after  the 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  affecting 
any  particular  railway  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table,  within  which  it  should  be  competent 
for  any  particular  Company  to  present  its 
BUI. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  It  is  impossible  not  to  feel 
that  there  is  much  force  in  the  objections 
which  have  been  urged  by  the  noble  Lord ; 
at  any  rate  to  the  extent  that  the  consi- 
deration of  this  Order  should  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  to-day.  I  believe  that  this 
Sessiuoal  Order  is  only  confirmatory  of  the 


Standing  Orders  of  this  House,  and  that  if 
we  adhere  to  the  Standing  Orders  we  can 
make  no  alteration  in  the  SessionaL  The 
Standing  Order  requires  that  all  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills  shall  be  presented  within 
twenty-one  days  of  the  first  Friday  after 
the  meeting  of  Parliament,  and  the  present 
Sessional  Order  only  carries  that  into  effect. 
At  the  same  time  I  think  this  is  a  subject 
well  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  that  there  is  so  much  force  in 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord  that  we 
cannot  no>v  satisfactorily  decide  it.  Whether 
it  will  be  better  to  postpone  this  discussion 
or  to  withdraw  the  original  Motion,  I 
must  leave  to  the  decision  of  those  better 
versed  in  the  usages  of  Parliament  than 
myself.  I  concur,  however,  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  opinion  that  it  will  not  be 
right  this  day  to  come  to  a  determination. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  most  important  in. 
terests  were  involved  in  this  question,  and 
in  the  absence  of  the  official  Gentleman 
connected  with  this  department,  who  was 
not  then  in  the  House,  they  would  be  le. 
gislating  in  the  dark.  The  subject  mooted 
by  the  noble  Lord  was  roost  important.  A 
belief  existed  that  secrecy  was  not  kept ; 
that  others  had  an  opportunity  of  knowing 
what  was  doing,  and  the  Government  were 
implicated  because  it  was  a  department 
actins  under  Ministers.  It  would  be  better, 
therefore,  to  postpone  the  discussion. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  Instead  of  hon.  Members 
saying  that  whispers  were  about  that  the 
secrets  were  not  kept,  it  would  be  better 
to  say  explicitly  what  statements  had  been 
made,  and  to  say  what  the  allegation  really 
was,  than  to  make  vague  and  not  very  in. 
telligible  insinuations  against  public  officers, 
which  were  not  capable  of  contradiction. 

Viscount  Homick  was  most  anxious  that 
what  he  had  stated  on  this  point  should 
not  be  mistaken.  What  he  had  referred  to 
was,  what  had  appeared  in  the  City  Article 
of  The  Ttmef  of  that  day,  and,  he  believed, 
before  also ;  and  in  one  or  two  other  papers, 
where  it  was  distinctly  alleged  that  large 
purchases  had  been  made  in  particular  lines 
immediately  previous  to  the  Report  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  being  made  public.  He 
was  convinced  that  these  allegations  were 
ill-founded,  but  it  was  an  objectionable 
system,  whether  the  reports  were  ill- 
founded  or  not,  which  enabled  parties  to 
set  such  statements  abroad. 

Mr.  Buck  believed  that,  in  addition  to 
the  lines  rejected,  there  were  others  whidi 
were  recommended  to  be  postponedi  in 
which  the  public  were  quite  as  much  in  the 
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dark,  and  he  thought  they  should  have  the 
same  means  of  considering  the  Reports 
with  respect  to  all  the  lines. 

Mr.  F.  Smith  would  not  oppose  the 
postponement  of  the  discussion ;  but  there 
was  one  question  asked  by  the  noble  Lord 
which  must  hare  occurred  for  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Government,  and  it  was, 
whether  it  were  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, when  the  Reports  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  were  laid  before  the  House,  to 
stand  by  them  as  Government  measures? 
This  point  must  have  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  House  would 
have  to  decide  these  matters  with  the 
weight  of  the  Government  authority  used 
on  one  side  or  the  other  ?  He  wished  for  a 
reply  to  this  question,  and  thought  the 
noble  Lord  had  usefully  and  wisely  brought 
it  before  the  House. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  The  House  would  no 
doubt  recollect  that  the  interference  of  Gk>- 
vernment  arose  from  the  strong  recommen- 
dations of  the  Select  Committee  on  rail- 
roads ;  on  that  Report  the  Committee  were 
the  organ  of  the  House — the  Report  which 
was  adopted  by  the  House  strongly  recom- 
mended the  assistance  of  the  Government 
to  assist  the  House.  In  consequence  of 
that  Report  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  did  under- 
take the  question,  greatly  to  the  credit  of 
himself,  and  did  devote  much  of  his  time 
and  attention  to  the  subject.  He  certainly 
had  never  understood  that  there  would 
devolve  upon  the  Board  of  Trade  any  abso- 
lute power.  In  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee they  said, 

"  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  that 
such  Reports  should  on  no  account  be  re- 
garded in  any  other  light  than  as  intended  to 
afford  to  Parliament — firstly,  additional  aid  in 
the  elucidation  of  the  facts  by  the  testimony 
of  witnesses  competent  by  knowledge,  habit, 
and  opportunity,  and  officially  responsible ;— - 
and — secondly,  recommendations  founded  on 
such  elucidation." 

In  his  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  opinion,  the  weight 
of  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
depend  upon  the  conclusiveness  of  the  rea- 
sons they  advanced.  The  question,  he 
fairly  owned,  had  never  come  under  his 
consideration  ;  but  to  any  course  which  in- 
volved the  Government,  as  a  Government, 
in  matters  of  private  legislation  he  would 
object.  If  the  conclusions  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  so  strong  that  they  would  meet 
with  universal  assent,  he  did  not  say  that 
the  House  should  not  adopt  them  ;  but,  in 


genera],  it  must  tend  to  raise  the  character 
of  public  men  in  this  country  if  they 
abstained  from  interfering  with  Private 
Bills,  but  should  allow  them  to  be  debated 
without  its  being  thought  that  they  re- 
ceived the  influence  of  the  Government. 
The  House  would  not  expect  him  then  to 
state  anything  more  than  a  general  rule ; 
he  did  not  say  that  the  rule  should  be  ab- 
solute in  every  case  but  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  maintain  a  neutral- 
ity which  was  most  fair  towards  indivi- 
duals and  most  consonant  with  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Government  itself. 

Viscount  Hofvick  quite  concurred  in  the 
propriety  of  adjourning  the  discussion,  and 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said 
that  he  substantially  concurred  in  the  rea- 
sonableness of  giving  time  for  the  presen- 
tation of  Railwav  Petitions. 

County  CouRral  Mr.  Hume  begged 
to  ask  the  Home  Secretary,  whether,  as 
there  was  no  notice  taken  of  the  subject 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
a  measure  respecting  County  Courts  ?  The 
measure  of  last  Session  had  been  post- 
poned from  the  pressure  of  business.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  proceed  with 
this  Bill. 

Sir  J,  Graham  said  he  had  had  the  ho- 
nour of  the  charge  of  that  Bill  last  Session, 
but  taking  into  consideration  the  immense 
changes  which  had  been  made  in  the  law 
of  debtor  and  creditor,  and  that  imprison* 
ment  for  debt  had  been  abolished,  he  could 
not  undertake,  in  the  present  Session,  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  regulate  the  County 
Courts. 


Law  op  Settleuent.]  Sir  G.  Grey 
observed,  that  towards  the  close  of  the  last 
Session,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  intro- 
duced a  Bill  for  the  alteration  of  the  Law 
of  Settlement.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  re-introduce  the  measure  this 
Session,  and  if  so,  whether  it  would  be 
substantially  the  same  as  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  ? 

Sir  J.  Graham  answered  that  when  he 
introduced  the  Bill  at  the  close  of  the  last 
Session,  he  did  so  under  the  idea  that  many 
and  very  valuable  suggestions  would  be 
made  to  the  Government,  and  the  hope  he 
had  then  entertained  had  not  been  disap- 
pointed, as  he  had  received  a  variety  of 
useful  suggestions,  which  he  should  think 
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it  his  duty  to  introduce,  as  they  embraced 
very  important  alterations  in  the  law.  Be 
would,  therefore,  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  re-introducing  the  Bill.  He  would  state 
the  alterations  in  detail,  and  if  the  House 
should  allow  him  to  introduce  the  Bill^  he 
should  allow  time  between  its  introducti6n 
and  the  taking  any  further  stage,  so  that 
the  opinion  of  the  country  should  be  taken 
on  the  subject.  With  this  object  in  view 
he  begged  to  give  notice  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  alter  and  amend  the  Law  of  Settlement. 

Harbours  op  Refuge.]  Mr.  Rice 
asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  when  it  would 
be  the  pleasure  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  last  Session 
to  inquire  as  to  the  several  harbours  of 
the  south  and  south-east  coast,  with  a  view 
to  the  formation  of  harbours  of  refuge? 
That  Report,  he  might  observe,  had  been 
generally  circulated  by  the  public  press, 
whilst  it  had  not  been  presented  to  the 
House.  He  wished  also  to  ask,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  proposed  to 
take  any  steps  with  regard  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Report  ? 

Sir  /.  Graham  deeply  regretted  that  re- 
ports confidentially  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment did,  by  some  means,  obtain  publicity  in 
the  newspapers.  The  report  in  question  had 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
The  distinguished  officers  and  others  com- 
posing the  Commission  had  made  certain 
recommendations  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  they  had  proposed  the  construction  of 
more  than  one  harbour  of  refuge.  There 
were,  however,  important  considerations 
connected  with  the  expense.  The  cost  of 
the  harbour  of  Dover  alone  was  estimated 
at  2,500,000/.  He  thought  it  was  of  great 
importance  to  improve  the  harbour  of  Ho- 
lyhead, so  as  to  facilitate  communication 
with  the  other  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom. Government  had  not  yet  come  to  a 
decision  regarding  the  recommendations  of 
the  Report.  The  Commissioners  had  thus 
classed  the  importance  of  the  harbours. 
Dover  they  had  placed  first,  Portland  next, 
and  Seaford  third.  With  respect  to  Dover 
they  had  suggested  experiments  upon  the 
matter  held  in  suspension  in  the  sea,  and 
depositing  in  the  bay,  with  a  view  of  de- 
termining whether  the  harbour  was  not 
likely  to  be  stopped  up.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  recommend  that  the  sum  of  from 
two  to  three  millions  should  be  lightly  and 


inconsiderately  expended.  The  Report  had 
been  referred  to  the  Lords  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  the  importance  of  the  subject, 
and  the  weight  the  Report  derived  from 
the  character  of  the  Commissioners,  he 
fully  acknowledged. 

Address  in  Answer  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech.]  The  Report  of  the 
Committee  having  been  brought  up, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  although  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  substance  of  the  Address, 
yet  he  could  not  allow  it  to  pass  without 
making  some  observations.  Whilst  congra- 
tulations were  offered  on  the  prosperous 
state  of  the  finances  of  the  country,  no  hope 
was  held  out  of  any  relief  being  afforded 
to  the  people — an  increase  of  our  Naval 
Establishment  was  adverted  to,  but  no  hope 
held  out  of  any  corresponding  reduction  in 
other  establishments  to  meet  that  increase 
of  expenditure;  no  hope  respecting  the 
Army  being  reduced}  no  notice  taken 
whether  anything  would  be  done  in  re- 
gard to  the  Customs  or  the  Excise  depart- 
ments, in  which  the  whole  community 
were  of  opinion  great  changes  should  be 
made.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken 
upon  himself  the  task  of  regulating  the 
principles  on  which  our  commerce  was  to 
be  founded,  and  he  had  adopted  those  prin- 
ciples partially ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had 
hoped  that  the  House  would  have  received 
an  intimation  from  him  that  he  was  about 
to  relieve  our  commercial  interest  from  the 
troublesome  charges  to  which  it  was  sub- 
jected, and  that  he  would  remove  from  the 
list  five  or  six  hundred  excisable  articles 
when  he  could  not  produce  one-half  the 
amount  of  revenue  which  was  paid  for  the 
salaries  of  the  clerks  engaged  in  this  de- 
partment. He  was  free  to  say  that  the 
Speech  contained  very  little.  The  first 
three  paragraphs  were  complimentary,  the 
next  adverted  to  increased  expenditure, 
then  the  Income  Tax,  and  all  the  rest  was 
nothing.  If,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  say  he  would  reduce  other 
taxes,  he  should  have  his  support.  Let 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  reduce  the  indirect 
taxation  which  fell  so  heavily  upon  the 
humbler  classes.  The  present  taxation  of 
the  country  amounted  to  55,000,000/., 
which  was  too  much.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  last  night  that  a  party 
attack  had  been  made  upon  him  on  account 
of  his  proceedings  in  respect  to  affairs  at 
Tahiti ;  he  was  not  one  of  the  party  ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  thought  the  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  such  as 
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deserved  the  thanks  of  the  country,  for 
their  firmness  in  adhering  to  their  de- 
mandsy  in  maintaining  the  honour  of  the 
British  Flag ;  and  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  settled  the  matter  amicably.  He 
believed  their  conduct  had  tended  to  re. 
move  those  prejudices  which  former  acts 
had  created  in  the  minds  of  many  of  the 
French  people ;  and  had  tended,  moreover, 
to  promote  that  good  understanding  on 
which  alone  depended  the  maintenance  of 
peace  between  the  two  countries ;  and 
peace  was  the  only  object  to  be  sought  for. 
He  heard  the  Speech  of  the  hon.  Mover 
with  pleasure,  because  he  admired  the  mo- 
deration of  his  views.  At  the  same  time, 
he  wondered  how  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  allude  to  the  visit  of  the  Emperor  of 
Russia,  and  entertain  the  hope  that  his 
Majesty  would  reduce  the  duties  on  im- 
ports into  his  kingdom,  until  we  were  in 
a  condition  to  set  an  example  to  the  whole 
world.  Let  us  amend  our  Commercial 
Code  and  Customs  Duties,  and  other  nations 
would  soon  follow  our  lead. 

Mr.  fViUiams  commented  on  three  points 
contained  in  the  Address.  The  first  para- 
graph adverted  to  the  improved  condition 
of  the  country.  That  improved  condition 
he  admitted  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
and  many  men  had  been  taken  into  em- 
ployment ;  but  the  Speech  made  no  men- 
tion of  the  distress  of  those  who  were 
miiiions  in  number,  namely,  the  agri- 
cultural classes.  With  reference  to  them 
there  were  indications  in  the  country  which 
called  for  the  most  serious  attention  of  the 
Government.  Witness  the  incendiary  fires, 
which  were  an  unhappy  exemplification  of 
the  existence  of  utter  distress.  The  Speech 
ought  to  have  made  some  allusion  to  the 
condition  of  these  men,  from  whom  the 
value  of  the  estates  of  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
others  was  derived.  Next,  as  to  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  the  country,  he  denied  it 
was  so  prosperous  as  it  was  represented. 
The  expenditure  of  the  country  was  much 
too  great.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hun- 
tingdon, in  seconding  the  Address,  said 
that  the  revenue  last  year  exceeded  the 
expenditure  bv  the  sum  of  3.300,000/. 
The  revenue  in  1837  was  2,100,000/.  be- 
yond the  expenditure,  so  that  (here  was 
now  only  an  excess  of  1,200,000/.  over  the 
year  1837,  with  an  addition  of  8,000,000/. 
of  taxation.  What  then  became  of  the 
economical  management  of  the  finances  of 
the  country  ?  This  was  a  state  of  things 
which  ought  not  to  endure,  and  which 
could   not  be  permitted  to  endure.     The 


late  Government  were  brought  into  diffi- 
culties by  becoming  entangled  with  the 
disturbances  in  Canada,  and  the  war  in 
China,  and  their  difficulties  were  further 
increased  by  the  ruinous  export  of  bullion 
caused  by  the  state  of  the  Com  Laws.  At 
the  present  moment  the  difficulties  which 
embarrassed  the  late  Government  no  longer 
existed,  for  the  disturbances  in  Canada, 
and  the  war  in  China,  had  been  settled. 
The  country  during  the  last  year  enjoyed 
a  very  extraordinary  degree  of  prosperity, 
and  there  was  no  occaHion  for  such  a  large 
expenditure  as  was  now  kept  up,  compared 
with  the  year  which  he  had  just  named. 

Mr.  S,  Crawford  wished  to  call  the  at» 
tention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
that  paragraph  in  the  Address  which 
thanked  Her  Majesty  for  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  law  and  practice  with  respect  to  the 
Occupation  of  Land  in  Ireland.  He  hoped 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
give  some  intimation  of  their  intention  to 
introduce  a  measure  on  this  subject.  He 
never  knew  Ireland  in  a  more  disturbed 
state  than  at  present.  Murders  and  assas- 
sinations prevailed  to  an  awful  extent  in 
one  or  two  districts  of  that  unhappy  coun- 
try; and  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to 
repress  such  lawless  violence  without  mak- 
ing some  just  regulation  with  regard  to 
the  law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant.  He 
trusted  that  the  Session  would  not  be  al- 
lowed to  pas* over  without  the  introduction 
of  some  such  measure  as  would  satisfy  the 
people  that  they  would  experience  the 
protection  of  the  law  in  this  respect.  The 
Address  adverted  to  the  loyalty  of  the 
people.  He  concurred  in  that  declaration ; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  must  express  his 
belief  that  a  spirit  of  dormant  discontent 
existed  among  the  labouring  population 
with  regard  to  the  Poor-law,  and  the 
consequences  of  that  measure.  The  people 
were  deeply  discontented  on  that  subject. 
That  law  had  had  the  effect  of  cancelling 
the  right  of  the  labouring  men  to  claim 
from  the  land  and  the  property  of  England 
their  labour  and  sustenance;  and  it  had 
given  the  poor  man  nothing  in  return  for 
what  it  had  taken  from  him.  Such  a  state 
of  things  could  not  continue  without  pro- 
ducing a  greater  degree  of  discontent  than 
that  which  unfortunately  at  present  existed. 

Mr.  Wallace^  although  off*ering  no  op- 
position to  the  Address,  wished  to  guard 
himself  against  being  supposed  to  acquiesce 
in  the  continuance  oi  the  Income  Tax. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  nothing  could  be 


157 


Address  in  Answer  to 


{Feb.  5}  Her  Majesty's  Speech,         158 


more  cautiously  worded  than  the  Address^ 
for  it  bound  no  one  in  any  matter  what- 
ever. It  only  suggested  certain  things^ 
and  was  not  meant  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  commit  any  one  upon  that 
subject.  Nothing  could  be  more  un. 
just  than  to  do  so ;  and  he  never  should 
hold  an  acqiiiescence  in  the  present  Address 
to  bind  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  vote  for 
the  continuance  of  the  Income  Tax. 

Mr.  Waklei/  said,  that  the  improved  dis- 
cipline on  the  other  side  showed  pretty 
clearly  what  the  result  of  the  consideration 
of  the  Income  Tax  would  be.     A  Property 
Tax  met  with   general  approval  in    this 
country;  he  believed  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  propose  a  more  popular  tax  \  but 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  find  that  a 
tax  upon  incomes  derived  from  trades  and 
professions,  would  not  receive  the  consent 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  community.     It 
was   thought  that  if  a  sliding- scale  was 
applicable  to  any  description  of  taxation,  it 
was  never  more  so  than  to  real  property  as 
distinguished  from  professions  and  trades. 
However,  the  operation  upon  the  public 
mind  would  be  chiefly  regulated  by  the 
proposals  that  might  be  made  with  respect 
to  the  other  taxes.    If  those  taxes  which 
interfered  with  trade  and  commerce,  in- 
jured the  labourer,  and  pressed  upon  the 
necessaries  of  life,  were  removed^  he  then 
thought  that  even  the  present  tax  upon 
income  would  be  borne  without  a  murmur 
or  complaint.     It  had  been  inferred  that 
there  was  no  distress  among  the  masses  of 
the  people  of  this  country ;  but  among  the 
unskilled  labourers  there  was  an  amount  of 
suffering  which  Members  of  that  House 
little  knew  of.     It  was  impossible  to  paint 
a  picture  of  the  calamities  and  sufferings 
endured  by  that  class  in  such  colours  as 
the  reality  required.     He  hoped  that  when 
the  right  hon.   Baronet   brought  in  his 
alteration  of  the  Law  of  Settlement,  some 
means  would  be  taken  to  alleviate  their 
condition.     The  Speech  from  the  Throne 
contained  very  little,  but  perhaps  there  was 
the  more  to  hope  for  on   that  account. 
Already  several    measures,  of    which  no 
mention  was  made  in  the  Speech,  had  been 
announced  by  Members  of  the  Government, 
and   amongst   others,   that   to   which   the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  lately  alluded.     He 
should  be  glad  to  hear  of  an  intention  to 
abolish  the  Law  of  Settlement.  The  horrors 
suffered  by  the  poor  under  the  operation  of 
that  iniquitous  law  defied  the  power  of 
language   adequately   to  describe.      This 
was  the  common  practice :— A  labourer  who 


has  gone  to  a  dintance  from  his  own  home» 
has  married,  and  reared  a  family,  and  dies. 
His  wife  makes  an  application  for  relief: 
what  is  the  answer  ?     "  Well,  we  will  give 
you  a  loaf  or  two  of  breads  or  a  shilling  or 
two,  but  if  you  come  again,  we  shall  give 
you  an  order  for  you  to  be  received  into 
the  union  workhouse,  and  when  the  proper 
time  has  expired  we  shall  pass  you  home." 
"  Home  i"  says  the  poor  creature  ;  **  what 
home  ?"      **  Your  husband's  settlement," 
replies  the  relieving  officer.     "  Why,"  says 
the  suffering  woman,  "  my  husband  came 
from  his  parish  twenty  years  since —  I  have 
never  seen  any  of  his  relatives — 1  know  of 
no  one  who  resides  in  the  town — I  have 
no  friend  or  relative  of  my  own    there. 
The  relieving  officer  replies,  '*  We  cannot 
help  that ;  we  must  act  in  accordance  to 
the  law ;  and  if  you  apply  again  we  shall 
pass  you   to  your  husluind's  settlement." 
Does  she  apply  again  ?— No ;  she  suffers 
all  the  miseries  of  starvation  rather  than  be 
removed  to  a  place  where  she  would  be 
unknown  ;    nay,   I  have  myself   seen  a 
mother  suffering  her  offspring  to  die  of 
want  rather  than  submit  to  the  lot  held 
out  to  her.     I  believe  that  it  is  the  wish 
and  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
James  Graham)  to  remedy  this  crying  evil. 
I  believe  that  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  last  Session  would  go  a 
considerable   way  in  doing  so ;  and  1  do 
hope  that  during  the  present  Session  he  will 
mature  a  Bill  on  the  subject  in  a  bold  and 
masterly  spirit.     There  is  no  intimation  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  with  regard  to  the 
Poor   Law.     That  question  is  a  painful 
one ;  it  is  still  unsettled ;  and  it  is  impos- 
sible that  that  law,  as  it  now  stands,  can 
much  longer  remain  in  force  in  this  country. 
As  one  fact  is  worth  a  thousand  hypotheses, 
I  will  state  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  a  cir« 
cumstance  which  fell  under  my  own  obser. 
vation  on  Saturday  last.     It  is  not,  unfor- 
tunately, unique:   it  is  too  general.      A 
labouring  man  of  good  character,  and  who 
was  only  twenty-six  years  of  age,  died  in  a 
state  of  great  misery  and  destitution  in  the 
parish  of  Isle  worth,  in  this  county.     He 
had  been  living  with  his  wife  six  weeks 
before,  in  the  parish  of  Iver,  in  Bucking- 
hamshire.    It  appears  that  he  and  his  wife, 
being  both  very  ill,  were  obliged  to  apply 
for  relief,  and  a  small  expense  of  some  25$. 
or  26f.  was  incurred  for  their  maintenance 
during  a  period  of  nearly  three  weeks ;  but 
just  before  three  weeks  expired,  finding 
they  wQre  to  be  passed  to  Isleworth,  they 
went  to  Ruislip,  and  by  the  aid  of  friends 
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procured  an  apartment  where  the  furniture 
— for  1  myself  saw  it — was  not  worth  2s. 
Well,  Sir,  the  pannrhial  authorities  came 
over  from  Iver,  and  took  the  man  and  his 
wife— both  suffering  under  illness — and 
carted  them  to  the  village  of  Isle  worth, 
and  when  there  they  put  them  down  and 
said  to  the  relieving  officer,  "  Here  are 
these  parties,  we  have  brought  them  home 
to  you."  The  poor  man  being  ill  and  out 
of  work,  and  his  wife  also  ill,  and  both  of 
them  in  a  state  of  misery  and  privation, 
the  latter  said,  "  You  must  go  to  the  re- 
lieving office."  These  poor  people  said, 
"  We  must  have  sustenance— we  must  have 
relief,  or  we  shall  die.'*  Now,  see  what  are 
the  effects  of  the  size  of  your  unions,  and 
of  not  allowing  relief  to  be  given  in 
parishes.  That  woman  started  in  a  state 
of  extreme  feebleness  to  Hillenden,  a  dis- 
tance of  five  miles,  leaving  her  husband  at 
home  without  money  or  food,  and  this  in 
the  depth  of  winter,  and  described  to  the 
relieving  officer  there  the  state  of  destitu- 
tion she  and  her  husband  were  in.  What 
was  his  answer  ? — and  remember,  it  was, 
as  the  relieving  officer  himself  afterwards 
told  me,  the  only  answer  he  could  legally 
give  in  conformity  with  the  Act  of  Par- 
liaments-he told  the  woman  to  go  to  the 
doctor  of  the  union,  and  if  he  gives  you  an 
order  for  relief,  you  shall  have  it.  The 
woman  then  went  from  Hillingden  to 
Uxbridge,  and  saw  the  doctor,  who  pro- 
mised to  go  and  see  her  husband  at  Isle- 
wortlr.  The  woman  then  went  back  to  her 
wretched  home,  without  bringing  a  single 
thing  to  afford  her  sick  husband  the  slightest 
help,  or  even  hope  of  obtaining  relief; 
without  money  and  without  food,  and  this 
after  she  had  been  walking  a  distance  of 
eleven  miles.  In  a  short  time,  the  medical 
gentleman  called  upon  the  poor  people,  and 
was  immediately  struck  with  their  wretched 
appearance,  and  at  once  said,  '*  I  see  you 
are  starving  ;  you  are  in  want  of  the  com- 
mon necessaries  of  life.**  And  he  then 
gave  them  an  order  upon  the  relieving 
officer.  What  has  she  then  to  do?  She 
had  to  go  back  five  miles  to  the  relieving 
officer  again:  and  when  with  him  what 
does  she  receive?  Money  was  not  given 
her.  She  had  not  the  opportunity  of 
purchasing  what  she  wanted  j  but  an 
order  was  given  to  the  value  of  3^., 
which  she  is  to  serve  upon  the  grocer  in  the 
parish  of  Isleworth,  from  whom  she  getn 
grocery  to  that  amount.  Now,  observe; 
that  women  in  the  depth  of  winter  has 
walked  twenty-one  miles,  leaving  a  hus- 


band at  home  in  a  dying  state,  she  being 
herself  in  a  state  of  suffering  and  disease, 
before  she  could  obtain  relief  to  the  value 
of  3 J. ;  and  that  is  the  way  in  which  yoUj 
the  wealthy  Legislators  of  this  country, 
afford  relief  to  the  destitute.  I  know  not 
what  words  to  use  to  designate  such  a  sys- 
tem as  this ;  and  yet,  from  our  weakness, 
or  from  our  cruelty,  we  call  this  furnishing 
relief  to  the  poor  by  our  precious  legisla- 
tion. Is  this,  1  ask,  a  state  of  things  that 
is  to  continue  ?  That  poor  man,  with  his 
constitution  broken  down  and  destroyed  for 
want  of  food,  accidentally  injures  one  of 
the  toes  of  his  feet,  a  locked  jaw  comes  on, 
and  he  dies.  On  Tuesday  last  he  died. 
Now,  I  again  ask,  is  this  system  to  be  con- 
tinued ?  Do  the  gentry,  the  nobility,  and 
the  wealthy  people  of  England  believe  that 
their  lives  and  property  can  be  secure  so 
long  as  the  poor  of  England  can  be  thus 
treated?  Do  you  call  this  ministering  to 
the  necessities  of  the  poor?  Is  it  not  a 
system  pregnant  with  danger  to  you  every 
moment  of  yfiur  lives?  Do  you  believe 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the  mil- 
lions of  England  can  be  satisfied  ?  or  that 
they  will  treat  Parliament  with  respect,  or 
yield  a  cheerful  obedience  to  the  law  ?  I 
say,  they  will  not ;  and  I  further  say,  we 
ought  not  to  advise  them  to  do  so.  If  they 
were  not  discontented  ^if  they  were  not 
dissatisfied — with  such  a  state  of  things, 
they  would  be  unworthy  of  the  name  of 
Englishmen,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible 
that  youy  in  a  time  of  danger,  when  their 
bold  hearts  and  ready  hands  would  be 
needed  to  serve  you,  can  expect  that 
they  will  ever  again  exhibit  that  boldness, 
courage,  and  manly  daring,  which  they  have 
displayed  in  former  times.  But  kindness, 
frankness,  and  generosity  are  the  charac- 
teristics of  the  people  of  England,  which 
they  ever  evince  towards  those  who  treat 
them  well.  You  do  not  know  their  worth, 
or  make  proper  allowance  for  the  natural 
good  sense  and  understanding  which  they 
possess.  They  do  not  expect  impossibilities 
from  you.  They  know  very  well  that  an 
Act  of  Parliament  cannot  cure  all  the  illii 
which  human  flesh  is  heir  to;  but  what 
they  do  know  is,  that  no  man  who  is  free 
from  crime,  and  who  is  willing  to  work, 
when  in  health,  for  his  bread,  should  be 
treated  in  the  manner  I  have  just  described 
to  you,  when  in  a  state  of  disease  and  des- 
titution. I  do  trust  that  what  I  have  stated 
will  induce  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Graham),  to  inquire  into  this  subject.  I 
know  that   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
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devoted  much  time  to  its  consideration. 
He  showed,  last  Session,  the  most  anxious 
desire  to  collect  every  kind  of  information 
that  could  assist  him  in  his  eftbrts  to  amend 
the  existing  state  of  things;  be  listened 
most  patiently  and  considerately  to  every 
suggestion  that  was  made  to  him ;  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  reject  any 
suggestion  from  any  preconceived  opinions 
or  pn-judioes  of  his  own.  I  beg  him,  there- 
fore, to  investigate  the  case  I  have  stated, 
and  ascertain  whether  the  same  thing  is 
not  at  this  moment  going  on  throughout 
the  whole  of  England ;  and,  if  so,  i  ask 
him,  can  he  hesitate  to  introduce  a  measure 
to  alter  such  an  odious,  such  an  abominable 
state  of  the  law  ?  My  hoii.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Montnise  (Mr.  Hume),  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  stated  that  he  thought 
the  Government  had  acted  wiselv  with 
reference  to  the  aflair  at  Tahiti.  I  perfectly 
agree  with  him  in  that  view.  It  is  the 
universal  impression  that  that  unfortunate 
misunderstanding  has  been  settled  with 
perfect  honour  to  the  Governments  of  both 
countries.  It  has  been  settled  without 
giving  painful  feeling  to  either  nation. 
With  regard  to  the  Slave  Trade,  a  more 
difficult  question  could  never  have  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  British  Government. 
It  has  pressed  upon  us  for  many  years;  and 
we  now  learn  that  not  the  settlement,  but 
the  consideration  of  it  is  to  be  referred  to 
two  individuals,  appointed  by  England  and 
France.  If  France  is  satisfied  with  the 
person  appointed  on  its  behalf  (the  Duke 
de  Broglie),  1  am  confident  there  is  no 
man  in  England  who  can  be  di>8atisfied 
with  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Lushington. 
I  do  not  think  the  Government  could  have 
adopted  a  wiser  course.  Dr.  Lushington 
has  shown  throughout  the  whole  of  his  life 
that  no  subject  was  more  dear  to  his  heart, 
Bor  was  there  one  to  which  he  had  devoted 
more  attention,  than  the  suppression  of 
slaverv  and  the  Slave  Trade  ;  and  that  he 
not  only  understood  the  subject,  but  that 
he  was  most  earnest  and  sincere  in  his 
desire  to  see  it  abolished.  With  respect  to 
the  Right  of  Search  question,  I  will  only 
make  a  single  remark.  When  a  boy,  I 
went  to  sea,  and  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  there  is  not  a  thing  more  aggravating, 
more  annoying,  or  more  exciting  than  that 
of  having  a  boat  come  alongside  of  you, 
and  overhaul  what  is  going  on  in  your 
vessel;  and  I  am  astonished,  considering 
how  the  right  has  been  persisted  in,  that 
it  has  not  led  to  hostilities  between  this 
country  and  other  nations.  It  is  marvel- 
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lous  that  peace  should  have  been  maintained 
under  such  a  system.  1  hope  therefore, 
that  something  will  be  devised  to  get  nd 
of  such  an  exciting,  such  an  annoying,  and, 
apparently,  though  not  really,  such  a  de- 
grading practice.  Some  remarks  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Rochdale 
(Mr.  Sharman  Crawford),  has  called  to 
my  mind  the  striking  contrast  between 
the  actual  condition  of  things  in  Ireland, 
and  the  state  of  that' country  as  described 
in  the  Address.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  facts  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
the  statement  contained  in  the  Address, 
are  totally  inconsistent ;  there  is  no  agree- 
ment between  them.  The  Address  states 
that  the  large  masses  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's subjects  are  yielding  a  cheerful  obe- 
dience to  the  law  ;  while,  on  the  con- 
trary, we  are  informed  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  are,  in  many 
parts,  in  a  most  lawless  state.  Now, 
I  am  not  disposed  to  rake  up  old  griev- 
ances, but  would  rather  let  bygones  be- 
bygones.  My  opinion  is  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  is  desirous  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.  I  hope  his  friends  will  let  him, 
and  that  the  benevolent  intentions  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  will  not  be  thwarted  by 
those  near  and  around  him,  that  is,  by  his 
ordinary  supporters.  But  it  does  seem 
strange  that  it  should  be  stated  in  the  Ad- 
dress that  things  are  going  on  satisfactorily 
in  Ireland,  and  that  the  spirit  of  discontent 
has  almost  disappeared,  when  we  find  that 
so  lately  as  Monday  last,  a  Resolution  was 
passed  by  the  Repeal  Association  in  Dublin, 
in  which  it  was  intimated  to  the  Irish 
Members  of  this  House,  that  they  should 
not  attend  their  places  in  Parliament 
The  words  of  the  Resolution  are  these: — 

**  That  however  desirable  it  may  be  that 
discussion  should  take  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  with  a  view  to  expose  the  injustice 
of  the  proceedings  connected  with  the  late 
State  Trials,  this  Association  is  so  deeply  im- 
pressed with  a  sense  of  the  hopelessness  of 
obtaining  redress  for  the  wrongs  of  Ireland 
from  the  Imperial  Parliament,  that  we  cannot 
recommend  that  the  Irish  Members  should  be 
called  upon  to  attend  such  discussion.  That 
the  attendance  of  the  Irish  Repeal  Members 
in  the  Conciliation  Hall  would  be  most  con- 
ducive  to  the  great  object  of  the  Association — 
the  restoration  of  our  domestic  Legislature." 

I  must  confess  that  I  agree  with  those 
who  consider  that  Ireland  has  been  an  ill- 
used  country.  Let  us  anticipate  better 
times.     I  will  onlv  refer  for  one  moment 
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to  the  trial,  which  led  to  the  imprisonment 
of  Mr.  O'Connell  and  his  friends.     Before 
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that  trial  I  believe  the  prevalent  feeling  in 
England  was,  that  Mr.  O'Connell's  pro- 
ceedings were  not  justifiable.  He  bad 
crested  in  England  a  feeling  prejudicial  to 
himself,  by  indulging  in  language  reproach- 
ful and  offensive  in  regard  to  the  people  of 
this  country.  But  immediately  after  his 
memorable  trial,  and  before  the  decision 
come  to  by  the  House  of  Lordly  the  uni- 
versal impression  throughout  this  country 
was,  that  in  that  trial  he  was  a  persecuted 
man,  and  that  his  case  was  not  fairly  inves- 
tigated by  an  impartial  jury.  That  was 
the  universal  impression,  and  that  impres- 
rion  has  received  the  strongest  possible  con- 
firmation bv  the  decision  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  It  has  been  decided  by  that  House 
that  it  was  altogether  an  unlawful  pro- 
ceeding, and  that  the  indictment  was  so 
framed  and  drawn  up,  as  to  make  it  next 
to  an  impossibility  that  the  accused  parties 
could  extricate  themselves  from  such  a 
legal  net- work.  And  what  is  the  impres- 
sion of  the  public  mind  in  England  now  ? 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  from 
the  frequent  communications  which  I  have 
the  opportunity  of  holding  with  the  work- 
ing and  middle  classes  of  the  people,  that 
the  public  mind  of  England  is  in  a  very 
feverish  state  with  regard  to  the  relative 
positions  between  England  and  Ireland; 
and  Ireland  is  looked  upon  here  as  being  a 
source  of  weakness  to  this  country  rather 
than  a  source  of  strength.  An  impression 
universally  prevails  that  Ireland  has  been 
an  ill-used  and  persecuted  country,  and  has 
not  received  justice  from  the  English  Go. 
vemment.  When  the  Irish  Members  are 
present  in  the  House  of  Commons  they 
make  loud  complaints  against  our  conduct ; 
and,  I  believe  we  deserve  those  complaints ; 
but  at  the  same  time  I  have  never  seen 
come  from  the  Irish  Members  themselves 
any  series  of  measures  which  they  would 
place  upon  the  Table  of  their  own  Parlia- 
ment if  they  had  one  in  College  Green. 
Now,  I  do  say  that  that  has  not  been  act- 
ing justly  by  us,  or  wisely  by  themselves. 
If  they  will  frame  such  measures  as  they 
deem  best  calculated  to  promote  the  in- 
terests and  welfare  of  Ireland,  and  submit 
them  to  the  consideration  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  if  that  Parliament  should 
incur  the  responsibility  of  rejecting  them, 
my  firm  conviction  is,  that  the  people  of 
England  would  join  in  demanding  a  Repeal 
of  the  Union,  and  would  urge  that  demand 
upon  the  Government  and  Parliament  of 
this  country ;  because  the  people  of  England 
are  strong  in  their  love  of  justice,  and  they 


do  not  wish  the  persecution  of  any  class  or 
portion  of  their  fellow  men.  They  do  not 
desire  partial  laws,  and  believing,  as  they 
then  more  than  ever  would  do,  thai  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  a  persecuted  people, 
they  would  unite  with  them  in  demanding 
full  redress.  In  order,  then,  to  relieve  me 
and  many  other  English  Gentlemen  who 
feel  strongly  upon  tliis  subject  from  the 
difficulties  which  at  present  beset  us  in  this 
matter,  I  will  conclude  by  expressing  my 
eaniest  hope  that  the  Irish  Members,  with- 
out delay,  will  frame  such  measures  aa  they 
deem  best  calculated  to  promote  the  interests 
of  that  country,  and  then  if  we  reject  them, 
the  responsibility  will  be  upon  our  heads. 

The  Report  of  the  Address  was  agreed 
to,  and  was  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  whole  House. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  eight 
o'clock. 

HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  February  6, 1845. 

MiifOTU.]   Bill*.    Frivate^—\^'  Brtttn'k  DiTorae. 

House  adjourned. 

At  two  o'clock  the  House  proceeded  to 
Buckingham  Palace  to  present  the  Ad- 
dress to  Her  Majesty. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  6,  1845. 

MiNUTBB.]  Bills.  PttMic.— !*■  Compuiiei  CUuses  Coo- 
•olidatinn;  Railway  CUutetCoiuoUdfttioii;  Lsndi  CIbuim 
CoDSoUdation  ;  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  (Scotland)  \ 
Railway  Clauses  Consolidation  (Scotland);  Companies 
Clauses  Consolidation  (Scotland). 

PrrinoNS  Pkisbntbo.  By  Mr.  H.  Berkeley,  from  Bao- 
bury,  Gloucester  Infirmary,  and  Worcester,  Cor  alteratioa 
of  Law  relating  to  the  Medical  Profession.— By  Mr. 
Beinali  from  Merdiants  and  others  of  Jamaica,  against 
reducing  the  Duties  on  Foreign  Free-grown  Sugar  and 
Coflbe.— From  Corit,  for  measures  to  vest  in  the  Crown 
discretion  for  njecting  any  penoo  who  may  hereafter  be 
elected  Maytv. 

The  Address.!  The  House  in  form 
presented  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty. 

Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  House  resuming, 
said,  I  have  to  report  to  the  House  that  I 
have  this  day  waited  on  Her  Majesty  with 
the  Address  in  answer  to  Her  Majesty's 
most  Gracious  Speech,  to  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty returned  this  most  Gracious  Reply :— - 

'*!  return  My  warmest  Thanks  for  this  loyal 
and  dutiful  Address. 

"  I  anticipate  with  satisfaction  the  result  of 
your  deliberations,  which  will,  I  trust,  pro- 
mote the  prosperity  of  all  Classes  of  My  Peo- 
ple." 

Thames  Embankment  Bill.]  Mr. 
Foster  would  beg  to  inquire  of  the  noble 
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Lord  the  Chief  CommissioDer  of  Woods 
aod  Forests,  whether  it  was  his  intention 
to  proceed  this  Session  with  the  Thames 
Embankment  Bill,  and  if  so,  whether  he 
intended  to  propose  that  the  expense 
«hou1d  be  met  by  a  tax  upon  coals  ?  . 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  bring  on  the  Bill  of 
last  year  for  the  embankment  then  con- 
templated, but  he  did  intend  to  introduce 
a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  embanking  a  part 
of  the  Thames  higher  up.  It  was  not,  how* 
ever,  his  intention  to  propose  that  the  ex. 
pense  should  be  defrayed  by  a  duty  on  coals. 


Banking  System  —  Scotland.]  Mr. 
Macaulay  :  1  wish  to  ask  the  question  of 
which  I  gave  notice  yesterdav.  Under 
ordinary  circumstances  I  should  not  think 
of  proposing  it,  because  the  inconvenience 
is  unquestionable  of  calling  on  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  for  details  of  future  measures 
alluded  to  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
But,  we  are  informed  that  words  have 
fallen  in  another  place,  from  a  noble  Col- 
league of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  which, 
though  differently  reported,  and,  I  fear, 
differently  construed,  are  yet  generally 
understood  to  imply  that  it  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
the  course  of  this  Session,  to  propose  to  the 
House  any  measure  affecting  the  IL  note 
currency  of  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  knows  how  deeply  this  matter  ex- 
cites the  public  mind  of  that  country.  If, 
therefore,  the  construction  I  have  men- 
tioned be  a  just  construction  of  what  has 
been  said,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Barooet 
feel  it  to  be  compatible  with  his  sense  of 
public  duty  to  give  to  the  House  any  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  I  trust,  particu- 
larly after  what  has  been  elsewhere  stated, 
that  he  will  not  object  to  lay  that  infor- 
mation now  before  us. 

Sir  JB,  Peel:  I  certainly  do  not  feel 
that  it  would  be  consistent  with  my  sense 
of  public  duty  to  enter  at  the  present  time 
into  any  explanation  as  to  the  character  of 
the  measure,  or  to  any  part  of  it,  which  I 
shall,  on  as  early  a  day  us  the  performance 
of  other  public  duties  will  permit,  bring 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
The  House  will  recollect  that  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  last  Session*  the  attention  of 
Parliament  was  called  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  to  the  laws  affecting  the  Bank 
of  England  and  other  banking  establish- 
ments in  this  country.  As  soon  as  the 
Clover om en t  announced  its  iotentioo  of 
bringing  in  legislative  measures  on  these 


important    questions,    I    was    constantly 
pressed  by  Gentlemen  representing  various 
interests  to  give  some  information  of  the 
general   outline  of  the  measure  which  I 
was  about  to  introduce.    I  steadily  refused 
a  compliance  with  those  earnest  solicita- 
tions, and  stated  then,  as  hon.  Members 
will  recollect,  in  my  place,  that  I  would 
give  a  full  and  fair  explanation  of  the 
measure  in  all  its  details  when  I  brought 
it  under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
but  not  before.     Now,  I  feel  that  I  am 
bound  to  take  a  similar  course  with  respect 
to  any  measure  about  to  be  introduced 
affecting  the  Banks  of  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land.    I  shall  reserve  to  myself  the  op- 
portunity of  stating  the  nature  of  those 
measures  until  the  time  arrives  for  bring- 
ing them  fully  before  the  House.     With 
respect  to  the  words  which  are  represented 
as  having  fallen  from  a  noble  Colleague  of 
mine  in  another  House,  1  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  put  an  errone- 
ous construction  on  them.     The  case  was, 
I   believe,   thus: — It  was  stated  in  the 
House  of  Lords  that  reference  was  made 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  to  the  currency 
of  Scotland  ana  Ireland,  and  what  my  no- 
ble Friend  said  he  intended  to  say  on  that 
point  was, — that  the  same  reference  which 
had  last  year  been  made  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  to  the  banking  establish- 
ments of  England,  had  this  year  been  made 
by  those  of  Scotland  and  Ireland.     Under 
these  circumstances  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   will  excuse   me  if  I   decline 
entering  into  any  explanation  of  the  in- 
tended measures  until  I  ask  leave  of  the 
House  to  introduce  them  ;  and  I  also  hope 
that  no  inference  will  be  drawn  as  to  the 
intentions  of  Government  from  the  expla- 
nations I  have  now  given. 

Tahiti.]  Sir  G.  Grey :  Sir,  I  rise  for 
tiie  purpose  of  putting  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, with  reference  to  that  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  which  relates  to  the 
discussions  that  took  place  last  year  be- 
tween our  Government  and  that  of  France 
on  the  subject  of  occurrences  that  took 
place  at  Tahiti.  Towards  the  close  of  the 
last  Session  a  question  was  put  by  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Fnend  (Sir  C.  Napier)  on  the 
subject  of  the  discussions  then  pending* 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  very  properly 
declined  to  answer,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  public  service 
to  make  any  statement,  or  convey  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  nature  of  the  corres- 
G2 
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the  first  fub-dimion  of  the  first  clause ;  | 
he  argaed  the  question  he  had  to  iotrodtice  j 
io  H  cirrle,  fur  there  was  neither  beginning 
nor  end  to  it,  and  he  thus  discussed  it  for  i 
fire  hours,  at  the  end  of  which  it  was  in-  ' 
timsted  that  the  Speaker  had  taken  the 
chair.  On  the  fol lowing  day  one  of  the ! 
Committee  said,  *'  Good  C^od  !  when  is  this  . 
Bill  to  terminate?  I  will  go  and  in<)ure 
ray  life,  for  we  hare  not  got  out  of  one  of 
his  sub-divisions  yet,  and  we  have  183 
clauses  to  go  through,  with  thirteen  sub- 
divisions in  each.  I  am  sure  it  will  be  the  ! 
death  of  me/'  Really,  when,  common  sense 
was  applied  to  a  practice  of  this  kind,  it  did  , 
call  loudly  for  some  immediate  remer^y. 
Upon  every  view  that  could  betaken  of  the 
subject  it  called  fur  a  remedy ;  there  was 
not  one  aspect  of  it  that  could  be  presented  . 
to  the  mind  that  did  not  say  to  the  House, ' 
*' Apply  a  remedy  to  this  crying  evil.*' i 
Some  one  was  robbed  in  all  transactions  of 
this  kind  ;  it  was  not  honest  dealing.  All  . 
parties  in  that  House  were  robbed  of  their 
time,  their  comfort,  their  health,  and  their 
ooDvenieoce,  whilst  there  were  other  par- 
ties who  were  robbed  of  their  money*  and 
possibly  ruined  by  these  disgraceful  pro- 
ceedings. He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sunderland,  for  introducing 
the  subject  in  his  able  speech  yesterday ; 
and  he  also  thanked  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  listened  to 
it*  as  well  as  for  the  course  of  conduct  he 
had  pursued  in  relation  to  it.  He  would 
only  trouble  the  House  with  one  other  re- 
mark ;  it  was  with  regard  to  the  secret 
transactions  of  the  Railway  Committee  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  noble  Lord  had 
?ery  properly  alluded  to  the  vast  amount  of 
property  placed  under  the  superintendence, 
or  rather  under  the  regulation,  indt^Ki,  al- 
most at  thedisposal  of  tliHt  Board.  The  noble 
Lord  had  also  remarked,  that  in  all  other 
trials  where  property  was  the  subject,  the 
investigation  waso|>en  before  the  public ;  if 
it  was  in  relation  to  the  value  of  a  basket  of 
oranges  only,  the  inquiry  was  always 
oooductad  in  public.  The  reports  in 
circulation  on  this  subject  were  most 
injurious  to  the  character  of  the  Board  ; 
and  he  had  no  hrsitation  in  sayittg  that 
they  must  ultimately  reach  the  Govern- 
ment, so  that  its  character  would  be  im- 
plicated. Gentlemen  opposite  were  per- 
oapa  scarcely  aware  of  what  was  being  said 
upon  the  subject  in  the  city.  What  objec- 
tion was  there,  if  the  Board  were  acting 
booeatly  by  the  parties  concerned  and  the 
public,  to  throwing  their  doors  open  from 


this  hour,  so  that  the  public  mi^ht  see 
what  transpired  there  ?  If  there  were  ob- 
jections, if  it  was  to  be  a  secret  tribunal, 
if  there  were  insurmountable  obstacles  to 
making  the  inquiry  public,  he  would  say 
it  was  better  that  such  a  Boanl  should  be 
at  once  abolished ;  for  it  might  not  only 
inflict  injury  upon  private  individuals  who 
had  done  no  wrong,  but  he  was  positive  it 
would  bring  the  character  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  into  irretrievable  dis- 
grace. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  Kat  down  had  alluded 
to  the  enormous  expenditure  attaching  to 
railway  transactions  before  C*ommittees  of 
the  House :  and  he  concluded  his  speech 
by  asking  what  reason  could  there  possibly 
be  why  the  inquiries  of  the  Railway  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  into  the 
merits  of  railway  schemes  should  not  be 
conducted  with  open  doors.  He  would 
give  the  lion.  Gentleman  one  reason.  It 
was  the  fear,  if  tho^e  inquiries  were  made 
publicly,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
find,  that  before  any  very  long  time  elapsed, 
the  complaints  he  had  made  of  the  di- 
latoriness  and  the  enormous  eipense  of 
private  business  before  Committees  of  the 
House,  would  be  justly  applicable  to  the 
Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
There  was  very  great  difliculty,  he  ad- 
mitted, in  inquines  not  conducted  with 
open  doors ;  but  it  was  to  be  recollected 
that,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  most  justly 
stated,  they  were  in  no  respect  to  be  ron« 
sidered  binding  in  their  result.  They 
were  in  the  nature  of  preliminary  inquines  ; 
they  did  not  pretend  to  be  definitive  in* 
quiries.  It  was  quite  impossible  they  could 
be  definitive :  and  the  question  was  whe* 
ther,  upon  the  whole,  it  were  expedient, 
considering  the  difliculty  that  attended 
these  cases,  that  such  preliminary  inqui- 
ries should  be  made  by  that  House  itself. 
He  confes«ed  he  had  a  very  decided  opinion, 
so  ^  as  it  had  been  tric^,  that  the  expe- 
riment had  worked  well ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  fully  granted  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
mun  that  any  instrument  of  inquiry  which 
necessarily  involved  secrecy,  was  an  inade- 
quate and  imperfect  instrument.  It  could 
not  lead  to  any  certainty  in  the  decision ; 
and,  therefore,  he  fell  back  upon  the  de* 
claration  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
Board  did  not  profess  to  give  anything  like 
a  definitive  result  to  the  House.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  be  content  to  look 
at  this  question,  not  with  regard  to  ge- 
neral   or    abstract    principles,   but  with 
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the  subject ;  and  1  trust,  for  the  reasons  1 
have  stated^  that  he  will  not  be  disposed  to 
press  the  topic  further. 

Lord  J.  Russell:  If  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  correctly,  the  result  of 
the  negotiations  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments  is  satisfactory  ;  and  I  agree,  there- 
fore, with  him*  that  the  production  of  any 
correspondence  of  an  irritating  nature  be- 
tween officers  would  be  injurious  to  the 
Public  Service.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  I 
am  sure,  does  not  wish  to  have  any  such 
correspondence  produced. 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  ]  Sir  G.  Grey 
begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  introduce 
during  the  present  Session  any  measures 
for  the  better  regulation  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Courts  ? 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  his  Colleagues 
and  himself  had  already  given  notice  of  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
introduce  several  measures  of  very  great 
importance  during  the  present  Session;  and 
he  must  say,  from  the  experience  of  the 
two  preceding  Sessions,  he  despaired  of 
being  able'  to  frame  a  measure  respecting 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  which  would  be 
acceptable  or  satisfactory  to  the  present 
Parliament.  He  did  not  know  how  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  felt  disposed 
to  act,  but  he  himself  had  no  intention  of 
bringing  forward  any  measure. 

Monte  Video  and  Buenos  Ayhes.] 
Mr.  Efvart  said,  he  would  feel  obliged  for 
an  answer  to  the  question  he  was  about  to 
put,  if  it  %»ere  convenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  answer  it ;  if  not,  he  would  put  the 
question  on  some  other  occasion.  He  al- 
luded to  the  trade  of  the  river  La  Plata, 
which  had  been  so  much  obstructed  of 
late,  and  it  would  give  him  great  pleasure 
to  hear  that  there  was  even  an  approxima- 
tion to  an  arrangement  of  the  subject. 
The  British  merchants  entertained  great 
apprehensions  regarding  the  trade  with 
these  parts,  as  the  Government  of  Buenos 
Ay  res  had  interfered  with  the  navigation 
of  the  river  Plata.  He  had  hoped,  from 
the  aspect  which  things  presented  last 
Session,  that  some  combined  operations  on 
the  part  of  the  Governments  of  France, 
England  and  Brazil,  would  be  attempted. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  I  can  assure  the  House 
the  prolongation  of  the  lamentable  hos- 
tilities between  these  two  small  Powers, 
which   interfered  with  the  commerce  of 


other  countries,  has  occupied  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Government.  We  have 
already  had  communications  on  the  sub- 
ject with  the  Governments  of  France  and 
the  Brazils,  and  I  cannot  give  a  better 
proof  to  those  in  both  countries  who  are 
interested  in  the  cause  of  humanity  and 
civilisation,  of  our  present  relations  with 
France^  than  the  assurance  that  the  view 
taken  by  the  French  Government  with 
respect  to  the  continuance  of  these  hos- 
tilities, is  entirely  in  unison  with  our  own. 
We  trust  also  to  have  the  concurrence  of  the 
Brazilian  Government,  in  the  measures 
which  it  was  the  intention  of  the  English 
and  French  Governments  to  adopt.  It  is 
the  intention  of  England  and  France  to 
act  in  concert,  and  to  make  such  a  joint 
representation  to  these  two  Powers  as  we 
trust  will  induce  them  to  terminate  their 
hostilities.  When  the  hon.  Gentleman 
talks  of  combined  operations,  I  hope  he 
will  not  call  for  any  ezplanatiuns  as  to 
any  future  contingency.  But  I  trust  the 
good  sense  of  these  parties  will  induce 
them  not  to  reject  the  joint  offer  of  medi- 
ation by  two  such  countries  as  France 
and  England,  with,  as  we  trust,  the  con- 
currence of  Brazil;  and  we  do  hope  that  our 
renewed  efforts  in  the  cause  of  peace,  which 
is  so  much  the  interest  of  all  parties^  will 
be  successful. 

Railways — Board  of  Trade.]  J-,ord 
G.  Somerset,  in  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in 
several  Bills  for  the  Consolidation  of  Rail- 
way Clauses,  Companies,  and  Lands,  in 
England  and  Scotland,  stated,  that  the 
object  of  these  measures  had  already  been 
explained  on  a  former  occasion  by  a  right 
hon.  Friend  of  his^  it  being  simply  to  em- 
body in  one  uniform  Act  the  various  enact- 
ments relative  to  the  subjects  which  were 
scattered  through  many  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  was  an  immense  number  of 
statutes  relating  to  these  matters,  which 
occasioned  a  great  uncertainty  as  to  their 
provisions  and  effect ;  and  to  remedy  this 
inconvenience  the  Bills  in  question  had 
been  framed,  three  for  England,  and  three 
for  Scotland.  With  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  reporting 
on  the  different  conflicting  lines  of  rail- 
way submitted  to  the  inspection  of  the 
officers  of  that  Board,  he  must  take  that 
opportunity  of  assuring  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  ( Lord  Howick ) ,  that  it  never  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  nor,  as 
far  as  he  understood  their  sentiments^  of 
the  House,  to  render  the  decisions  of  the 
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Railway  Committee  of  the  Doard  of  Trade 
final  or  conclusive.  But  it  was  felt  that 
the  House  must  have  informatioo  on  these 
most  important  subjects ;  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  good  grounds  existed  for  the 
decisions  which  had  been  already  come  to. 
He  certainly  should  always  look  upon  those 
decisions  with  a  certain  degree  of  deference 
and  respect ;  but  he  never  could  consider 
that  the  House  was  bound  to  follow  in  the 
track  thus  marked  out,  any  more  than  he 
himself  should  do  as  representing  a  con. 
stituency  or  as  one  of  the  body  of  Members. 
He  trusted  the  Reports  of  the  Railway 
Committee  would,  when  regarded  in  this 
light,  meet  with  the  general  attention  of 
the  House ;  but  he  attached  no  other  weight 
to  them  than  that  whii  h  they  would  de- 
rive from  their  own  intrinsic  value  and 
merits.  He  saw  no  objection  to  allow  of 
sufficient  time  for  consideration  to  those 
parties  whose  projects  were  adversely 
viewed,  to  renew  their  applications  to  Par- 
liament after  they  had  become  cognizant 
of  the  Reports  of  the  Railway  Committee ; 
and  be  therefor  thought  that  fourteen 
days  after  those  Reports  were  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  might  very  fairly  be 
granted  for  the  purpose  to  enable  parties 
so  situated  to  deliberate.  He  trusted  this 
course  would  meet  the  justice  of  the  case, 
and  that  all  parties  would  agree  in  its  pro- 
priety and  equity.  This  was  all  he  had  to 
say  upon  the  subject.  With  respect  to 
the  Bills  which  he  had  to  bring  before  the 
notice  of  the  House,  he  trusted  he  should 
be  permitted  to  lay  them  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  to  have  them  read  a  first 
time.  He  should  theu  propose  the  Second 
Reading  for  Monday  next,  when  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  state  their  objects  and 
details  more  fully  to  the  House.  The 
noble  Lord  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  the 
first  of  the  following  Bills : —Companies 
Clauses  Consolidation,  Lands  Clauses  Con- 
solidation, Railway  Clauses  Consolidation, 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidation  (Scot- 
land), Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  (Scot- 
land), Railway  Clauses  Consolidation  (Scot- 
land). 

Viscount  Hotvick  thought  the  explana- 
tion given  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  with 
respect  to  the  principle  which  be  had 
touched  upon  the  preceding  evening,  per- 
fiectly  satisfactory.  For  his  own  part,  he 
should  be  perfectly  content  if  a  space  of 
fourteen  days  were  to  be  allowed  for  deli- 
beration after  the  Reports  of  the  Railway 
Committee  were  printed  and  made  public ; 
but  then  it  must  be  clearly  understood,  that 


the  fourteen  days'  delay  was  to  date  from 
the  time  at  wfiich  these  Reports  became 
accessible,  in  order  to  enable  the  parties  to 
have  the  full  advantage  of  the  period 
granted  them  to  determine  whether  or 
not  they  would  proceed  He  hIso  under- 
stood the  noble  L<»rd  to  intimate  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government,  that 
when  two  competing  lines  were  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  of 
that  House,  the  Reports  of  the  Railway 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  were  also 
to  be  submitted  to  the  same  Committee. 
Th»t  was  a  point  of  extreme  importani-e, 
and  if  it  were  conceded  he  should  be  quite 
satisfied.  With  respect  to  the  Bills  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord,  he  considered  the 
House  and  the  country  were  extremely 
indebted  to  the  Government  for  having 
brought  them  in  at  so  early  a  period  of  the 
Session,  and  he  trusted  they  would  soon 
become  the  law  of  the  land.  He  would 
beg  to  ask  one  question  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which  was,  how  soon  it  was  likely  the 
Reports  of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  those  lines  of  road 
which  had  been  advertised  as  decided  upon, 
would  be  laid  upon  the  Table?  It  was 
extremely  desirable  that  they  should  be 
made  public  with  the  least  possible  delay. 
He  had  only  one  more  observation  to  make, 
which  was,  that  in  order  substantially  to 
place  all  parties  upon  an  equal  footing, 
care  would  be  taken  by  the  Government 
that  where  two  competing  lines  came 
before  the  House,  one  of  which  had  been 
adversely  reported  upon  by  the  Railway 
Committee,  the  one  favourably  regarded 
by  this  Board  should  not  be  pushed 
forward,  and  prematurely  thrust  through 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill.  \j'  Hear, 
hear."]  Hon.  Members  cried  *'  hear, 
hear ;"  but  the  suggestion  which  he 
had  made  was  of  great  importance,  for 
if  time  were  granted  to  parties  whose 
plans  had  been  adversely  reported  on,  to 
deliberate  whether  they  would  persevere 
and  proceed  with  their  Bill,  whilst  others, 
their  competitors,  were  permitted  in  this 
interval  to  push  their  Bill  through  all  its 
important  stages,  the  effect  would  be  to  give 
the  latter  a  most  decided  and  a  most  unfair 
advantage.  It  was  therefore  most  essential 
that  the  Government  should  so  arrange 
the  course  of  proceeding  as  not  to  permit 
a  Bill  to  be  hurried  on  through  its  second 
reading  to  the  Committee,  but  so  to  regu- 
late its  progress  as  to  afford  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  judging  of  the  merits  of  a 
competing  Bill.    This  regulation  was  roost 
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essential,  in  order  fully  to  carry  out  the 
yiews  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
had  distinctly  promised,  that  whether  a 
railway  project  had  been  favourably  re- 
ported to  the  House,  or  otherwise,  it  should 
receive  a  fair  and  lull  examination,  if  its 
promoters  demanded  it,  when  the  line  of 
country  whit  h  was  adopted  came  under 
the  consideration  of  a  Committee  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  Hodgson  wished  to  offer  a  remark 
upon  nn  observation  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord,  and  which  might  be  con- 
sidered referrible  to  himself.  The  noble 
Lord  had  expressed  an  opinion,  that  when 
a  line  of  railway  which  had  been  favour- 
ably reported  upon  came  tiefore  the  House, 
it  ought  not  to  be  suffered  to  proceed 
until  the  panies  to  the  competing  line 
which  had  been  adversely  viewed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  have  determinid 
whether  they  would  proceed  with  their 
Bill  or  not.  This  arrangement  or  regula- 
tion would,  in  his  opinion,  be  extremely 
objectionable,  inasmuch  as  a  company, 
though  it  had  resolved  to  withdraw  from 
competition,  might  yet  delay  to  announce 
its  withdrawal,  in  order  to  be  able  in  the 
interim  to  extort  a  compromise  from  the 
parties  to  the  line  favourably  reported  on. 
What  he  would  propose  in  this  respect 
was  not  that  a  rival  line  should  be  com- 
pelled to  delay  its  progress  until  its  com- 
petitor was  prepared  to  go  on,  or  to  an- 
noonce  its  withdrawal  from  the  contest, 
but  that  the  latter  should  appear  simul- 
taneously before  the  Committee,  whether 
prepared  to  proceed  or  not ;  and  that  the 
Committee  should,  upon  an  examination  of 
its  plans,  sections,  and  estimates,  as  well 
as  of  the  other  elements  of  the  line,  adju- 
dicate between  the  two,  so  as  to  enable  one 
of  them  to  get  through  Parliament  during 
the  present  Session. 

Sir  G.  Grey  thought  that  his  noble 
Friend  (Viscount  Howick)  had  been  mis- 
understood by  the  hon.  Member  opposite. 
His  noble  Friend  had  not  proposed  that 
the  progress  of  any  Railway  Bill  should  be 
arrested  or  suspended  indefinitely,  but 
simply  that  the  House  would  allow  of  a 
delay  of  fourteen  days  clear  from  the 
period  whfn  the  Report  was  made  public, 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  parties  ad- 
versely situated  to  determine  whether  they 
would  proceed  or  not,  a  stipulation  which 
appeared  fair  and  equitable. 

Sir  R»  Peel  had  expressed  yesterday  his 
desire  that    the  matters  brought  under 


consideration  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
should  have  an  impartial  consideration  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  and  that  all 
parties  should  be  placed  upon  a  fair  and 
equal  footing  in  that  House,  so  as  to  satisfy 
them  that  substantial  justice  was  done. 
What  he  then  said  was,  that  parties  were 
to  be  allowed  to  present  their  Petitions 
whenever  they  thought  proper  to  do  so 
within  the  stipulated  period,  but  that  they 
should  not  be  compelled  to  do  so  until 
fourteen  days  had  elapsed  after  the  Report 
had  been  made  public.  He  had  since  then 
had  an  interview  with  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
had  considered  it  not  advisable  to  postpone 
the  presentation  to  the  House  of  those 
Reports  which  were  already  comfileted, 
until  the  whole  of  the  Reports  relating  to 
other  distinct  and  separate  lines  of  railway 
under  consideration  were  completed.  His 
noble  Friend,  therefore,  would  be  prepared 
in  the  course  of  the  ensuing  week  to  lay 
before  Parliament  the  whole  of  the  Reports 
affecting  one  particular  line  of  country  or 
district, — say,  for  example,  that  of  West 
Kent,  in  which  would  be  included  all  the 
railways  that  were  classed  under  that  head. 
After  this,  other  lines  similarly  classed 
would  follow  in  succession,  and  the  whole 
of  the  Reports  would  thus  be  arranged 
under,  perhaps,  six  or  seven  families,  if  he 
might  so  term  them,  of  railways,  being  laid 
before  the  House  as  rapidly  as  the  circum- 
stances rendered  it  possible.  He  had 
communicated  also  with  his  noble  Friend 
on  the  subject  of  the  noble  Viscount's  ob« 
servations  of  last  evening,  and  he  was 
entirely  of  opinion  with  himself  that  it 
never  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  fetter  the  House  by  any  opinions  or  Re- 
ports presented  or  offered  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  which  he  was  at  the  head;  but 
that  the  preliminary  examination  to  which 
railways  were  submitted  at  the  Board  of 
Trade,  were  merely  instituted  fur  the  pur- 
pose of  arriving  at  a  proper  knowledge  of 
the  grounds  of  each  undertaking,  and  of 
the  reasons  which  existed  for  or  against  it; 
in  the  firm  confidence  that,  if  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Report  of  that  Board  were 
good  and  sufficient,  they  would  prevail 
against  all  the  private  influence  that  could 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  projects.  He 
was,  moreover,  fully  confirmed  by  all  that 
had  passed  on  this  subject,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  calculated  to  do  harm,  than 
that  any  Government  should  interfere,  or 
in  any  way  use  its  influence,  in  such  mat- 
ters.    The  Railway    Committee    of  the 
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.Board  of  Trade  had  been  lostituteH  for 
the  8ule  purpose  of  eliciting  information 
upon  the  important  subjects  brought  under 
its  notice,  and  of  affording  that  informa- 
tion 10  Parliament,  and  not  with  the  most 
distant  intention  of  compromising  the 
neutrality  of  the  Gorernment  upon  such 
questions. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  ic  was  well  known 
he  was  not  particularly  partial  to  railroads, 
and  that  he  had  no  interest  in  any  of 
them  ;  but  his  principal  object  in  rising 
was  to  put  a  question.  In  putting  it  he 
hoped  he  should  not  be  wanting  in  due 
couriesv  to  the  House  or  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, whom  he  highly  respected.  An 
impressinn  had  gone  forth  that  some  one 
of  the  tire  Members  composing  what  were 
called  the  Railway  Commissioners — he 
spoke  with  no  disrespect  of  them ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  had  a  great  respect  for  those 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  though, 
at  the  same  time,  he  must  say,  he  knew 
none  of  them  personally— might  have  some 
interest  in  these  matters ;  and  that  report 
having  got  abroad,  he  thought  it  would  be 
wise  if  it  were  contradicted.  The  ques- 
tion, thertffore,  nhich  he  wished  to  ask 
was,  whether  any  of  those  live  Members 
composing  the  Commission,  directly  or  in> 
directly,  had  shares  in  or  were  connected 
with  any  of  those  railway  schemes  which 
had  undergone  their  consideration?  He 
thought  it  right  to  ask  this  question,  be- 
cause there  was  an  opinion  abroad  that 
they  could  not  be  looked  upon  exactly  as 
that  impartial  Court  of  Inquiry  which  he 
was  sure  the  House  and  the  country  wished 
them  to  be. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  said,  his  information 
upon  the  subject  of  the  question  put  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  very 
limited.  He  was  not  consulted  upon  the 
formation  of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the 
Hoard  of  Trade,  and  all  he  could  ttav  was, 
that  the  parties  most  interested  in  the 
proceedings  before  the  Railway  Board  had 
always,  »o  far  as  he  knew,  expressed  them- 
stlves  exceedingly  well  satisfied  with  the 
candour  and  intelligence  with  which  their 
schemes  had  been  discussed.  As  to  whe- 
ther any  of  the  Committee  held  shares  in 
any  railway,  he  really  could  give  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  no  information  ;  but  he 
was  quite  sure  that,  if  they  followed  his 
advice,  they  would  get  rid  of  all  their 
shares  in  such  undertakings,  if  they  had 
any,  as  soon  as  they  possibly  could. 

Mr.  Wakiey  said,  the  question  put  by 


the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  had  not  been 
answered.  He  believed  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  capable  of  answering  it,  and  that 
he  was  not  in  possession  of  any  information 
upon  the  subject.  That  information  must 
be  obtained  from  other  parties.  It  was 
quite  true,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel 
had  stated,  that  reports  were  actively  and 
extensively  circulated  in  the  city  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  Railway  Board.  They 
were,  indeed,  general  throughout  the  city; 
and  it  was  there  stated,  broadly  and 
openly,  by  parties  acquainted  with  railway 
transactions,  that  some  private  information 
must  have  been  communicated  in  the 
i^iarket,  or  certain  parties  would  not  have 
niiade  such  enormous  sums  of  money  as 
they  were  said  to  have  gained  during  the 
last  hvr  weeks.  The  right  hon.  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  the  House  yester- 
day alluded  to  the  circumstance  of  how  in- 
jurious it  would  be  to  the  character  of  the 
Government  if  such  reports  were  circu- 
lated and  could  not  be  contradicted,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  wished  to  have  some- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  tangible  accusa- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Baronet  must  be 
aware  there  was  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
obtaining  such  information  as  that;  but 
this  was  quite  clear,  that  certain  parties  iu 
the  city  (he  had  had  this  information  that 
morning),  who  had  been  engaged  in  the 
sale  of  Railway  shares,  happened  to  have 
been  right  in  their  speculations,  and  not 
wrong  in  one  single  instance,  for  several 
weeks  past.  One  Gentleman,  on  Saturday 
se'nnight,  made  40,000/.  by  the  sale  of 
shares  in  that  single  day,  those  shares 
having  gone  up  from  a  small  premium  to 
9/.  or  10/.  in  the  course  of  a  few  hours. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
had  opened  thisquestion  in  a  most  able  prac- 
tical speech ;  the  right  hon.  Baronet  paid 
that  attention  to  it  which  the  subject  de- 
served ;  he  gave  to  it  a  consideration  which 
showed  that  he  was  open  to  receive  im. 
pressions  from  either  side  of  the  House; 
and  he  at  once  yielded  to  the  request  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  delay  the  discussion  till 
this  night.  Hut  the  question  then  opened 
ought  not  thus  abruptly  to  terminate  ;  Hud 
if  the  only  result  to  be  obtained  by  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  was  an  extension 
ol  time  with  regard  to  the  introduction  of 
Private  Bills,  the  good  which  he  ior  c»ne 
anticipated  would  be  lost,  and  he  should 
be  disappointed.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
a  few  years  since,  when  he  sat  on  the  Op* 
|)06ition  side  of  the  House,  stated  he  bad 
been  himself  employed — he  might  be  wrong 
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with  regard  to  the  exact  number  of  days — 
sixty-three  or  sixty.five  days  upon  a  Rail- 
way Committee,  he  believed  the  Stafford 
and  Rugby  Committee ;  and  that  during 
the  whole  of  that  time  he  had  seen  a  gi- 
gantic company,  having  at  its  disposal 
enormous  funds,  fighting  another  company 
In  the  Committee  rooms  of  the  House, 
beatinj;  justice  and  principle  entirely  out 
of  doors.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated 
he  saw  the  iniquity  then  himself  which 
had  been  perpetrated,  and,  sitting  on  the 
Ministerial  siae  of  the  House,  he  remem- 
bered saying  to  himself,  *"  Well,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  very  near  office,  and 
this  is  one  of  the  evils  that  will  be  remedied 
upon  his  taking  a  seat  on  my  side  of  the 
House.'*  But  yesterday,  when  the  sub- 
ject «»as  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  how  difficult 
it  was  to  control  barristers  in  the  addresses 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  making  to  Rail- 
way Committees.  This  was  really  a  most 
extraordinary  declaration  for  the  First  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  to  make.  Here  was 
a  Minister  who  could  influence  foreign 
powers — whose  influence  could  blanch  the 
cheek  of  a  foreign  despot,  carrying  on  his 
infamous  practices  thousands  of  miles  from 
the  shores  of  this  country,  declaring  in  his 
place  in  Parliament  it  was  a  most  difficult 
thing  to  control  barristers  in  the  addresses 
they  made  to  Committees  of  the  House! 
Now,  he  must  say,  that  the  conduct  of 
Committees  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
Private  Bills  was  not  only  injurious  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  but  it  was 
absolutely  disgraceful  to  the  cause  of  jus. 
tice.  It  was  detrimental  to  the  character 
of  the  House,  for  they  could  not  be  igno- 
rant of  the  practices  that  were  carried  on 
there.  He  had  been  informed  that  bar- 
risters of  very  moderate  ability  last  Session 
made  no  less  than  6.000/.,  8,000/.,  10,000/., 
or  12,000/.,  in  the  Committee  rooms  of 
that  House.  A  difficult  thing  to  control 
them  !  Why,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  only  apply  his  vigorous  mind  to  the 
subject,  in  the  short  space  of  four  hours 
he  could  not  fail  to  discover  a  mode  to  re- 
medy the  evil ;  and  it  was  only  for  want  of 
applying  his  mind  to  it,  that  the  House 
had  now  no  remedy  before  it.  Of  course, 
he  entertained  too  much  respect  for  the 
honourable  profession  of  the  law  to  throw  | 
out  any  insinuiitions  against  barristers.  ! 
But  somehow  or  other,  eenerally  speaking, 
the  common  sense  public  of  England  dis-  | 
covered  the  best  mode  of  transacting  their 
own  business;  they  generally  found  out 


the  best  mode  of  accomplishing  their  ob- 
ject, in  regard  to  all  transactions  wherein 
their  pecuniary  interest  was  concerned. 
Now,  suppose  the  right  hon.  Baronet  em- 
ployed a  physician,  and  said  to  him,  '*  So 
long  as  I  am  ill  Til  pay  you  ten  guineas  a 
day,"  when  did  he  think  he  would  get 
cured?  Or,  suppose  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net got  into  a  cab  at  the  end  of  Oxford, 
street,  and  said  to  the  driver,  "  I  want  to 
go  and  see  the  Lord  Mayor  at  the  Mansion 
House.  I  don't  know  where  that  is,  nor  do 
you,  but  as  long  as  you  are  looking  for  it, 
rU  give  you  a  guinea  an  hour  ;*'  when  did 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  think  the  cab-driver 
would  find  the  Mansion  House?  Now, 
what  was  the  common  and  ordinary  rule 
of  paying  barristers?  Why,  they  were 
paia  by  the  job.  That  was  the  common 
and  ordinary  rule  out  of  doors.  Q"  No  I"]] 
Yes  it  was.  A  barrister  got  a  fee  in  a 
particular  case;  and  how  long  did  the 
trial  last?  Why,  it  was  a  marvellous 
thing  if  it  lasted  two  days.  He  had  his 
fee  for  that,  and  he  would  get  no  more  if  it 
lasted  a  fortnight.  He  had  a  motive  for 
brinc^ing  the  case  to  a  conclusion  within  a 
limited  period.  But  before  the  Committees 
of  the  House  the  practice  was  totally  dif- 
ferent. He  was  not  himself  acquainted 
with  the  fact,  but  he  had  been  informed 
that  a  barrister  appearing  in  a  Committee 
room  of  the  House  was  paid  by  the  day ; 
therefore  he  had  certainly  no  very  strong 
interest  in  shortening  the  discussion  there. 
Something  of  this  kind  had  been  related 
to  him : — A  bill  which  consisted  of  183 
clauses  had  to  be  discussed  in  a  Commit- 
tee; a  junior  barrister  wanted  time,  in 
order  to  get  his  senior  there.  The  senior 
was  engaged  elsewhere,  and  it  was  perfectly 
notorious  that  the  seniors  required  Com- 
mittees to  be  adjourned  from  day  to  day, 
and  witnesses  to  be  detained,  at  an  enor- 
mous expense,  until  it  was  convenient  for 
them  to  be  present  to  take  up  the  business. 
He  had  been  informed  of  a  junior  barrister 
—  he  was  very  young  —  and  he  supposed 
merely  carrying  out  his  alphabet,  but  it 
seemed  he  did  it  with  a  great  deal  of  bold- 
ness and  ingenuity — who  had  addressed 
the  Committee  somewhat  in  these  terms : 
'*  Mr.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen,  the  Bill 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand  consists  of  183 
clauses;  each  clause  contains  a  distinct 
subject ;  and  that  subject,  I  find  upon 
bf ing  sub-divided,  embraces  thirteen  sub- 
divisions. Sir,  I  shall  go  over  these  th* 
teen  sub-divisions  in  each  clause.*'  ;  -  i 
then  the  learned  gentleman  entered  .  i 
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the  first  sub-division  of  the  first  clause ; 
he  argued  the  question  he  had  to  introduce 
in  H  circle,  fur  there  was  neither  beginning 
nor  end  to  it,  and  he  thus  discussed  it  for 
fire  hours,  at  the  end  of  which  it  was  in- 
timated that  the  Speaker  had  taken  the 
chair.  On  the  following  day  one  of  the 
Committee  said,  *'  Good  God  !  when  is  this 
Bill  to  terminate?  I  will  go  and  insure 
my  liff*,  for  we  hare  not  got  out  of  one  of 
his  sub-divisions  yet,  and  we  have  183 
clauses  to  go  through,  with  thirteen  sub- 
divisions in  each.  I  am  sure  it  will  be  the 
death  of  me."  Really,  when,  common  sense 
was  applied  to  a  practice  of  this  kind,  it  did 
call  loudly  for  some  immediate  remedy. 
Upon  every  view  that  could  betaken  of  the 
subject  it  called  for  a  remedy ;  there  was 
not  one  as()ect  of  it  that  could  be  presented 
to  the  mind  that  did  not  say  to  the  House, 
•'Apply  a  remedy  to  this  crying  evil." 
Some  one  was  robbfd  in  all  transactions  of 
this  kind  ;  it  was  not  honest  dealing.  All 
parties  in  that  House  were  robbed  of  their 
time,  their  comfort,  their  health,  and  their 
convenience,  whilst  there  were  other  par- 
ties who  were  robbed  of  their  money,  and 
possibly  ruined  by  these  disgraceful  pro- 
ceedings. He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sunderland,  for  introducing 
the  subject  in  his  able  speech  yesterday ; 
and  he  also  thanked  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  listened  to 
it,  as  well  as  for  the  course  of  conduct  he 
had  pursued  in  relation  to  it.  He  would 
only  trouble  the  House  with  one  other  re- 
mark ;  it  was  with  regard  to  the  secret 
transactions  of  the  Railway  Committee  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  noble  Lord  had 
very  properly  alluded  to  the  vast  amount  of 
property  placed  under  the  superintendence, 
or  rather  under  the  regulation,  indeed,  al- 
most at  the  disposal  of  that  Board.  The  noble 
Lord  had  also  remarked,  that  in  all  other 
trials  where  property  was  the  subject,  the 
investigation  was  open  before  the  public  ;  if 
it  was  in  relation  to  the  value  of  a  basket  of 
oranges  only,  the  inquiry  was  always 
conducted  in  public  The  reports  in 
circulation  on  this  subject  were  most 
injurious  to  the  character  of  the  Board  ; 
and  he  had  no  htiiitatioo  in  saying  that 
they  must  ultimately  reach  the  Govern- 
ment, so  that  its  character  would  be  im- 
plicated. Gentlemen  opposite  were  per- 
haps scarcely  aware  of  what  was  being  said 
upon  the  subject  in  the  city.  What  objec- 
tion was  there,  if  the  Board  were  acting 
honestly  by  the  parlies  concerned  and  the 
public,  to  throwing  their  doors  open  from 


this  hour,  so  that  the  public  might  see 
what  transpired  there  ?  If  there  were  ob- 
jections, if  it  was  to  be  a  secret  tribunal, 
if  there  were  insurmountable  obstacles  to 
making  the  inquiry  public,  he  would  say 
it  was  better  that  such  a  Board  should  be 
at  once  abolished ;  for  it  might  not  only 
inflict  injury  upon  private  individuals  who 
had  done  no  wrong,  but  he  was  positive  it 
would  bring  the  character  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  int«  irretrievable  dis- 
grace. 

Mr.  Glarhtone  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  8at  down  had  alluded 
to  the  enormous  ex[>enditure  attaching  to 
railway  transactions  before  Committees  of 
the  House ;  and  he  concluded  his  speech 
by  asking  what  reason  could  there  possibly 
be  why  the  inquiries  of  the  Railway  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  into  the 
merits  of  railway  schemes  should  not  be 
conducted  with  open  doors.  He  would 
give  the  hon.  Gentleman  one  reason.  It 
was  the  fear,  if  those  inquiries  were  made 
publicly,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
find,  that  before  any  very  long  time  elapsed, 
the  complaints  he  had  made  of  the  di- 
latoriness  and  the  enormous  expense  of 
private  business  before  Committees  of  the 
House,  would  be  justly  applicable  to  the 
Railway  Departmeotof  the  Board  of  Trade. 
There  was  very  great  difficulty,  he  ad- 
mitted, in  inquiries  not  conducted  with 
open  doors ;  but  it  was  to  be  recollected 
that,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  most  justly 
stated,  they  were  in  no  respect  to  be  con- 
sidered binding  in  their  result.  They 
were  in  the  nature  of  preliminary  inquiries ; 
they  did  not  pretend  to  be  definitive  in- 
quiries. It  was  quite  impossible  they  could 
be  definitive;  and  the  question  was  whe- 
ther, upon  the  whole,  it  were  expedient, 
considering  the  difficulty  that  attended 
these  ca.ses,  that  such  preliminary  inqui- 
ries should  be  made  by  that  House  itself. 
He  confessed  he  had  a  very  decided  opinion, 
so  far  as  it  had  been  tried,  that  the  expe- 
riment had  worked  well ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  fully  granted  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  any  instrument  of  inquiry  which 
necessarily  involved  secrecy,  was  an  inade- 
quate and  imperfect  instrument.  It  could 
not  lead  to  any  certainty  in  the  decision  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  fell  back  upon  the  de- 
claration of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
Board  did  not  profess  to  give  anything  like 
a  definitive  result  to  the  House.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  be  content  to  look 
at  this  question,  not  with  regard  to  ge- 
neral   or    abstract    principles,   but  with 
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in  this  country.  They  had  long  ago  taken 
from  themselres  the  power  of  reducing  any 
taxes  peculiarly  pressing  upon  the  farmer, 
for  in  their  avaricious  desire  to  gain  high 
rents  they  had  in  past  Sessions  repealed 
almost  every  tax  upon  the  farmers ;  and 
that  which  once  went  into  the  Exchequer, 
now  went  into  the  landlords'  pockets  in 
the  shape  of  rent.  Therefore,  they  did 
not  deem  it  prudent,  or  even  useful,  to 
have  a  Committee.  In  his  opinion  it  was 
most  inconsistent  that  hon.  Members  who 
called  themselves  the  guardians  of  the  ag- 
ricultural interest,  should  stand  up  and 
say  that  that  great  interest  was  being 
frittered  away  by  measures  passed  by  the 
yery  Ministers  whom  they  had  placed  in 
office,  and  yet  that  they  should  not  op)K)se 
those  measures,  nor  give  up  the  contest  as 
hopeless,  and  acknowledge  that  they  had 
been  wrong.  The  hon.  Member  for  So- 
mersetshire had  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  proposing  the  New  Corn  Law, 
did  not  propose  a  protecting  price  varying 
from  54s.  to  56^ .  The  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  on  that  occasion  were  these  : 
— '*  As  far  as  certainty  of  price  was  con- 
cerned, if  56s.  could  be  guaranteed  by 
legislation,  that  was  the  object  of  the 
Bill."  That  was  certainly  a  guarded  mode 
of  expression  on  the  part  of  Uie  right  hon. 
Baronet  when  addressing  the  British  Par- 
liament ;  but  what  had  been  the  conduct  of 
the  landowners  out  of  Parliament  ?  It  had 
been  to  make  that  guarded  expression  by 
the  first  Minister  of  the  Crown  a  certainty 
to  the  fanners.  Their  stewards  and  land 
agents-^ the  men  who  were  paraded  at  the 
agricultural  meetings  as  tenant  farmers, 
had  told  the  liarmers  that  the  Minister  had 
secured  to  them  56^.  a  quarter;  nay,  the  ma- 
gistrates of  counties  had  assessed  property 
to  the  Poor  Rate,  upon  the  estimate  that  the 
price  of  wheat  would  be  56s.  a  quarter ; 
and  it  was  asserted  that  the  Government 
had  guaranteed  that  price  by  the  new 
Corn  Bill.  This  course  had  been  pursued 
from  the  very  moment  that  the  Bill  was 
passed ;  and  yet  every  body  who  had  any 
understanding  at  all  upon  the  subject  knew 
that  no  law  whatever  could  SLTure  a  certain 
price  for  wheat.  But,  out  of  the  House, 
the  landlords  persuaded  the  farmers  that 
they  possessed  this  power.  Why,  then, 
did  they  at  the  same  moment  tell  the  far* 
uiers  that  it  was  from  the  bad  legislation 
of  that  House  that  the  prices  of  their  pro. 
duce  were  injuriously  affected ;  and  that 
it  was  from  this  that  they  were  now  suf- 
(tsriog  distress  ?     The  cause  was  perfectly 

VOL.  Lxxni.   {KK} 


clear,  as  might  be  collected  from  the 
speeches  recently  delivered  at  a  tavern  in 
this  town,  and  by  he  proc^-edings  at  No.  17, 
Bond  Street,  where,  he  believed,  the  Pro- 
tection Society  had  opened  a  shop.  He 
thought  the  sign  over  the  door  should  be^r 
this  motto — '*  British  Farmers  regularly 
taken  in  and  done  for."  It  was  really 
time  that  this  landlord  imposition  upon 
the  farmers  should  come  to  an  end.  What 
would  they  say  if  he  told  those  who 
depended  upon  him  in  manufactures,  that 
he  was  their  friend,  and  that  he  would  go 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  vote  for  a 
law  that  should  keep  up  the  price  of  calico, 
and  give  them  ^ood  wages,  and  that  then 
he  should  find  that  they  suffered  the  great- 
est privations  from  the  vicissitudes  in  ma- 
nufactures, occasioned  by  that  very  law  ? 
He  declared  he  ehould  not  have  the  face  to 
come  before  those  men,  and  ask  them  o 
have  any  further  confidence  in  his  promises 
of  anything  that  Parliament  could  do  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  either  prices  or 
wages.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire 
had  explained  why  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts were  at  present  suffering.  It  was  a 
very  reasonable  explanation.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  the  price  of  wheat 
was  low,  because  the  quantity  of  corn  was 
large;  at  least,  above  the  ayerage;  fuf- 
ficient  to  bring  prices  down :  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  other  and  inferior  crops 
were  very  short,  and  that  the  farmers 
were  extremely  inconvenienced  by  the  high 
prices  they  had  to  pay  for  the  food  for 
their  cattle.  Now,  he  believed  this,  an<) 
that  the  high  prices  of  the  inferior  crops 
were  caused  by  the  very  protection  forced 
upon  the  farmers.  Was  Indian  corn  no 
food  for  cattle ;  and  yet  was  there  not  a 
law  to  keep  it  out  of  this  country  ?  Were 
Egyptian  beans  no  food,  and  yet  was  there 
not  a  law  to  keep  them  out  ?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  actually  complained 
that  the  price  fixed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  on  foreign  oats  was  not  sufficiently 
high  as  a  protective  duty,  and  yet  the 
duty  already  imposed,  forced  their  own 
tenantry  to  purchase  foreign  oats  at  a  price 
that  enhanced  the  cost  of  the  very  food 
bv  wliir-h  their  cattle  was  fed,  and  bv 
the  feeding  of  which  cattle  they  sought 
manure  to  raise  in  future  years  their  crops 
of  hay.  He  did  not  pretend  to  un«)erstand 
much  of  agriculture,  neither  was  it  ne- 
cessary that  he  should  in  the  discussion  of 
I  his  question  ;  but  he  had  read  a  letter  in 
a  paper  published  in  the  county  of  Wilts, 
written    by  a   gentleman  of  the  name  of 
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the  first  sub-division  of  the  first  clause ; 
he  argued  the  question  he  had  to  introduce 
in  H  circle,  for  there  was  neither  beginning 
nor  end  to  it,  and  he  thus  discussed  it  for 
five  hours,  at  the  end  of  which  it  was  in- 
timated that  the  Speaker  had  taken  the 
chair.  On  the  following  day  one  of  the 
Committee  said,  "  Good  God  !  when  is  this 
Bill  to  terminate?  I  will  go  and  insure 
my  life,  for  we  have  not  got  out  of  one  of 
his  sub-divisions  yet,  and  \re  have  183 
clauses  to  go  through,  with  thirteen  sub- 
divisions in  each.  I  am  sure  it  will  be  the 
death  of  me."  Really,  when,  common  sense 
was  applied  to  a  practice  of  this  kind,  it  did 
call  loudly  for  some  immediate  remedy. 
Upon  every  view  that  could  betaken  of  the 
subject  it  called  for  a  remedy ;  there  was 
not  one  as))ect  of  it  that  could  be  presented 
to  the  mind  that  did  not  say  to  the  House, 
•'Apply  a  remedy  to  this  crying  evil.*' 
Some  one  was  robbfd  in  all  transactions  of 
this  kind  ;  it  was  not  honest  dealing.  All 
parties  in  that  House  were  robbed  of  their 
time,  their  comfort,  their  health,  and  their 
convenience,  whilst  there  were  other  par- 
ties who  were  robbed  of  their  money,  and 
possibly  ruined  by  these  disgraceful  pro- 
ceedings. He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sunderland^  for  introducing 
the  subject  in  his  able  speech  yesterday ; 
and  he  also  thanked  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  listened  to 
it,  as  well  as  for  the  course  of  conduct  he 
bad  pursued  in  relation  to  it.  He  would 
only  trouble  the  House  with  one  other  re- 
mark ;  it  was  with  regard  to  the  secret 
transactions  of  the  Railway  Committee  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  noble  Lord  had 
Tery  properly  alluded  to  the  vast  amount  of 
property  placed  under  the  superintendence, 
or  rather  under  the  regulation,  indeed,  al- 
most at  thedisposal  of  that  Board.  The  noble 
Lord  had  also  remarked,  that  in  all  other 
trials  where  property  was  the  subject,  the 
investigation  was  open  before  the  public  ;  if 
it  was  in  relation  to  the  value  of  a  basket  of 
oranges  only,  the  inquiry  was  always 
conducted  in  public  The  reports  in 
circulation  on  this  subject  were  most 
injurious  to  the  character  of  the  Board  ; 
and  he  had  no  h«*sitation  in  saying  that 
they  must  ultimately  reach  the  Govern- 
ment, so  that  its  character  would  be  im- 
plicated. Gentlemen  opposite  were  per- 
haps scarcely  aware  of  what  was  being  said 
upon  the  subject  in  the  city.  What  objec- 
tion was  there,  if  the  Board  were  acting 
honestly  by  the  parties  concerned  and  the 
public,  to  throwing  their  doors  open  from 


this  hour,  so  that  the  public  might  see 
what  transpired  there  ?  If  there  were  ob- 
jections, if  it  was  to  be  a  secret  tribunal, 
if  there  were  insurmountable  obstacles  to 
making  the  inquiry  public,  he  would  say 
it  was  better  that  such  a  Board  should  hie 
at  once  abolished ;  for  it  might  not  only 
inflict  injury  upon  private  individuals  who 
had  done  no  wrong,  but  he  was  positive  it 
would  bring  the  character  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  thid  country  int«  irretrievable  dis- 
grace. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  fsat  down  had  alluded 
to  the  enormous  expenditure  attaching  to 
railway  transactions  before  Committees  of 
the  Honse ;  and  he  concluded  his  speech 
by  asking  what  reason  could  there  possibly 
be  why  the  inquiries  of  the  Railway  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  into  the 
merits  of  railway  schemes  should  not  be 
conducted  with  open  doors.  He  would 
give  the  hon.  Gentleman  one  reason.  It 
was  the  fear,  if  those  inquiries  were  made 
publicly,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
find,  that  before  any  very  long  time  elapsed, 
the  complaints  he  had  made  of  the  di- 
latoriness  and  the  enormous  expense  of 
private  business  before  Committees  of  the 
House,  would  be  justly  applicable  to  the 
Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
There  was  very  great  difficulty,  he  ad- 
mitted, in  inquiries  not  conducted  with 
open  doors ;  but  it  was  to  be  recollected 
that,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  most  justly 
stated,  they  were  in  no  respect  to  be  con- 
sidered binding  in  their  result.  They 
were  in  the  nature  of  preliminary  inquiries ; 
they  did  not  pretend  to  be  definitive  in- 
quiries. It  was  quite  impossible  they  could 
be  definitive ;  and  the  question  was  whe« 
ther,  upon  the  whole,  it  were  expedient, 
considering  the  difficulty  that  attended 
these  cases,  that  such  preliminary  inqui- 
ries should  be  made  by  that  House  itself. 
He  confessed  he  had  a  very  decided  opinion, 
so  far  as  it  had  been  tried,  that  the  expe- 
riment had  worked  well ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  fully  granted  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  any  instrument  of  inquiry  which 
necessarily  involved  secrecy,  was  an  inade- 
quate and  imperfect  instrument.  It  could 
not  lead  to  any  certainty  in  the  decision ; 
and,  therefore,  he  fell  back  upon  the  de« 
claration  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
Board  did  not  profess  to  give  anything  like 
a  definitive  result  to  the  House.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  be  content  to  look 
at  this  question,  not  with  regard  to  ge- 
neral   or    abstract    principles,   but  with 
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had  he  been  without  it,  and  he  well  knew 
the  evils  of  that  besotted  system  which 
had  made  the  labourers  in  agricultural 
counties  poor»  dejected,  and  miserable. 
Last  week  he  had  been  in  Buckingham- 
ahire,  and  what  most  struck  him  was  the 
number  of  fields  so  full  of  ant-hills  that 
no  scythe  could  mow  them ;  this  was  pro- 
tectee! land,  and  in  the  very  county  of  the 
man  who  was  especially  styled  the  labourers' 
friend,  and  who  recently  took  upon  himself 
to  tell  those  lately  assembled  at  Freema- 
sons' Hall  that  there  would  be  no  alter- 
ation of  the  Corn  Laws.  What  was  the 
next  object,  harmonising  so  well  with  the 
ant-hill  covered  fields  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Aylesbury?  The  multitudinous  chim- 
neys of  the  union  workhouse.  There  re- 
sided the  men  who  ought  to  cultivate  the 
land,  and  who,  week  after  week*  were  sent 
to  jail  for  insubordination.  He  was  young 
in  the  House,  but  he  might  be  as  old  as 
some  of  those  on  the  other  side  before  he 
heard  from  them  the  state  of  thinj^s  his 
own  eyes  had  witnessed.  One  Conservative 
had  actually  declared  to  him  that  he  would 
rather  see  free  trade  at  once  established, 
than  see  the  farmers  any  longer  humbugged 
by  the  landlords.  It  was  in  fact  high  time 
that  this  state  of  things' was  put  an  end  to, 
and  he  had  no  other  object  in  wishing  to 
see  the  destruction  of  the  present  Corn 
Laws,  than  an  anxiety  for  the  general  be- 
nefit of  the  whole  community.  Let  the 
Legislature  at  once  take  its  finger  off  the 
Statute  Book,  and  repeal  those  laws,  and 
our  manu&cturerSt  confident  in  their  skill 
and  energy*  would  fear  no  foreign  compe- 
tition. True  it  was^  that  if  a  total  and 
immediate  repeal  had  been  granted  in  1839 
and  1840,  serious  panic  and  confusion 
would  have  been  the  consequence ;  but  if 
such  a  boon  were  now  granted,  and  the 
protective  duty  of  20^.  were  relinouisbed, 
no  such  result  need  be  apprehended.  Did 
not  severe  distress  prevail  in  1822?  yet  at 
that  moment  the  prohibition  was  in  exist- 
ence; in  1835  and  1836,  there  was  at 
least  as  much  distress  as  now,  and  then 
that  law  might  be  said  to  be  passing  into 
oblivion*  which  many  persons  at  this  mo- 
ment seemed  to  regret.  A  state  of  things 
was  now  approaching,  when  even  landlords 
would  be  glad  to  have  the  present  Corn 
Laws  repealed ;  they  would  not  then  frown 
upon  or  growl  at  the  Minister  for  making 
advances  towards  free  trade ;  a  popula- 
tiou  was  growing  up,  for  which  employ- 
ment must  be  found ;  at  this  moment  they 
were  competing  with  each  other  at  wages  | 


of  6s.  and  7s.  a  week,  and,  to  the  disgrace 
of  the  landowners  and  the  Legislature,  they 
were  in  a  state  of  ereat  destitution.     Yet, 
while  fierce  competition  was  devouring  the 
agricultural  labourers  and  the  tenants,  the 
magnanimous  landlords  passed  a  law  to 
secure  themselves  against  all  competition 
from  foreign  countries,  and  to  keep  up  the 
price  of  the  produce  of  the  soil.     The  po- 
pulation  was  rapidly  increasing,  capital 
was  accumulating,  and  the  landowners, 
without  the  least    regard    to  the  other 
classes,  restricted  the  exertions  of  the  la- 
bourers, and  of  the  tenants,  to  the  narrow 
limits  of  their  own  possessions.     He  was 
aware  that  they  could  do  little  to  convince 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite;   the  leaders  of 
parties  were^  not  easily  convinced ;  but  he 
had  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  intel- 
ligence was  daily  gaining  ground  among 
the  tenants  and  the  labourers,  and  they 
were  beginning  to  discover  the  truth ;  they 
too  severely  felt  their  condition,  and  there 
was  springing  up  amongst  them  a  disposi- 
tion which  he  should  grieve  to  behold  were 
he  a  landed  proprietor.    A  charge  had  been 
brought  against  the  party  to  which  he  be- 
longed of  exasperating  this  feeling.     The 
opponents  of  the  Corn  Law  had  certainly 
told  the  tenants  that  the  landlords  were  de- 
luding them  by  the  demand  for  protection  ; 
he  had  no  wish  to  spread  discontent  among 
thein,  and  had  never  said  anything  to  them 
which  had  not  over  and  over  again  been 
stated  in  Parliament.     He  and  his  friends 
had  always  maintained  thatthe  landlord  bad 
a  right  to  labour  at  the  market-price  of  la- 
bour ;  but  they  had  denied  the  right  of  the 
landlord  to  screen  himself  from  competition 
while  he  exposed  his  labourers  to  it  in  its  se- 
verest and  bitterest  form.     This  was  the 
charge  brought  against  the  landed  interest, 
and  they  must  not  '*  lay  the  flattering  unc- 
tion to  their  souls,"  that  prosperous  years 
would  put  an  end  to  agitation  on  the  subject 
of  the  Corn  Laws.     The  cry  for  repeal  had 
gone  on  swelling  and  increasing  in  spite  of 
prosperity  in  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire. 
it  was  impossible  to  state  the  sum  which 
the  League  could  not  raise  at  this  moment 
if  money  were  necessary.    All  the. mea- 
sures  the  landed  gentry  had  supported 
since  he  first  entered  the  House,  had  been 
gradually  escaping  from  their  grasp,  and 
all  those  which  they  had  resisted  had  been 
as  gradually  made  established  law.     I'he 
principle  of  protection  was  one  which  the 
Minister  could  not  and  dared  not  defend 
in  this  House ;  the  most  distingushed  man 
of  the  Conservative  party — the  man  whom 
HZ 
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the  landed  interest  had  placed  and  kept  on 
the  Treasury  Bench — by  the  whole  tenor 
of  his  ofHiduct  showed  that  he  i^as  aban- 
doning his  friends  and  going  over  to  their 
enemies.  What  course,  then,  ought  the 
landed  interest  now  to  pursue  ?  Would  it 
not  be  as  weJl  for  them  to  make  a  virtue  of 
necessity,  and  magnanimously  at  once 
abandcm  a  cause  which  they  must  know  to 
be  hopeless  ?  Let  them  relinquish  a  sys- 
tem which  had  produced  the  most  tremen. 
dous  evils;  for  if  they  continued  to  m>w 
the  wind,  they  could  only  expect  to  reap 
the  whirlwind. 

Mr.   Stafford  (yBrien  was  anxious  to 
meet  the  question  in  the  calm  spirit  which 
had  marked  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
l)er  for  Stockport  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  his  {Seconder,  and  expressed  his 
intention  of  nut  opposing  the  appointment 
of  the  (  ommittee  of  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  had  spoken.     When  the 
hon.    Member   for   Durham   had  been   a 
little  longer  in  the  House,  before  he  reached 
the  age  of  several  Members  on  his  own 
yide,  he  hoped  he  would   learn   that  to 
make  a  bullying  bpeech  was  not  the  way 
to  deal  with  the  gentry  of  England.     He 
would  learn  thai,  whatever  might  be  the 
varying  opinions  as  to  free  trade  on  one 
side  and  the  other,   or   however  anxious 
Government  might  be  to  steer  a  middle 
course  between  the  two,  yet  that  the  best 
men  on  both  sides  would  deeply  deplore  a 
system  which  would  bring  to  questions  of 
the  nicest  calculation  and  difficult  political 
economy,  ungrv  feelings  and  excited  pas- 
sions.    If  the  hon.  Member  imagined  that 
he  could   set   the  tenantry  of    England 
against  their  landlords,  by  such  vitup^ra* 
tiou  and  abuse,  he  could  tell  him  distinctly 
that  he  never  was  more  mistaken,  and  he 
would  be  miserably  dii»appointed.    It  was 
strange  that  in  the  seventh  year  of  his 
Mgitatiuu,   the  hon.  Member — though   he 
had  so  completely  failed  out  of  doors— » 
should  not  yet  have  discovered  the  pro- 
priety of  a  different  course.    As  to  the 
Loo.  Member's  astonishment  at  the  Con* 
senrative   Members    not  having   brought 
forward  recently  the  subject  of  agricuU 
tural  distress,  perhaps  the  boo.  Member 
would  leave  them  to  manage  their  own 
matters ;  and  they,  seeing  how  grossly  he 
had  mismanaged  his  own,  would  not  be 
anxious  to  adopt  his  advice.    To  what  bad 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  a 
former  occasion,  he  had  listened  with  great 
anxiety,  hoping  to  have  heard  some  ex- 
pressions in  reference  to  agricultural  dis* 


tress,  and  he  did  not  disguise  the  disap- 
pointment he  had  felt  at  the  right  hon. 
Baronet*s  silence  on  that  subject.     But,  of 
course,  feeling  a  general  confidence  in  the 
Administrariout  and  not  having  acquired 
very  extensive  experience  in  that  House, 
it  was  not  for  him  to  leap  up  and  give  ut- 
terance on  every  occasion  to  his  feelings  of 
disappointment  at  the  course  they  might 
pursue.     He  desired  therefore  to  have  it 
understood  that  Members  on  the  Ministe- 
rial side  must  not  be  considered  as  insen- 
sible to  agricultural  distress  (which,   he 
was  happy  to  say,  did  ix)t  exist  to 'a  great 
extent  in  his  own  county),  because  they 
did   not  on  every  occasion  express  their 
disappointment  at  the  silence  of  the  Mi- 
nistry upon  the  subject.     The  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  formerly  predicted  that 
so  long  as  protection  continued,  manufiac- 
luring  distress  would  prevail ;  whereas  it 
had  turned  out  that  this  distress  was  re- 
moved, though  the  protection  was  retained 
to  agriculture.     Doubtless,  no  system  of 
protection  could  in  the  complicated  rela* 
tions  of  this  country  preclude  the  recur- 
rence of  distress.     Predictions  and  pana. 
oeas  he  would    alike  relinquish    to    the 
League.     For  himself,  he  had  never  dis- 
gtii^d  his  conviction,  that  the  different 
classes  of  the  community  were  at  too  great 
a  distance  from  each  other,  and  that  not 
merely    agriculturists  or    manufacturers, 
but  that  the  richer  orders  altogether  were 
not  fulfilling  all  their  duty  to  the  poor. 
He  was  certain  that  among  the  labour- 
ing   population    of    the    country     there 
was   much   that  tended   to   pauperism  — 
much  that  tempted    to  crime.     But  he 
maintained  that  the  landed  proprietors  of 
England   had   always  proved   t^hemselves 
the  friends  of  the  poor,  which  the  poor 
well  knew ;  and  the  hon.   Member  who 
had  been  for  nearly  seven  years  trying  to 
persuade  them  of  the  contrary,  mi^t  just  as 
well  have  be<  n  at  Botany  Pay  all  the  time. 
Mr.    Fitiiers    said,    the    Member    for 
Northampton  had  risen  apparently  to  re- 
ply to  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham,  but 
if  what  fell  from   him  was  oirrectly  re- 
ported, the  same  impression  could  only  be 
made  out  of  the  Hou«e  which  he  was  sore 
had  been  produced  « ithin   it  —  namely, 
that  he  haa  offered  no  reply  to  what  con- 
stituted tlie  serious  charges  brought  against 
the  proprietors  who  maintained  the  Corn 
Law.     One  charge  against  the  law.  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  had  urged  with 
peculiar  point,  and  which  bec'ime  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  answer  if  he  had  been  able.  1 1 
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was,  that  while  the  labourers  were  exposed, 
by  their  increasing  numbers  and  want  of 
employment,  to  a  sad  and  fearful  competition 
with  t*ach  other,  and  that  while  the  te- 
nants were  unprotected  in  an   active  and 
eager  competition   among   themselves  for 
land,  the  landlords,  who  were  the  legisla- 
tors of  this  country,  enacted  a  law  to  pro- 
tect  themselves   against  the    com|tetition 
with  the  produce  of  other  lands,  whereby 
they  greatly  enhanced  the  value  of  their 
own  properties  at  the  expense  of  the  com- 
munity.    This  was  the  purpose  of  what 
they  termed  protection,  and  from  its  obvious 
injustice,    should   receive    some    defence. 
The  tenants  were  suffering,  and  the  la- 
bourers were  suffering :  the  one  was  com- 
pelled to  give  too  much  for  his  land,  the 
other  to  receive  too  little  for  his  labour ; 
but  the  landlord  procured  high  rent  for  his 
land,  and   paid  little  fur  his  labour;  for 
the  numbers  of  tenants  and  labourers  seek- 
ing occupation  increased,  while  the  land  for 
the  tenant,  and  food  for  the  labourer,  were 
limited ;  personality  was  no  reply  to  this 
charge,  or  to  such  an  adequate  cause  of  agri- 
cultural poverty.  And  considering  how  fre- 
quently the  depression  of  the  agricultural 
interest  had  been  traced  to  the  failure  of 
price  promised  by  protection,  it  did  become 
those  who  clamoured  for  more  protection 
as  a  remedy  for  the  evil,  to  meet  the  charge 
so  brought  against  it.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  seemed  satisfied  with  shewing  what 
he  considered  was  an  inconsistency  in  the 
friends  of  free  trade,  by  referring  to  what  he 
called  their  false  prophecies  as  to  commercial 
prosperity.     He  said  that  the  League  had 
said  that  maniifucturesand  trade  would  never 
be  prosperous  until  the  restrictions  on  trade 
were  removed  ;  and   yet  he  naid  they  ad. 
mitted  they  wore   at  present  prosperous, 
whilst  the  restrictions  had  not  been  removed. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  considered 
his  Friend   the   Member   for  Dorsi^tshire 
when  he  stated  that  the  restrictions  had  not 
been  removed ;    for,    as    they   bi»th    were 
farmers*  friends,  they  had  better  agree  on 
the    reason    they    gave    them    for    their 
present  distress;  for  while  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber hnd  ju8t   said    that   the    restrictions 
had    not    been    materially  changed,    the 
hon.   Member  for   Dorsetshire   said   that 
to  that  relaxation   alone  did   he  impute 
the    present    agricultural    distress.      In 
answer,  however,  to  that,  and  to  the  ob- 
servation upon  what  had  fallen  from  him 
the  other   ni<;ht,  which   the  Member  for 
Dorset  hnd  made,  he  begged  to  explain 
what  the  views  of  the  friends  of  free  trade 


were,  and  what  he  did  really  say  on  that  oc-» 
casion.  What  was  contended  for,  in  ar- 
guing for  free  trade,  was,  cheapness  and 
plenty;  that  cheapness  which  made  the 
necessaries  and  comforts  of  life  accessible 
to  the  poor.  This,  it  is  contended,  would 
be  obtained  if  commerce  were  not  impeded  ; 
and  this,  in  whatever  way  attained,  would 
be  attended  with  happy  results  to  the 
people.  This,  in  one  respect,  has  been 
effected  this  year  by  what  he  termed  an 
intervention  of  Providence,  in  spite  of  le- 
gislative obstruction.  They  had  had  a 
florious  harvest  -,  this  had  produced  abun- 
ance,  which,  aided  by  some  facility  given  to 
trade  by  the  relaxation  of  the  Tariff,  had 
occasioned  the  present  comparative  pros- 
perity. The  restrictive  system  had,  as  the 
non.  Gentleman  said,  been  generally  main- 
tained ;  but,  through  the  mercy  of  Heaven, 
the  usual  results  had  been  defeated, 
and  the  country  had  now  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  what  was  the  effect  of  that  plenty 
and  cheapness  of  food  of  which  the  land- 
owners usually  spoke  with  such  dread  and 
alarm.  That  this  abundance  should  be  con- 
stant was  the  aim  of  free  trade.  This  boon  of 
Heaven  now  conferred  especially  by  a  good 
harvest,  was  constantly  within  their  reach 
by  commerce ;  that  the  blessings  which 
were  thus  enjoyed  should  not  be  inter- 
rupted in  future,  was  what  the  friends  of 
free  trade  were  contending  for,  but  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  too  well  knew  it  was  the 
object  of  what  they  called  their  protection 
to  prevent.  Their  object  was  to  raise 
prices;  their  complaint  is  that  prices  are 
low ;  their  desire  is  to  cause  them  to  rise 
again.  It  was  on  these  occasions  they  had 
formerly  cr)mplained  of  distress,  and  in  all 
their  inquiries  it  was  this  they  had  in  view. 
They  knew  by  the  means  which  the  law 
put  in  operation  to  keep  prices  high,  it  had 
several  times  occurrea  that  produce  had 
been  destroyed ;  and  witnesses,  whom  they 
had  called  upon  their  inquiries  to  learn  how 
they  could  be  relieved,  had  prescribed  the 
limitation  of  quantity,  and  had  advised,  as 
some  said  they  had  practised,  that  of  sowing 
less  grain  in  order  to  limit  that  quantity, 
which  created  plenty  and  cheapness  in  the 
market.  The  distress  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men complained  of  was  literally  from  no 
other  cause  but  that  prices  had  fallen,  and 
fallen  because  the  quantity  essential  for  the 
people  had  been  more  nearly  adequate  than 
before.  Their  distress  proceeds  now,  as  it 
had  proceeded  before,  from  the  delusion 
under  which  men  crushed  each  other  by 
competing  for  land,  expecting  to  be  re« 
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Members  who  formed  that  Board — he  al- 
luded to  Mr.  Porter,  to  General  Pasley* 
and  to  Mr.  Laing — they  were  connected 
with  railway  matters  before  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) came  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he 
had  never  put  to  them  the  question  whe- 
ther they  held  any  shares  in  any  railroad. 
At  the  same  time  he  had  a  very  confident 
opinion  that  they  did  not  possess  any. 
There  was  one  other  Member  of  the  Board 
for  whose  appointment  he  was  himself  re- 
sponsible, Mr.  O'Brien.  Mr.  O'Brien  had 
for  along  time  discharffed,  in  the  most  sa^ 
tisfactory  manner,  the  duties  of  private  Se- 
cretary to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department ; 
that  Gentleman  had  spontaneously  made  the 
statement  that  he  was  the  holder  of  two  or 
three  shares,  and,  with  his  concurrence,  an 
arrangement  was  made  by  which  that 
gentleman  disposed  of  his  shares.  He  hoped 
that  this  explanation  would  be  satisfactory 
to  his  hon.  Friend.  As  respected  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  although  it  was  easy  to  deprecate  the 
expense  of  Committees  of  that  House,  and 
the  mode  in  which  the  private  business 
was  transacted,  it  was  very  difficult  to 
apply  an  effectual  remedy.  They  could 
not  do  it  by  any  sweeping  measure ;  but  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  see  they  had 
already  begun  the  work  of  piecemeal  re- 
duction. The  present  system  with  its  de- 
fects was  intimately  mixed  up  with  the 
modes  and  the  habits  of  thinking  of  the 
people  of  this  country  ;  there  was  a  great 
jealousy  as  to  the  protection  of  local  in- 
terests, and  of  the  right  of  every  one  to 
have  a  full  representation  of  his  views,  and 
this  did  create  complaints  of  embarrass- 
ment in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of 
private  Committees.  At  the  same  time  he 
must  call  to  the  recollection  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  last  year  he  had  proposed  the 
experiment  of  referring  certain  classes  of 
Railway  Bills  to  Select  Committees.  He 
believed  that  experiment  had  upon  the 
whole  met  with  success,  and  that  the  ex- 
periment had  tended  to  diminish  the  ex. 
penses,  and  to  abbreviate  the  speeches  of 
counsel.  Still  there  were  many  difficulties 
to  encounter,  and  he  believed  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  could  more  easily,  as  the  hon. 
Member  said,  blanch  the  cheek  of  a  foreign 
despot,  than  shorten  the  speeches  of  counsel. 
There  was,  however,  a  complaint  of  another 
kind  against  the  proceedings  of  these  Select 
Committees,  that  they  had  too  much 
shortened  the  representations  made  by  dif- 
ferent parties,  and  did  not  give  full  and 


^ree  .scope  for  the  explanation  of  their 
views  as  to  their  measures.  There  were, 
in  fact,  two  conflicting  interests,  and  the 
difficulty  could  only  be  approached  in  a 
practical  form.  The  question  then  before 
the  House  was,  whether  leave  should  be 
given  to  bring  in  one  of  several  Bills  abbre- 
viating the  Railway  Bills ;  he  was  sure  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  find  many  persons 
anxious  to  assist  him  in  shortening  and 
cheapening  these  forms  and  proceedings  : 
but  he  would  assure  him  he  would  find  not 
only  a  difficulty  from  conflicting  pecuniary 
interests,  but  also  from  the  conviction  of 
every  man  that  he  had  a  right  to  a  full 
representation  of  his  views  before  a  public 
tribunal,  subject  to  canvass  this  way  and 
that.  With  respect  to  the  proposal  to 
provide  further  time  for  the  introduction  of 
the  Railway  Bills,  he  could  only  express  his 
concurrence  with  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Howick),  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  R.  Peel).  He  hopeii  that  he  himself 
had  done  pretty  full  justice  to  dll  parties  ; 
certain  he  was  that  the  Gentlemen  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  who  had  had  such  a  diffi- 
cult struggle  amidst  the  accumulation  of 
Bills  brought  before  them,  should  receive 
every  fair  consideration  and  indulgence  at 
the  hands  of  the  House;  and,  receiving 
that  consideration  and  that  indulgence,  it 
would  be  found  they  had  made  such  ef- 
fectual inquiries  as  would  diminish  the 
heavy  labours  of  Parliament,  and  bring 
within  reasonable  limits  an  amount  of  toil 
which  would  otherwise  have  been  perfectly 
beyond  their  reach. 

Mr.  Divett  had  seen  many  persons  who 
had  been  mixed  up  with  these  inquiries, 
but  had  seen  no  one  who  concurred  in  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
They  were  all  anxious  to  believe  that  the 
secrets  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been 
kept  beyond  the  reach  of  suspicion  ;  at 
the  same  time,  he  was  not  in  the  least  sur- 
prised to  hear  these  reports  current,  seeing 
there  was  a  feverish  speculation,  such  as 
had  never  before  been  known  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  prices  of  shares  had  been  af- 
fected, not  solely  by  the  particular  merits 
of  each  undertaking,  but  largely  by  the 
spirit  of  speculation.  He  believed,  that  if 
there  were  any  institution  capable  of  put- 
ting a  stop  to  the  evils  which  had  already 
existed,  it  was  this  preliminary  inquiry  of 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  Entwistle  submitted  to  the  noble 
Lord  who  originated  this  discussion,  whe- 
ther it  were  necessary  to  allow  twenty-one 
days  for  the  liberty  of  presenting  a  Petition 
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for  a  Bill  after  the  reasons  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  be  made  known.  He  had 
made  inquiries,  and  found  that  the  expenses 
of  a  Petiiion  for  a  Bill  would  not  be  naore 
than  30/.  or  40/.  If  this  were  so,  he  saw 
no  reason  for  delaying  the  preliminary  step 
of  presenting  the  F^etition,  although  he 
concurred  in  the  opinion  that  parties  should 
not  be  called  upon  to  proceed  and  incur 
any  larger  expense  before  they  had  ex- 
amined the  reasons  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  //.  Yorke  would  only  mention  one 
remarkable  fact  connected  with  this  sub- 
ject. In  the  case  of  the  Churnet  Valley 
Railway,  ihe  shares  of  which  it  was  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  keep  at  par  at  a  certain 
hour  of  the  day  previous  to  the  appearance 
of  the  Gazette,  yet  a  few  hours  before  the 
Gazette  was  published,  they  rose  9  or  10 
percent.  There  was  no  dispute  as  to  that. 
Again,  the  intention  of  the  Government 
with  re>pect  to  the  harbours  of  refuge,  al- 
though the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
had  not  been  presented  to  Parliament, 
had  been  known  for  some  days,  and  a  paper 
just  distributed,  indicating  the  intention  of 
Government  on  commercial  measures,  had 
appeared  in  one  of  the  newspapers  a  fort- 
night ago.  It  was  perfectly  clear,  there- 
fore, that  there  was  some  source  whence 
these  facts  were  learned  before  the  declara- 
tions of  Government  were  made.  It  was 
a  subject  which  deserved  serious  attention, 
as  it  afiected  the  integrity  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  its  elucidation  was  necessary  for 
the  satisfaction  of  the  public. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  first  BilU 
and  all  the  other  Bills  in  succession. 

Corn  Laws — Agricultural  Protec- 
tion.^ Mr.  Cobden  said,  before  the  ques- 
tion was  put  from  the  Chair,  he  begged 
to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  to  a  subject  which  he  considered  to 
be  one  of  very  great  importance  to  them- 
selves, as  well  as  to  that  large  class  whom 
they  represented  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  would  do  so  with 
all  deference  to  them.  He  had  delayed 
doing  so  till  the  last  moment.  On  all 
former  occasions,  when  the  agricultural 
districts  had  been  in  a  state  of  distress,  the 
Queen  in  her  Speech  to  Parliament  had 
made  allusion  to  it.  He  had  heard  but  one 
explanation  given  why  the  subject  was  not 
mentioned  in  the  Speech  on  this  occasion. 
Ad  hon.  Member  of  that  House  had  stated 
that  the  reason  why  agriculture  was  not 
lefiBrred  to  in  the  Speech  was,  because  the 


agricultural  districts  were  not  in  a  state  of 
prosperity.  Hitherto  he  had  supposed  that 
this  was  the  very  reason  why  some  allusion 
was  made  to  it  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
remember  that  last  year  he  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  for  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  agriculture,  with  a  view 
to  ascertain  how  far  it  was  affected  by  pro- 
tection. At  that  time  wheat  was  56^.  a 
quarter,  and  he  then  stated  that  he  believed 
that  protection  was  a  snare  and  a  delusion 
to  the  farmers.  Wheat  was  at  the  present 
moment  at  45^.  Id.  per  quarter ;  he  would, 
therefore,  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
whether  they  could  justify  themselves  to 
the  farmers,  or  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  coming  to  Parliament — possessing,  as 
they  did,  the  full  confidence  of  the  farmers, 
and  being  endowed,  as  they  were,  with 
vast  Parliamentary  power — and  using  that 
confidence  and  that  power  in  passing  a  law 
to  keep  up  the  price  of  the  commodity  in 
which  the  farmers  dealt,  and  then  going 
down  to  their  several  homes,  and  leading 
those  farmers  into  contracts  for  the  pay- 
ment of  high  rents  grounded  upon  that 
device  and  delusion.  This  was  a  point 
deserving  mature  consideration,  and  one 
which  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry.  It  was  stated  by  Lord  Beaumont, 
at  the  Great  Protection  Meeting,  held  on 
Monday  last  at  the  Freemasons'  Tavern, 
that  the  farmers  looked  for  protection  up 
to  the  price  of  56^.,  whereas  the  price  was 
now  only  45 j.  Id. ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
made  use  of  an  expression  which  had  been 
previously  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somersetshire,  (Mr.  Miles),  and  asked 
"what  has  become  of  the  promise  of 
56f .''  ?  This  surely  was  a  point  which 
ought  to  be  cleared  up  by  that  House. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  attributed 
agricultural  distress  to  legislation,  and  so 
did  he ;  but  they  thought  the  farmers  were 
suffering  for  want  of  more  protection, 
whereas  he  thought  thev  were  sufiFering 
by  protection.  If,  then,  legislation  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  distress  of  the  farmers, 
was  it  not  a  fit  question  to  be  discussed  in 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  no  doubt,  repre- 
sented a  very  numerous  and  powerful  in- 
terest ;  but  were  not  those  interests  which 
he  and  his  Friends  around  him  represented, 
also  sufficiently  numerous  and  important 
to  merit  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  a  question  of  this 
nature  ?  He  now  rose  in  his  place  to  pro* 
pose  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire 
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(Mr.  NSileit),  that  on  this,  M  on  former] 
ocoisiona,  there  should  be  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  cause  of  agricultural  dis- 
tress.  He  was  not  without  hopes  that  this 
proposition  would   be  acceded  to  by  the 
non.  Gentleman  and  the  Friends  who  sat 
around  him ;  for  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  had  had 
the   honour  of  mentioning   to  that   hnn. 
Gentleman  his  intention  to  submit  such  n 
proposition  to  the  House  j  and  the  opinion 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  then  expressed, 
and  the  courtesy  with  which  he  receired 
the  communication,  gave  him  every  ground 
to  hope  that  he  i^ould  accede  to  the  propo- 
sition.    If  this  should  be  the  case,  and  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  powerful  bo()y 
to  which  he  belonged  were  of  opinion  that 
a  C'ommittee  should  be  appointed,  they 
need  not  go  to  the  Government  to  ask  them 
to  support  it ;  for  seeing  that  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  Mt-mbers  on  the  Opposition 
aide  of  the  House  gave  their  sup|:iort  to  a 
similar  Motion  brought  forward  by  him  last 
year,  it  must  be  obvious  that  if  they  now 
joined  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
and  his  Friends,  they  might  act  indepen- 
dently of  the  Government,  and  compel  the 
Government  to  acquiesce  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.     But  there  was  oo 
doubt  the  Governanent  would  acquiesce  in 
such  a  propositiooi  for  they  would  see  the 
importance  of  it.    All  that  he  asked  for  on 
this  ocrasioo  was  inquiry  $   he  therefore 
had  only  to  add,  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  not  yet  made  up  their  minds 
to  assent  to   this   proposition,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty,  after  giving  them  a  week 
or  a  fortnight  to  conxider  of  it,  to  renew 
the  Motion  which   he   made  last  Session. 
Mr.  Miles  begged  to  thank  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  informed  him  that 
it  was  hi*  intention  to  put  this  question, 
not  merely  to  him   inai\idually,   but   to 
other  hon.  Members  connected  with  agri* 
culture.     He  was  merely  a  representative 
of  a  iwrt  of  the  county  of  Somerset,  and 
could   not  state  either  the  wishes  or  the 
wants  of  the  ugnculturidts  of  England  io 
totality.     If  the  hon.  Member  wished  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  upon 
•griculturul  distress,  his   proper  mode  of 
proceeding  would  be  immediately  to  appiv 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,   and  a»k 
them  whether  they  would  consent  to  such 
a  Committee.     Now,  for  himself,  and  he 
thought  he  might  say  for  those  Friends 
who  generally  acted  with  htm,  be  could 
state  that  they  had  no  intention  of  asking 
the  Government  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  Agricultural  Diatreat.    The 


hon.  Member  for  Stockport  had  referred 
to  some  speech  whirh  had  been  delivered 
at  a  public  dinner  lately  held  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Protection  Society  at  the  Free- 
masons' Tavern.  He  certainly  did  not 
consider  himself  bound  by.  or  answerable 
for,  everything  that  m>ght  be  affirmed, 
without  previous  concert  with  those  con* 
nected  with  that  great  interest,  by  any 
noble  Lord  at  a  public  dinner,  especially 
recollecting,  hs  he  perfectly  did,  how  ex- 
ceedingly guarded  the  right  hun.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was,  on  a  former  occasion,  in  affirming  that 
he  would  gu  ran  tee  to  the  farming  interest 
any  fixed  price  for  wheat  whatever.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  from 
various  circumstances,  and  from  a  variety 
of  causes,  and  even  from  the  very  nature  of 
agriculture  itself,  prices  would  vacillate  be- 
tween such  prices  as  those— 56#.  and  4Ss, 
a  quarter.  Still  the  farmers  had  their  own 
idea  of  the  cause  of  their  distress ;  but  he 
did  not  think  they  would  come  forward  at 
the  present  moment  and  a-vk  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commit  tee  to  inquire  into 
the  cause  of  that  distress.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  take  his  own  course ;  but  he 
rather  doubted  whether  the  kind  of  con- 
cert which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  offered 
to  him,  and  to  those  who  sat  near  him, 
could  be  acceded  to.  He  doubted  much 
whether  any  such  concert  could  be  effected. 
Answering,  however,  for  himself*  indi- 
viduallv,  he  might  be  permitted  to  say  that 
be  could  not  have  the  least  oojection  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  ;  but 
he  must  beg  not  to  be  put  upon  it,  having 
already  sat  on  a  similar  Committee  for  two 
\ear8  without  coming  to  any  practical  am- 
clusion  whatever;  be  should  much  rather 
leave  it  to  abler  and  better  hands  to  state 
what  were  the  causes  of,  and  what  would 
be  the  best  means  to  alleviate,  the  present 
agricultural  distress.  'I  here  were  <ventle- 
II ten  on  that  side  of  the  House,  he  believed, 
who  were  both  able  and  willing  to  state 
their  Ofnoions  upon  those  points 

Mr.  Miiner  (3ibson  said,  it  had  given 
him  great  satisfaction  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire  state,  as  far  as 
be  was  himself  concerned,  he  would  give 
bis  vote  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com* 
mittee.  {JAr,  Miles  had  not  intimated 
that  he  would  vote  one  way  or  the  other.^ 
He  certainly  understood  the  hon.  Gentle* 
roan  to  say,  he  was  ftvourable  to  the  ap- 
pointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
agricalturmJ  complaints,  and  that  be  would 
support  the  Motion.    [Mr.  Miles  :  1 
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1  would  Dot  object  to  it.]     He  was  sorry 
that  be  bad  njisunderstood  the  boo.  Gen< 
tleinan  ;  but  he  must  say,  it  would  appear 
nther  remarkable,  considering  the  expe- 
rience of  past  times^  if  the  House  should 
rpject  so  judicious  a  proposal  as  that  sug- 
gested b7  his  faun.  Friend.     If  ihere  were 
one  subject  more  than  another  upon  which 
the  minds  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
ought  to  arriFe  at  an  accurate  judgment, 
it  was  the  subject  of  agricultural  distress. 
In  fact,  it  seemed  a  part  of  the  Corn  Law 
system   to  have  periodical   inquiries  into 
agricultural  distress.     A  Corn  Law  would 
not  be  a  Corn  Law  without  a  Committee 
on  agricultural  distress.     They  had  had 
complaints  of  distress  under  every  Corn 
Law.     They  had   had  Committees  of  in- 
quiry ;  and  was  there  any  difference  in 
their  position   now?     They  had  a  Corn 
Law,  they  had  distress  —  why  not   have 
inquiry  ?     It   appeared  to  him   to  be  a  I 
most    reasonable    proposition »    upon    the  < 
special  ground  stated  by  bis  hon.  Friend,  ; 
namely,  that  it  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  < 
on   both  sides  of  the  House,  that  it  was 
legiiilation  which  created  agricultural  dis-  ! 
tress.     His  hon.    Friend  thought  that  it 
was  protection  by  legislation  which  did  so, 
while  hon.   Gentlemen  opposite   were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  the  diminution  of  pro-  i 
tection  by  legislation.     But,  in  his  opinion, 
they  would  have  had  the  same  distress  if 
the   Corn    Law    of  1842  had   not    been 
passed.     He  was  not  disposed  to  ttace  the 
reduction  of  prices  to  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  by  the  Bill  of  1842;  on  the  contrary, 
he  thought  it  was  the  natural  consequence 
of  placing  reliance  on  protection  that  there 
should  be  periods  of  agricultural  distress. 
He  regretted  to  see,  notwithstanding  all 
this,  and  notwithstanding  the  baneful  influ- 
ence of  the  principle  of  protection — it  was 
DO  later   than  on    Tuesday  evening  that 
they  heard  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) declare  that  protection  was  the  bane 
of  agriculture — he  regretted  to  find,  not- 
withstanding all  this,  that  the  same  evil 
system  was  beginning  again.     They  had 
been  told  by  men  of  high  rank  and  influ- 
ence, at  the  meeting  lately  held  at   the 
Freemasons'   Hall,  that  the  principle  of 
protection  would  be  maintaioea,  ana  a  so- 
lemn assurance  was  given  to  the  farmers 
assembled  there,  that  no  further  attempt 
would  be  made  to  meddle  with  the  advan- 
tages they  now  enjoyed.     Now,  he  really 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 


whether  he  had  ever  given  any  such  as* 
surance — whether  he  could,  by  possibility, 
have  given  to  the  Central  Society  for  the 
Protection  of  Agriculture,  or  whether  he 
had  given  an  assurance  to  any  individual, 
however  high  in  station,  that  he  would  not 
meddle  with  the  existing  Corn  Laws,  and 
not  diminish  the  amount  of  protection 
which  was  at  present  aflTorded  by  that  law? 
He  had  seen  so  much  caution  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  not  to  give  any 
pledges  as  to  any  future  course  he  might 
deem  it  his  duty  to  pursue,  that  he  was 
warranted  in  not  giving  credit  to  that 
statement.  But  bethought  it  most  desirable 
tiiat  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  disabuse 
the  public  mind  as  to  his  having  given 
any  solemn  assurance  to  any  body  of  men, 
or  to  any  individual,  that  it  was  hu  in- 
tention  to  support  the  present  Corn  Law. 
It  was  necessary  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  order  to  avoid  inducing 
the  farmers  to  place  too  confident  a  reliance 
on  that  system  of  protection  which  had 
begun  to  be  broken  down,  that  he  should 
reiterate  those  sound  principles  which  he 
had  already  declared  ;  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether 
or  not  he  had  given  any  assurance  to  the 
Agricultural  Protectitm  Society? 

Mr.  G.  Bankes  concurred  in  the  regret 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Cobden),  that  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  no  reference  had  been 
made  to  the  distress  which  so  generally 
prevailed  in  the  agricultural  districts.  To 
none  other,  however,  of  the  other  proposi- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentlemn  could  he 
assent,  nor  could  he  for  a  moment  think 
that  a  coalition  could  be  entered  into  be- 
tween the  agricu1turi8ts  and  the  League  to 
effect  the  removal  of  that  distress.  And 
further,  if  the  hon.  Gentlemen  persisted  in 
a  Motion  lor  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  he 
should  not  support  him.  He  thought  that 
an  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  agricultural 
distress  was  not  net^ded.  For  his  own  part, 
be  was  satisfied  to  believe  that  the  distress 
resulted  from  the  changes  which  had  been 
made  in  the  Protective  Laws.  Whether 
that  distress  would  be  permanent  or  not, 
time  would  show  ;  but  that  those  changes 
had  produced  the  present  particular  dis* 
tress  amongst  the  agriculturists,  he  had  no 
doubt.  The  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House,  had  referred  to  a 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
London,  in  which  that  noble  Lord  stated 
that  protection  was  the  bane  of  agriculture. 
It  remained  for  the  House  to  consider 


191 


Com  Laws — 


{COMMONS}       Agricultural  Protection.     192 


whether  the  noble  Lord  had  not  very  ma- 
terially changed  his  opinion  in  that  respect 
since  the  time  be  was  in  office;  or  whe- 
ther, in  proposing  a  fixed  and  protective 
duty,  the  noble  Lord  considered  that  that 
protection  was  no  protection  at  all,  and 
consequently  whether  his  Lordship  con- 
sidered, that  in  making  that  proposition, 
he  was  proposing  something  which  he  be* 
lieved  would  be  no  gain  to  the  interest  that 
he  professed  to  serve.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  (Mr.  Villiers)^  when 
speaking  a  few  nights  ago  of  the  increased 
prosperity  of  the  manufacturers,  seemed  to 
admit  that  to  the  same  circumstance  which 
had  occasioned  their  prosperity  was  owing 
the  depression  of  which  the  agricultur- 
ists   complained ;    and    then,    with    the 
same   degree  of  unfairness,  he  seemed  to 
contend  that  the  agriculturists  must  still 
more  be  depressed^  that  the  manufacturers 
might  rise.     He  was  highly  gratified  to 
hear  that  both  parties  were  not  to  suffer 
together.     He  was  glad  that  the  distress 
suffered  by  one  might  prove  a  benefit  to 
the  other;  but  let  them  be  satisfied  with 
the  prosperity  that  it  produced  to  one,  and 
not  endeavour  to  increase  the  misery  of 
the  other.    With  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  rela- 
tive   to  the  temptations  that    might  be 
offered  to  Russia  to  enter  into  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  protective  duties,  when  the 
hon.  Member   said,    that    Great    Britain 
should  show  some  spirit  of  conciliation 
by  taking  the  first  step  towards  such  a 
measure,  he  would  say,  that  in  the  opinion 
of  many  people.  England  had  made  a  pretty 
good  stride  already,  and  that  it  was  for 
the  other  country  to  take  the  next  step. 
He  did  not  ask  them  for  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry ;  he  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  give  them  something  better.     The 
immediate  cause  of  the  present  distress  he 
took  to  be  this — that  though  during  the  past 
year  there  was  an  average  wheat  harvest, 
in  respect  to  almost  every  other  descrip- 
tion or  crop,  in  the  south  particularly,  there 
was  a  great  deficiency ;    and  therefore^ 
since  by  the  alteration  of  the  Protective 
Laws  the  farmers  could  not  look  to  wheat, 
as  they  might  liefore  have  done,  to  make 
up  the  deficiencies  in  other  crops,  they 
were  at  this  moment  suffering  very  great 
and  general  distress.    He  would  admit 
that  Uie  distress  would  not  have  been  felt 
to  so  great  a  degree  if  the  crops  of  oats, 
barley,  and  other  produce  had  been  equally 
good  with  the  wheat  crops ;  but  it  was  not 
consistent  with  the  hct  to  say  that  the  | 


alteration  in  the  Protective  Laws  had  not 
been  the  great  cause  of  all.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  ap. 
point  such  a  Committee  as  had  been  alluded 
to,  and,  should  such  a  proposal  come  de* 
finitely  before  the  House,  he  should  feel  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Bright  had  attended  many  agricul- 
tural meetings,  and  had  derived  consider- 
able amusement  from  what  had  taken  place 
at  them :  but  if  one  thing  more  than  any 
other  had  struck  him  to  be  unfair  in  the 
proceedings  of  those  meetings,  it  was  the 
conduct  of  those  Gentlemen  who  took 
upon  themselves  to  be  the  counsel  of  the 
farmers,  and  their  guardians  and  defenders 
both  in  doors  and  out  of  doors.  Their 
conduct  had  been  such  for  several  years  as 
made  him  believe  that  there  was  something 
rather  hollow  in  the  character  they  as- 
sumed. We  read  in  a  very  ancient  book  of 
"  dumb  dogs  that  would  not  bark."  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  cultivated  the  soil,  stated 
that  the  legislation  of  that  House  was  the 
cause  of  the  present  agricultural  distress. 
But  were  they  not  parties  to  that  legislation  ? 
They  were  consenters  to  the  measure  which 
produced  the  distress.  Surely  no  proof 
need  be  adduced  for  that,  for  ihere  was  a 
very  large  migority  in  fiivour  of  the  mea- 
sure which  hon.  Gentlemen  now  said  had 
produced  distress.  Now  the  great  majo- 
rity of  that  House  were  landed  proprietors. 
It  did  appear  to  him,  then,  that  if  by  their 
legislation  distress  had  been  oocasiuned,  the 
farmers  bad  at  least  one  claim  to  make 
upon  those  who  voted  for  that  measure, 
namely,  that  they  should  either  retrace 
their  steps,  undo  their  work,  and  go  back  to 
what  was  right,  or  else  they  should  go  home 
to  their  estates,  and  reJuce  their  rents 
down  to  a  proper  level  with  those  circum- 
stances which  their  legislation  had  placed 
their  tenants  in.  He  looked  upon  this 
refusal  to  inquire  with  very  great  suspi- 
cion. He  believed  it  arose  from  this  cause : 
— the  public  mind,  and  the  representatives 
of  the  public  mind  in  that  House,  were 
too  much  alive  to  allow  any  Committee 
to  do  what  Committees  were  accustomed 
to  do  in  former  times.  One  of  two  things 
would  be  reoommended^-either  that  the 
taxes  pressing  upon  the  farmers  should 
be  reduced,  or  that  greater  protection  to 
agriculture  should  be  enacted.  He  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  whether  they 
believed  it  was  possible  to  do  either  one 
thing  or  the  other?  They  might  as  well 
attempt  to  stay  the  opeiatioos  of  natare 
M  to  go  back  to  the  pfotective  principle 
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in  this  couotry.  They  had  long  ago  taken 
from  theroselFes  the  power  of  reducing  any 
taxes  peculiarly  pressing  upon  the  farmer, 
for  in  their  avaricious  desire  to  gain  high 
Tents  they  had  in  past  Sessions  repealed 
almost  every  tax  upon  the  farmers ;  and 
that  which  once  went  into  the  Excliequer, 
now  went  into  the  landlords'  pockets  in 
the  shape  of  rent.  Therefore,  they  did 
not  deem  it  prudent,  or  even  useful,  to 
have  a  Committee.  In  his  opinion  it  was 
most  inconsistent  that  hon.  Members  who 
called  themselves  the  guardians  of  the  ag- 
ricultural interest,  should  stand  up  and 
tsay  that  that  great  interest  was  being 
frittered  away  by  measures  passed  by  the 
very  Ministers  whom  they  had  placed  in 
office,  and  yet  that  they  should  nut  op)X)se 
those  measures,  nor  give  up  the  contest  as 
hopeless,  and  acknowledge  that  they  had 
been  wrong.  The  hon.  Member  for  So- 
mersetshire had  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  proposing  the  New  Corn  Law, 
did  not  propose  a  protecting  price  varying 
from  54#.  to56^.  The  words  of  the  right 
hoD.  Baronet  on  that  occasion  were  these  : 
— '*  As  far  as  certainty  of  price  was  oon- 
cemedy  if  56s.  could  be  guaranteed  by 
legislation^  that  was  the  object  of  the 
Bill.''  That  was  certainly  a  guarded  mode 
of  expression  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  when  addressing  the  British  Par> 
1  lament ;  but  what  had  been  the  conduct  of 
the  landowners  out  of  Parliament  ?  It  had 
been  to  make  that  guarded  expression  by 
the  first  Minister  of  the  Crown  a  certainty 
to  the  farmers.  Their  stewards  and  land 
agents — the  men  who  were  paraded  at  the 
agricultural  meetings  as  tenant  farmers, 
had  told  the  farmers  that  the  Minister  had 
secured  to  them  565.  a  quarter;  nav,  the  ma- 
gistrates of  counties  had  asstisseci  property 
to  the  Poor  Rate,  upon  the  estimate  that  the 
price  of  wheat  would  be  565.  a  quarter; 
and  it  was  asserted  that  the  Government 
had  guaranteed  that  price  by  the  new 
Corn  Bill.  This  course  had  been  pursued 
from  the  very  moment  that  the  Bill  was 
passed ;  and  yet  every  body  who  had  any 
understanding  at  ull  upon  the  subject  knew 
that  no  law  whatever  could  SL^cure  a  certain 
price  for  wheat.  But*  out  of  the  House, 
the  landlords  persuaded  the  farmers  that 
they  possessed  this  power.  Why,  then, 
did  they  at  the  same  moment  tell  the  far- 
mers that  it  was  from  the  bad  legislation 
uf  that  House  that  the  prices  of  their  pm- 
duoe  were  injuriously  affected ;  and  that 
it  was  from  this  that  they  were  uow  suf- 
feriug  distress  ?  The  cause  was  perfectly 
VOL.  LXXVII.     {JS2} 


clear,  as  might  be  collected  from  the 
speeches  recently  delivered  at  a  tavern  in 
this  town,  and  by  he  proceedings  at  No.  17, 
Bond  Street,  where,  he  believed,  the  Pro- 
tection Society  had  opened  a  shop.  He 
thought  the  sign  over  the  door  should  benr 
this  motto — *'  British  Farmers  regularly 
taken  in  and  done  for."  It  was  really 
time  that  this  landlord  imposition  upon 
the  farmers  should  come  to  an  end.  What 
would  they  say  if  he  told  those  who 
depended  upon  him  in  manufactures,  that 
he  was  their  friend,  and  that  he  would  go 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  vote  for  a 
law  that  should  keep  up  the  price  of  calico, 
and  give  them  ^ood  wages,  and  that  then 
he  should  find  that  they  suffered  the  great- 
est privations  from  the  vicissitudes  in  ma- 
nufactures, occasioned  by  that  very  law  ? 
He  declared  he  should  not  have  the  face  to 
come  before  those  men,  and  ask  them  o 
have  any  further  confidence  in  his  promises 
of  anything  that  Parliament  could  do  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  either  prices  or 
wages.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire 
had  explained  why  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts were  at  present  suffering.  It  was  a 
very  reasonable  explanation.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  the  price  of  wheat 
was  low,  because  the  quantity  of  corn  was 
large;  at  least,  above  the  average;  suf- 
ficient to  bring  prices  down :  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  other  and  inferior  crops 
were  very  short,  and  that  the  farmers 
were  extremely  inconvenienced  by  the  high 
prices  they  had  to  pay  for  the  food  for 
their  cattle.  Now,  he  believed  this,  and 
that  the  high  prices  of  the  inferior  crops 
were  caused  by  the  very  protection  forced 
upon  the  farmers.  Was  Indian  corn  no 
food  for  cattle ;  and  vet  was  there  not  a 
law  to  keep  it  out  of  this  country  ?  Were 
Egyptian  beans  no  food,  and  yet  was  there 
not  a  law  to  keep  them  out  ?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  actually  complained 
that  the  price  fixed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet on  foreign  oats  was  not  sufficiently 
high  as  a  protective  duty,  and  yet  the 
duty  alreaay  imposed,  forced  their  own 
tenantry  to  purchase  foreign  oats  at  a  price 
that  enhanced  the  cost  of  the  very  food 
bv  whirh  their  cattle  was  fed,  and  bv 
the  feeding  of  which  cattle  they  sought 
manure  to  raise  in  future  years  their  crops 
of  hay.  He  did  not  pretend  to  understand 
much  of  agriculture,  neither  was  it  ne- 
cessary that  he  should  in  the  discussion  of 
I  his  question  ;  but  he  had  read  a  letter  in 
a  paper  published  in  the  county  of  Wilts, 
written  by  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of 
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Mr.  Nathaniel  Hathertoo,  whom  the  editor 
'Stated  to  be  a  fanner  of  a  very  first-rate 
character    and    intelligence    among    that 
class.     Mr.  Hatherton  said,  that 

"  When  oats  were  at  16i.  a  quarter  two 
years  Siago/  he  fed  out  five  quarters  to  an 
acre  on  twelve  acres  of  the  poorest  land,  and 
he  had  good  reason  to  be  satisfied  ;  he  had 
now  by  him  500  sheep,  and  he  should  lose 
more  for  the  purchase  of  oats  for  feeding  them, 
than  the  protection  afforded  by  the  Corn  Law 
to  his  wheat  crop  was  worth.  He  enjoyed  pro- 
tection on  his  wheat  to  the  extent  of  3s.  or  4s 
a  sack,  tliere  being  two  sacks  to  a  quarter ; 
making  it  a  protecting  duty  from  6f.  to  8s.  a 
quarter ;  but  he  must  pay  a  protection  penalty 
on  oats  to  the  extent  of  8s.  or  10s.  a  quarter. 
He  considered  that  the  reduction  of  price  on 
food  for  cattle  by  a  repeal  of  the  (>orn  Laws, 
would  be  full  compensation  to  him  for  any 
deficiency  of  price  in  wheat  arising  from  such 
n  repeal,  and  that  be  for  one  was  most  anxious 
for  a  change.'* 

Mr.  Hathrrtoo  said,  that  he  was  in- 
dnccd  to  write  this  letter  from  a  strong 
fueling  that  something  must  be  done  for 
the  farmers  and  labourers,  and  from  a  con- 
viction that  what  was  called  protection  was 
utterly  worthless.  Thin  he  thought  was  a 
sufficient  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dorsetshire.  It  was  true  that  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  in  the  north  of 
England  there  was  a  comparative  state  of 
prosperity.  An  hon.  Friend  of  his  had 
stated  to  him  that  the  cotton  spinners 
were  making  50  per  cent,  on  their  capi- 
tal. But  his  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend 
was  this :  that  the  cotton-spinners  did  not 
come  to  Parliament  and  ask  for  a  law  to 
enable  them  to  overcharge  their  customers, 
as  he  had  done  constantly  for  his  sugar. 
But  how  c;ime  it  that  the  manufacturers 
were  enjoying  a  state  of  prosperity,  though 
they  had  no  protection,  while  the  agricul- 
tural classes  were  thus  plunged  into  a 
state  of  distress?  The  process  was  some- 
what resembling  the  action  of  two  buckets 
in  H  well,  the  manufacturers  were  getting 
up  rather  full,  while  the  agriculturists 
were  going  down  and  rather  empty.  That 
had  been  the  case  ever  tioce  the  war 
ceased,  when  the  landlords  attempted  to 
make  an  alteratiuo  in  the  price  of  corn  bjr 
legislation,  lie  contended  that  be  and  his 
Friends,  who  represented  the  Anti-Core- 
I^w  League,  sto«Kl  in  that  House,  and  in 
the  eyes  vf  the  country,  in  a  much  more 
favourable  position  th«in  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  represented  the  Agricultural 
Protection  .Association,  When  the  manu- 
facturer* wt*rr  sufierin^,  they  did  not  conceal 


the  fact ;  but  the  agriculturists  denie«l  the 
distress  as  long  as  it  was  possible,  and  they 
were  startled  when  the  hon.  Member  fur 
Leeds  moved,  in  a  former  Session,  an  Ad- 
dress to  a  Speech  from  the  'I  hroue,  declar- 
ing that  the  agricultural  distress  had  not 
been  exaggerated,  but  that  it  was  frij^htful 
in  the  extreme.  The  manufacturers  never 
concealed  their  distress,  but  came  to  Par- 
liament, as  was  their  duty,  and  a<«ked  for  a 
remedy.  They  moved  for  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  and  for  evidence  to  be 
heard  at  the  Bar,  or  any  sort  of  inquiry 
that  could  be  had  ;  but  the  Committee  was 
denied  to  them  The  landlords  and  agri- 
cultural Gentlemen  voted  against  them  con- 
stantly. But  how  had  those  same  hon. 
Gentlemen  behaved  towards  the  popula- 
tion among  whom  they  lived?  He  had 
lately  heen  reading  the  Report  of  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Game  Laws  in  1838.  The 
kon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  or  of  Wilt- 
shire (he  did  not  remember  which)  gave 
evidence  before  that  Committee.  That  hon. 
Gentleman  now  stated  that  the  wages  of 
the  labourers  were  7s.  a  week,  but  that  they 
were  at  that  period  only  6s. ;  and  that  fri>m 
that  time  to  this,  the  labourers  received 
about  that  rate.  Now,  the  Anti  Corn-Law 
League  had  more  accurate  ioformatioo  of 
the  agricultural  counties  than  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  themselves  possessed. 
The  League  had  sent  trustworthy  men  into 
every  one  of  them  ;  and  he  himself  bad 
had  some  opportunity  of  visiting  several  of 
those  counties,  and  he  could  prove  to  de- 
monstration that  the  farmers  and  agricul- 
tural labourers  did  not  expend  in  manufac- 
tures, including  all  their  clothing  and 
bedding,  more  than  25^.  a  year  each.  Now 
he  could  prore  that  the  labourers  employed 
io  his  d  strict  spent  at  least  three  times  as 
much  on  manufacturing  produce  i  yet  boo. 
Gentlemen  op|iosite  did  not  come  to  that 
House  to  tell  this;  and  they  dared  not 
have  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  cause 
of  the  difference.  He  had  heard  many 
and  Dfiany  a  Conservative  spc*aV  with  the 
utmost  exultation  on  the  subject  of  free 
trade,  and  tell  htm  that  now  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  begun,  there 
was  no  knowing  where  be  would  end. 
They  bad  assured  him,  that  as  the  agri- 
cultural interest  by  degrees  fmind  their 
terrors  dissipated,  the  right  hoo.  Baronet 
would  thi  more  than  be  had  yet  attempted, 
since  he  could  have  no  interest  but  the  good 
of  his  country.  He  knew  that  the  right  lion, 
liaronet  was  not  without  ambition  ;  he 
would  not  have  ri^en  to  his  present  office 
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had  he  been  without  it,  and  he  well  knew 
the  evils  of  that  besotted  system  which 
had  made  the  labourers  in  agricultural 
counties  poor,  dejected,  and  miserable. 
Last  week  he  had  been  in  Buckingham- 
shire,  and  what  most  struck  him  was  the 
number  of  fields  so  full  of  ant-hills  that 
no  scythe  could  mow  them  ;  this  was  pro- 
tectee! land^  and  in  the  very  county  of  the 
man  who  was  especially  styled  the  labourers' 
friend,  and  who  recently  took  upon  himself 
to  tell  those  lately  assembled  at  Freema- 
sons' Hall  that  there  would  be  no  alter- 
ation of  the  Corn  Laws.  What  was  the 
next  object,  harmonising  so  well  with  the 
ant-hill  covered  fields  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Aylesbury?  The  multitudinous  chim- 
neys of  the  union  workhouse.  There  re- 
sided the  men  who  ought  to  cultivate  the 
land,  and  who,  week  after  week*  were  sent 
to  jail  for  insubordination.  He  was  young 
in  the  House,  but  he  might  be  as  old  as 
some  of  those  on  the  other  side  before  he 
beard  from  them  the  state  of  things  his 
own  eyes  had  witnessed.  One  Conservative 
had  actually  declared  to  him  that  he  would 
rather  see  free  trade  at  once  established, 
than  see  the  farmers  any  longer  humbugged 
by  the  landlords.  It  was  in  fact  high  time 
that  this  state  of  things' was  put  an  end  to, 
and  he  had  no  other  object  in  wishing  to 
see  the  destruction  of  the  present  Corn 
Laws,  than  an  anxiety  for  the  general  be- 
nefit of  the  whole  community.  Let  the 
Legislature  at  once  take  its  finger  off  the 
Statute  Book,  and  repeal  those  laws,  and 
our  manufiEicturerSt  confident  in  their  skill 
and  energy*  would  fear  no  foreign  compe- 
tition. True  it  was^  that  if  a  total  and 
immediate  repeal  had  been  granted  in  1839 
and  1840,  serious  panic  and  confusion 
would  have  been  the  consequence ;  but  if 
iuch  a  boon  were  now  granted,  and  the 
protective  duty  of  20^.  were  relinouished, 
no  such  result  need  be  apprehended.  Did 
not  severe  distress  prevail  in  1822?  yet  at 
that  moment  the  prohibition  was  in  exist- 
ence; in  1835  and  1836,  there  was  at 
least  as  much  distress  as  now,  and  then 
that  law  might  be  said  to  be  passing  into 
oblivion^  which  many  persons  at  this  mo- 
ment seemed  to  regret.  A  state  of  things 
was  now  approaching,  when  even  landlords 
would  be  glad  to  have  the  present  Corn 
Laws  repealed ;  they  would  not  then  frown 
upon  or  growl  at  the  Minister  for  making 
advances  towards  free  trade;  a  popula- 
tiou  was  growing  up,  for  which  employ- 
ment must  be  found ;  at  this  moment  they 
were  competing  with  each  other  at  wages  | 


of  6s.  and  7s.  a  week,  and,  to  the  disgrace 
of  the  landowners  and  the  Legislature,  they 
were  in  a  state  of  great  destitution.  Yet, 
while  fierce  competition  was  devouring  the 
agricultural  labourers  and  the  tenants,  the 
magnanimous  landlords  passed  a  law  to 
secure  themselves  against  all  competition 
from  foreign  countries,  and  to  keep  up  the 
price  of  the  produce  of  the  soil.  The  po- 
pulation was  rapidly  increasing,  capital 
was  accumulating,  and  the  landowners, 
without  the  least  regard  to  the  other 
classes,  restricted  the  exertions  of  the  la- 
bourers, and  of  the  tenants,  to  the  narrow 
limits  of  their  own  possessions.  He  was 
aware  that  they  could  do  little  to  convince 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite;  the  leaders  of 
parties  were^  not  easily  convinced ;  but  he 
had  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  intel- 
ligence was  daily  gaining  ground  among 
the  tenants  and  the  labourers,  and  they 
were  beginning  to  discover  the  truth ;  they 
too  severely  felt  their  condition,  and  there 
was  springing  up  amongst  them  a  disposi- 
tion which  he  should  grieve  to  behold  were 
he  a  landed  proprietor.  A  charge  had  been 
brought  against  the  party  to  which  he  be- 
longed of  exasperating  this  feeling.  The 
op(K>nent8  of  the  Corn  Law  had  certainly 
told  the  tenants  that  the  landlords  were  de- 
luding them  by  the  demand  for  protection  ; 
he  had  no  wish  to  spread  discontent  among 
them,  and  had  never  said  anything  to  them 
which  had  not  over  and  over  again  been 
stated  in  Parliament.  He  and  his  friends 
had  always  maintained  that  the  landlord  had 
aright  to  labour  at  the  market-price  of  la- 
bour ;  but  they  had  denied  the  right  of  the 
landlord  to  screen  himself  from  competition 
while  he  exposed  his  labourers  to  it  in  its  se- 
verest and  bitterest  form.  This  was  the 
charge  brought  against  the  landed  Interest, 
and  they  must  not  '*  lay  the  flattering  unc- 
tion to  their  souls,*'  that  prosperous  years 
would  put  an  end  to  agitation  on  the  subject 
of  the  Corn  Laws-  The  cry  for  repeal  had 
gone  on  swelling  and  increasing  in  spite  of 
prosperity  in  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire. 
it  was  impossible  tu  state  the  sum  which 
the  League  could  not  raise  at  this  moment 
if  money  were  necessary.  All  the. mea- 
sures the  landed  gentry  had  supported 
since  he  first  entered  the  House,  had  been 
gradually  escaping  from  their  grasp,  and 
all  those  which  they  had  resisted  had  been 
as  gradually  made  established  law.  I'he 
principle  of  protection  was  one  which  the 
Minister  could  not  and  dared  not  defend 
in  this  House  ;  the  most  distingushed  man 
of  the  Conservative  party — the  man  whom 
HZ 
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the  landed  interest  had  placed  and  kept  on 
the  Treasury  Bench — by  the  whole  tenor 
of  his  conduct  showed  that  he  v^as  aban- 
doning his  friends  and  going  over  to  their 
enemies.  What  course,  then,  ought  the 
landed  interest  now  to  pursue  ?  Would  it 
not  be  as  well  for  them  to  make  a  virtue  of 
necessity,  and  magnanimously  at  once 
abandon  a  cause  which  they  must  know  to 
be  hopeless  ?  Let  them  relinquish  a  sys- 
tem which  had  pniduced  the  most  tremen. 
dous  evils ;  for  if  they  continued  to  sow 
the  wind,  they  could  only  expect  to  reap 
the  whirlwind. 

Mr.    Stafford  (yBrien  was  anxious  to 
meet  the  question  in  the  calm  spirit  which 
had  marked  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem« 
her  for  Stockport  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  his  {Seconder,  and  expressed  his 
intention  of  not  opposing  the  appointment 
of  the  (.ommittee  of  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  had  spoken.     When  the 
hon.    Member   for   Durham   had  been  a 
little  longer  in  the  House,  before  he  reached 
the  age  of  several  Members  on  his  own 
Me,  he  hoped  he  would   learn   that  to 
make  a  bullying  bpeech  was  not  the  way 
to  deal  with  the  gentry  of  England.     He 
w  till  Id  learn  thai^  whatever  might  be  the 
varying  opinions  as  to  free  trade  on  one 
side  and  the  other,   or   however  anxious 
Government  might  be  to  steer  a  middle 
course  between  the  two,  yet  that  the  best 
men  cm  both  sides  would  deeply  deplore  a 
system  which  would  bring  to  questions  of 
the  nicest  calculation  and  difficult  political 
economy,  ««ogry  feelings  and  excited  pas- 
sions.    If  the  hon.  Member  imagined  that 
he  could   set    the  tenantry  of    England 
ftiiainst  their  landlords,  by  such  vitupera- 
tion and  abuse,  he  could  tell  him  distinctly 
that  he  never  wa4  more  mistaken,  and  he 
would  be  miserably  disappointed.     It  was 
strange  that  in  the  seventh  year  of  his 
Mgitatiuu,   tha  hon.  Member— though   he 
had  so  completely  failed  out  of  doors—* 
should  not  yet  have  discovered  the  pro* 
priety  of  a  different  course.    As  to  the 
Loo.  Member's  astonishment  at  the  Con- 
servative  Members    not  having   brought 
forward  recently  the  subject  of  agricul- 
tural distress^  |)erhapa  the  boo.  Member 
would  leave  them  to  manage  their  own 
matters ;  and  they,  seeing  bow  grossly  he 
had  mismanaged  his  own,  would  not  be 
anxious  to  adopt  his  advice.    To  what  had 
fa'len  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  a 
former  occasitm,  be  had  listened  with  great 
anxiety,  hoping  to  have  heard  some  ex- 
pressions in  reference  t<i  agricultural  dis* 


tress,  and  he  did  not  disguise  the  disap- 
pointment he  had  felt  at  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  silence  on  that  subject.     But,  of 
course,  feeling  a  general  confidence  in  the 
Administration,  and  not  having  acquired 
very  extensive  experience  in  that  House, 
it  was  not  for  him  to  leap  up  and  give  ut- 
terance on  every  occasion  to  his  feelings  of 
disappointment  at  the  course  they  might 
pursue.     He  desired  therefore  to  have  it 
understood  that  Members  on  the  Ministe- 
rial side  must  not  be  considered  as  insen- 
sible  to  agricultural  distress  (which,  he 
was  happy  to  say,  did  not  exist  to  a  great 
extent  in  his  own  county),  because  they 
did  not  on  every  occasion  express  their 
disappointment  at  the  silence  of  the  Mi- 
nistry upon  the  subject.     The  hon.  Meo»- 
bers  opposite  had  mrmerly  predicted  that 
so  long  as  protection  continued,  manufiac- 
turing  distress  would  prevail ;  whereas  tt 
had  turned  out  that  this  distress  was  re- 
moved, though  the  protection  was  retained 
to  agriculture.     Doubtless,  no  system  of 
protection  could  in  the  complicated  rela* 
tions  of  this  country  preclude  the  recur- 
rence of  distress.     Predictions  and  pana. 
oeas  he  would    alike  relinquish    to    the 
League.     For  himself^  he  had  never  dis- 
gtiised  his  conviction,  that  the  different 
classes  of  the  community  were  at  too  great 
a  distance  from  each  other,  and  that  not 
merely    agriculturists  or    manufacturers, 
but  that  the  richer  orders  altogether  were 
not  fulfilling  all  their  duty  to  the  poor. 
He  was  certain  that  among  the  labour- 
ing   population    of    the    country     there 
was   much   that  tended   to   pauperism  — 
much  that  tempted    to  crime.     But  he 
maintained  that  the  landed  proprietors  of 
England   had   always  proved   themselves 
the  friends  of  the  poor,  which  the   poor 
well  knew ;  and  the  hon.   Member  who 
had  been  for  nearly  seven  years  trying  to 
persuade  them  of  the  contrary,  might  just  at 
well  havebein  at  Botany  Tay  all  the  time. 
Mr.    Filliers    said,    the    Member    for 
Northampton  had  risen  apparently  to  re- 
ply to  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham,  but 
if  what  fell  from   him  was  oirrectly  re- 
ported, the  same  impression  could  only  be 
made  out  of  the  Hou^e  which  he  was  sure 
had  been  produced  «ithin   it  —  namely, 
that  he  haa  offered  no  reply  io  what  cno- 
stituted  tlie  serious  charges  brought  against 
the  proprietors  who  maintained  the  Coro 
Law.     One  cbaige  against  the  law,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  had  urged  with 
peculiar  point,  and  which  becime  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  answer  if  he  had  been  able.  It 
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was,  that  while  the  labourers  were  exposed, 
by  their  increasing  numbers  and  want  of 
employment,  to  a  sad  and  fearful  competition 
with  fach  other,  and  that  while  the  te* 
nants  were  unprotected  in  an   active  and 
eager  competition    among  themselves  for 
land,  the  landlords,  who  were  the  legisla- 
tors of  this  country,  enacted  a  law  to  pro- 
tect  themselves   against  the    com|ietition 
with  the  produce  of  other  lands,  whereby 
they  greatly  enhanced  the  value  of  their 
own  properties  at  the  expense  of  the  com- 
munity.    This  was  the  purpose  of  what 
they  termed  protection,  and  from  its  obvious 
injustice,    should   receive    some    defence. 
The  tenants  were  suffering,  and  the  la- 
bourers were  suffering :  the  one  was  com- 
pelled to  give  too  much  for  his  land,  the 
other  to  receive  too  little  for  his  labour ; 
but  the  landlord  procured  high  rent  for  his 
land,  and   paid  little   fur  his  labour;  fur 
the  numbers  of  tenants  and  labourers  seek- 
ing occupation  increased,  while  the  land  fur 
the  tenant,  and  food  for  the  labourer,  were 
limited ;  personality  was  no  reply  to  this 
charge,  or  to  such  an  adequate  cause  of  agri- 
cultural poverty.  And  considering  how  fre- 
quently the  depression  of  the  agricultural 
interest  had  been  traced  to  the  failure  of 
price  promised  by  protection,  it  did  become 
those  who  clamoured  for  mure  protection 
as  a  remedy  for  the  evil,  to  meet  the  charge 
so  brought  against  it.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  seemed  satisfied  with  shewing  what 
be  considered  was  an  inconsistency  in  the 
friends  uf  free  trade,  by  referring  to  what  be 
called  their  false  prophecies  as  to  commercial 
prosperity.     He  said  that  the  League  had 
said  that  manufacturesand  trade  would  never 
be  prosperous  until  the  restrictions  on  trade 
were  removed  ;  and   yet  he  Maid  they  ad. 
mitted  they  were   at  present  pros)»erous, 
whil>ttherestrictionsliad  not  been  removed. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  considered 
his  Friend   the    Member   for  Dorsetshire 
when  he  stated  that  the  restrictions  had  nut 
been  removed ;    fur,    as    they   buth    were 
farmers*  friends,  they  had  better  agree  on 
the    reason    they    gave    them    fur    their 
present  distress;  for  while  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  jtist   said    that   the    restrictions 
had    not    been    materially  changed,    the 
hon.   Member  for   Dorsetshire   said   that 
to  that  relaxation   alone  did   he  impute 
the    present    agricultural    distress.      In 
answer,  however,  to  that,  and  to  the  ob- 
servation upon  what  had  fallen  from  him 
the   other   ni<;ht,  which  the  Member  for 
Dorset  had  made,  he  begged  to  explain 
what  the  views  of  the  friends  of  free  trade 


were,  and  what  he  did  really  say  on  that  oc- 
casion. What  was  contended  for,  in  ar- 
guing for  free  trade,  was,  cheapness  and 
plenty;  that  cheapness  which  made  the 
necessaries  and  comforts  of  life  accessible 
to  the  poor.  This,  it  is  contended,  would 
be  obtained  if  commerce  were  not  impeded  ; 
and  this,  in  whatever  way  attained,  would 
be  attended  with  happy  results  to  the 
people.  This,  in  one  respect,  has  been 
effected  this  year  by  what  he  termed  an 
intervention  of  Providence,  in  spite  of  le- 
gislative obstruction.  They  had  had  a 
florions  harvest  -,  this  had  produced  abun- 
ance,  which,  aided  by  some  facility  given  to 
trade  by  the  relaxation  of  the  Tariff,  had 
occasioned  the  present  comparative  pros- 
perity. The  restrictive  system  had,  as  the 
nun.  Gentleman  said,  been  generally  main- 
tained; but,  through  the  mercy  of  Heaven, 
the  usual  results  had  been  defeated, 
and  the  country  had  now  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  what  was  the  effect  of  that  plenty 
and  cheapness  of  food  of  which  the  land- 
owners usually  spoke  with  such  dread  and 
alarm.  That  this  abundance  should  be  con- 
stant was  the  aim  of  free  trade.  This  boon  of 
Heaven  now  conferred  especially  by  a  good 
harvest,  was  constantly  within  their  reach 
by  commerce ;  that  the  blessings  which 
were  thus  enjoyed  should  not  be  inter- 
rupted in  future,  was  what  the  friends  of 
free  trade  were  contending  for,  hut  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  too  well  knew  it  was  the 
object  of  what  they  called  their  protection 
to  prevent.  Their  object  was  to  raise 
prices;  their  complaint  is  that  prices  are 
low  ;  their  desire  is  to  cause  them  to  rise 
again.  It  was  on  these  occasions  they  had 
formerly  complained  of  distress,  and  in  all 
their  inquiries  it  was  this  they  had  in  view. 
They  knew  by  the  means  which  the  law 
put  in  operation  to  keep  prices  high,  it  had 
several  times  occurrea  that  produce  had 
been  destroyed;  and  witnesses, whom  they 
had  called  upon  their  inquiries  to  learn  how 
they  could  be  relieved,  had  prescribed  the 
limitation  of  quantity,  and  had  advised,  as 
some  said  they  had  practised,  that  of  sowing 
less  grain  in  order  to  limit  that  quantity, 
which  created  plenty  and  cheapness  in  the 
market.  The  distress  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men complained  of  was  literally  from  no 
other  cause  but  that  prices  had  fallen,  and 
fallen  because  the  quantity  essential  for  the 
people  had  been  more  nearly  adequate  than 
before.  Their  distress  proceeds  now.  as  it 
had  proceeded  before,  from  the  delusion 
under  which  men  crushed  each  other  by 
competing  for  land,  expecting  to  be  re- 
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muDerated  by  high  prices  for  the  high 
rents  they  engaged  to  pay,  and  being, 
as  usual,  disappointed.  If  this  were  other- 
wise—  if  this  distress  proceeded  from 
other  causes,  from  causes  over  which 
as  it  is  repeated  out  of  doors,  they  had 
control,  how  came  it  that  the  inquiry  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  suggested 
was  not  acceded  to?  Why  allow  these 
things  to  be  said  here,  without  reply,  or 
satisfying  the  farmers  and  labourers  that 
they  were  untrue?  Other  causes  were 
doubtlessly  alleged  in  other  places,  but  that 
was  an  additional  reason  why  the  facts 
should  be  inquired  into  by  the  House,  and 
the  truth  proved.  He  had  heard  it  said, 
and  the  notion  he  knew  was  common 
among  farmers,  that  the  distress  was  owing 
to  the  corn  that  had  beeu  allowed  to  come 
in  from  one  of  the  colonies.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Who  said  so  ?]  Why,  some 
of  the  special  friends  of  agriculture  who 
met  at  the  Freemasons'  Tavern  the  other 
night.  Yes,  so  tenacious  are  the  pro- 
prietors of  this  country  of  their  system  of 
excluding  competition  with  themselves, 
that  they  will  not  even  allow  the  pro- 
duce of  a  British  colony  to  compete  with 
their  own  produce.  Colonies  which  they 
have  been  willing  that  this  country  should 
make  any  sacrifice  to  conquer,  and  pay 
millions  to  subdue  when  they  have  mani- 
fested discontent,  yet,  when  they  claim 
the  ri^ht  of  every  British  subject,  in 
sending  their  produce  to  the  British 
markets,  the  landlords  are  so  afraid  of  the 
effect  on  the  price  of  their  own  produce^ 
that  they  would  exclude  the  produce  of 
those  countries.  He  must  again  say  it  was 
a  serious  charge  against  this  law  that  it 
not  only  did  mischief  to  the  community  at 
large,  but  was  peculiarly  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  that  it  was  professed  to  protect  ; 
iind  that  when  this  charge  was  made,  with 
an  offer  to  prove  it  if  inquiry  was  granted,  he 
thought  it  would  go  forth  to  the  world  that 
the  protectionists  had  but  little  faith  in  the 
justice  or  wisdom  of  their  system,  when  they 
objected  in  this  House  to  face  the  light. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said  :  I  will  not  suffer  my- 
self to  be  drawn  by  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  into  any  discussion  on  the 
subject  of  the  Corn  Laws ;  for  we  had  no 
reason  to  expect  that  such  adiscussion  would 
be  entered  into  on  the  present  occasion. 
There  was  nothing  irregular  in  the  course 
pursued  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport. 
Nothing  could  be  more  moderate  than  the 
tone  in  which  he  made  his  proposal,  nor 
did  it  appear  to  be  his  intention  to  provoke 


any  discussion  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn 
Laws.  I  understood  him  to  declare  his  in- 
tention to  repeat  in  a  certain  contingency 
a  Motion  which  he  had  made  last  Session  ; 
and,  in  order  to  show  that  he  was  acting 
in  no  hostile  spirit,  he  invited  some  friends 
of  mine  on  this  side  to  co-operate  with  him 
in  support  of  his  Motion,'siating  that,  with 
their  co-operation,  the  opinion  of  the  Go. 
vernment  on  the  subject  would  be  of  little 
consequence  because  by  means  of  the  en- 
tente  cordiale,  the  combined  parties  might 
force  acquiescence.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  perfect  fiiirness,  stated  that  he  did 
not  ask  an  immediate  adhesion.  1  think 
he  said  he  would  give  my  hon.  Friends  a 
fortnight  to  consider  the  subject.  I  must 
say  I  think  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  Northamptonshire  and  Somersetshire 
would  have  done  much  better  to  have 
availed  themselves  of  the  fortnight's  con- 
sideration to  talk  the  matter  over,  rather 
than  to  have  committed  themselves  so 
hastily  as  they  have  done  this  evening,  in 
their  individual  capacity,  in  support  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport's  Motion.  How- 
ever, they  have  committed  themselves ;  but 
I  earnestly  advise  other  hon.  Friends  of 
mine  not  to  be  so  exceedingly  liberal,  but 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport's  very  fair  proposal,  to  take  at 
least  a  fortnight  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  proposal  a  fair  consideration,  and  then, 
after  a  lapse  of  that  period — after  having 
conferred  with  each  other  to  make  up  their 
minds— not  individually,  but  collectively, 
to  support  or  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  must  say  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  opened  the  debate  was  met  in 
a  corresponding  spirit  and  temper  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  him.  There  was  a 
kind  of  taunt  thrown  out,  and  it  was  with 
great  regret  that  I  heard  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Durham,  without  the 
slightest  provocation,  enter  into  reproaches 
and  vituperation  which  were  entirely  un- 
called for,  and  little  calculated  to  promote 
the  object  he  has  in  view.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman also  told  my  hon.  Friend  that  he 
was  not  surprised  at  his  unwillingness  to 
consent  to  the  Committee,  as  it  was  im- 
possible that  he  could  derive  any  benefit 
from  its  appointment.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Manchester  asked  me 
a  question,  which  I  think  he  was  hardly 
entitled  to  ask,  particularly  as  he  has  stated 
— and  that  without  any  communication 
with  me,  or  without  any  suggestion  from 
me —as  he  has  undertaken  to  correct  the 
report  that  I  intended  to  make  an  altera- 
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tion  in  the  Corn  Laws,  and  1  do  not,  there- 
fore,  see  that  he  requires  any  enh'ghten- 
nient  upon  the  subject.  It  is,  I  hope,  only 
necessary  to  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  House  (as  the  refusal  to  answer  even 
improper  questions  sometimes  leads  to  erro- 
neous conclusions)  that  I  have  had  no  com- 
munication with  the  Agricultural  Protec- 
tion Society,  nor  have  I  given  any  assurance 
to  any  body  in  the  slightest  degree  at  vari- 
ance with  the  declaration  of  my  opinion  last 
year.  My  hon.  Friend  has  stated  that  he 
Very  much  regretted  I  did  not,  in  the  course 
of  my  observations  a  few  nights  since,  re- 
fer to  the  distressed  state  of  agriculture.  I 
can  only  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  I  do 
believe  that  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
there  is  considerable  distress,  and  [  trust  it 
is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  I  feel 
sincere  sympathy  for  that  suffering;  but  I 
do  not  believe  that  you  can  state  generally 
as  a  truth  that  agriculture  is  universally  in 
a  state  of  distress  and  suffering.  I  believe, 
however,  that  there  are  some  parts  of  the 
country  in  which  distress  exists,  and  that 
if  you  look  at  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, you  will  find  different  districts  of  the 
country  in  very  different  conditions.  I  do 
not  deny  that  agricultural  distress  does 
exist  in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
arising  from  physical  causes,  and  the  failure 
of  the  hay  crop,  and  of  the  turnip  crop,  and 
the  drought  of  last  year.  I  say  it  is  im- 
possible to  deny  that  in  some  districts  there 
is  great  distress  arisin^^  from  these  natural 
causes,  and  this  I  sincerely  deplore ;  but  I 
distinctly  state  that  I  do  not  think  the 
agricultural  distress  can  in  any  degree  be 
fairly  attributed  to  the  operation  of  those 
laws  introduced  by  me  in  the  course  of  the 
last  few  years.  1  do  not  think  that  the 
change  in  our  law  has  been  the  cause  of 
the  agricultural  distress,  and  I  feel  bound 
to  say  that  1  cannot  look  to  Parliament  for 
any  further  legislative  interference.  I  think 
the  restoration  of  the  former  amount  of 
protection  impossible,  and  even  were  it 
possible,  I  should  not  sanction  the  re- 
establishment  of  increased  protection  as  a 
relief  to  the  distress  at  present  existing, 
which  I  attribute  to  natural  causes,  and 
which  I  deplore. 

Lord  J.  Manners  said :  I  am  not  a 
Member  of  the  League  or  of  the  Anti- 
League,  nor  am  I  a  Member  of  the  Ad- 
ministration who  have  held  the  scales  so 
evenly  between  the  contending  parties 
during  this  discussion  ;  but  I  cannot  re- 
sist the  opportunity  of  endeavour ing  to 
answer  one  of  the  arguments  used  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Durham,  and  repeated 
with  considerable  emphasis  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton.  I  do  not 
think  it  right  that  this  debate  should  close 
without  some  answer  being  made  to  that 
argument;  and  I  apologize  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represent  more  immediately  the 
agricultural  interest  for  venturing  to  speak 
of  it  myself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
landowners  of  England  were  to  blame  more 
especially  in  this — that  while  they  pro- 
tected themselves  against  competition,  they 
subjected  their  tenants  and  peasants  to  an 
almost  unlimited,  fierce,  and  cruel  compe- 
tition. I  could  say,  in  answer  to  that  as- 
sertion, that  if  it  be  true  that  the  compe- 
tition to  which  the  peasants  of  P'ngland 
are  subjected  is  so  fierce  and  cruel,  what 
would  it  be,  supposing  the  argument  of 
hon.  Members  respecting  the  agricultural 
interest  to  be  correct,  if,  in  addition  to 
such  competition,  you  added  that  which 
would  arise  from  the  introduction  of  foreign 
corn?  Surely  the  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  seen  that  his  argument  was  open  to 
that  objection  ;  it  has  been  used  repeatedly 
at  every  agricultural  protection  dinner  that 
has  taken  place ;  why  the  argument  most 
insisted  on  upon  those  occasions  was,  that 
the  introduction  of  foreign  corn  would  ren- 
der liable  to  great  and  severe  competition 
the  peasants  and  labourers  of  England. 
1  do  not  wish  upon  this  occasion  to  state 
my  opinions  on  this  subject  of  the  Corn 
Laws ;  but  I  could  not  sit  still  and  hear 
that  argument  asserted  in  two  different 
speeches  without  endeavouring  to  show  its 
fallacy.  I  wish  also  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  another  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham,  which 
seemed  to  me  most  extraordinary.  He 
said  that  the  agricultural  members  of 
England  saw  the  prosperity  and  fortunes 
of  the  farmers  being  frittered  away  by 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Now,  I 
would  asK,  if  such  be  his  opinion,  the  po- 
licy of  the  Government  being,  as  he  would 
say,  more  or  less  a  free- trade  policy,  how 
can  he  expect  those  to  whom  the  interests 
of  the  tenants  are  committed  to  sanction 
any  further  steps  in  that  direction,  and  to 
go  on  to  an  unlimited  free  trade?  1  shall 
certainly  take  the  warning  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet^  and  not  be  presump- 
tuous enough  to  pledge  myself  to  the 
course  I  may  pursue  hereafter ;  but  1  can- 
not sit  down  without  expressing  my  cor- 
dial concurrence  in  what  has  been  so  well 
and  truly  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northamptonshire,   that   we 
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are  all  t(K>  much  disposed  id  this  Mouse  to  i 
Imik  upon  ourselFes  as  agricultural  or  ma-  ' 


iiufacturing  Members,  and  too  little  dis- 
))osed  to  take  into  coDsideration  the  more 
important  question  of  rich  aud  poor  in 
this  coutitr^r;  and  still  further  do  I  ex- 
press nijT  coDcurrence  in  his  approbation  of 
the  tone  and  temper  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  brought  furtrard  and  seconded 
the  proposition  on  the  other  side,  as  afford- 
ing  fair  ground  for  hope  that  the  day  is 
not  far  distant  when  we  shall  be  able  to 
meet  cordially,  and  heartily  co  operate  in 
measures  likely  to  ameliorate  the  condition 
of  the  labouring  classes  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Brotherlon  said,  that  if  the  noble 
Ix)rd  had  taken  the  advice  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  not  spoken  at  all,  it  would 
have   been   wiser  than   to  have  risen   to 
answer  the  arguments  of  hon.  Members  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  admitted  that  the  agri- 
culturists  and  farmers    were  exposed  to 
great  competition,  and  he  also,  be  believed, 
admitted  that  the  Corn  Law  was  made  for 
the  benefit  of  the  landowners,  and  not  of 
the  tenants ;  but  the  noble  Lord  forgot  the 
population   of  this  country,   and  that  it 
must  be  fed,  and  that  to  be  fed  it  must  be 
employed ;  but  it  was  admitted  that  the 
agriculturists  could  not  employ  the  iieople. 
If  they  referred  to  the  census  they  would 
find  that  about  one-eighth,  not  more,  of 
the  population  beloDi^ed  to  the  agricultural 
iuterest.      Now,  the  population  was  in- 
creasing to  a  considerable  extent,  and  it 
must  be  employed  and  fed.     They  could 
Dot  be  employed  in  agriculture,  and  they 
must,  therefore,   be  employed    in  manu- 
factures ;  but  that  could  not  be  done  unless 
our  commerce  was  estrnded  ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  only  by  removing  the  re^tric- 
liunii  on  commerce  that  employment  could 
be  foumi  for  the  people,  and  that  they  could 
be  fed.    He  conceived  that  all  classes  would 
be  benefited  by  free  trade,  and  that  agri- 
culture niauufactures,and  commerce  W(»uld 
uil   be  well  and   prosperous  if  they  only 
acted  upon  that  principle.     He  contended 
that  the  Corn  Laws  were  for  the  protection 
of  tlie^  landlonU,  to  increase  the  price  of 
provisions,  and  to  raise  rents;  nnd  hod 
always  Maied  his  opinion  that  they  were 
most    unjusi  and  most  injurious  to  tlse 
country.      He,  thtrefore,    implored   hon. 
Members  to  consider  those  laws,  and  if 
they  were  found  to  be  unjust  and  injurious 
to  repeal  them. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  was  read  and 
agreed  to. 


{Ireland).  2C8 

^  Tlie  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to 
nine  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OP   COMMONS, 
Friday,  February  7, 1845. 

MiwcT«a.]  New  WaiT^Ptar  Comty  of  Carmnn  (EMtcni 
DiTUon).  V.  Lovd  BUot.  doit  Eariof  SC  GcnBnt«~Fbr 
County  or  Buckiqgtum,  «.  diailn  RolMrt  Soott  MnnBT. 
Eiq.,  Manor  of  Honpholmo.  "«»7' 

KLicriosr  Psrmoir.— Dartmouth  Boioqgh  ElceUoo.— P^ 

tidon  of  G«oi|e  MoAtt  (pranDtad  5Cli  Pdmiary)  nmL 
PsTinoMa  PataaifTBo.  By  Mr.  VUUcn,  tnma  Dudler* 
and  WolircrlMrapCaa,  ^gaimt  tht  Medjcd  PneCiee  BiU 
(1844).— B7  Mr.  ChrMoplMr,  tnm  WainikeC.  and  Gran. 
Cham,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  ou  Attoraey^  Certttcatn^By 
Mr.  Hume,  from  Tobaooo  Manuftctum  of  Londoa.  Id 
ftvour  of  the  Reduction  of  Duty  oo  Toljaocob 

Privatb  Bvsikbss]    Sir  Bobert  Peel 
observed,  that  an  hon.  Member  opponite 
(Mr.  Wallace)  had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper 
for  to-night,  upon  a  subject  of  some  im- 
portance, namely,  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into   the  mode  of  conductinir 
Private  Bill  Business  in  the  House    Now. 
ronsidering  the  immense  mass  of  Private 
Business,    particukrly    railway    business, 
likely   to  come  this  Session    before    the 
House,  he  certainly  thought  that  the  ap- 
pointment  of  such  a  Committee— formed  of 
Members  mon  versed  in  the  Private  Bust- 
ness  of  the  House,  to  consider  the  existing 
arrangements,  and  if  possible  to  factlitete 
the  dispatch   of  that   business,  would  be 
ve^  expedient.     Such  an  inquiry  would 
be  important  both  as  to  the  caiies  of  unop- 
posed Bills,  and  also  as  to  impoiUnt  poinu 
connected  with  competing  Bills.     Even  al- 
though  no  formal  report  might  be  made,  such 
a  Committee  would  be  enabled,  taking  those 
points  of  most  pre«cing  importance,  to  offer 
very  useful  suggestions  to  the  House  as  to 
that  class  of  Private  Busincsx  likely  to  oc- 
cupy  so  large  a  share  of  its  attention.     If, 
therefore,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  post- 
pone his  Motion  for  the  present,  he  would 
lake  an  opportunity  of  consulting  some  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  took  the  most 
interest  in  Private  Businej<s,  in  the  course 
of  next  week,  and  he  hoped  he  would  then 
be  enabled  efficiently  to  co-operate  in  the 
appointment  of  such  a  Committee  as  the  oue 
in  question. 

Mr.  Wallace  was  much  obliged  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  hLi  sugge^^tion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  views  of  the  matter 
quite  coincided  with  his  o>%n,  and  be  would 
postpone  his  Motion  with  much  pleasure. 

Poor  Law  Unioxs  (IxELiifD).]  Mr. 
JF*.  French  rose  to  put  the  question  to  the 
ri;;ht  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  of 
which  he  gave  notice  ycsiterday.  He  was 
anxious    to   know    whether  a    statement 
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which  had  appeared  in  the  Freeman's  Jour- 
nal, respecting  executions  which  had  been 
put  on  the  goods  and  furniture  in  some 
union  workhouses  in  Ireland,  was  correct. 
If  it  were  correct,  it  added  not  a  little  to 
the  experience  they  already  had  as  to  the 
working  of  the  Poor  Law  system  in  that 
country.  One  statement  to  which  he  re- 
ferred said  :— 

**We  understand  that  no  less  than  four 
executions  have  been  laid  upon  the  furniture 
in  the  Ballinrohe  poor-house  ;  one  at  the  suit 
of  Boileau,  Son,  and  George,  druggists  :  the 
other  three  at  the  suit  of  contractors  for  pro- 
visions and  fuel.  An  execution  had  also  been 
laid  upon  the  furniture  of  the  Castlebar  Union 
Workhouse  at  the  suit  of  the  foregoing  gen- 
tlemen." 

The  other  statement  on  which  he  sought 
information  was  this : — 

*'Tbe  goods  and  chattels  of  the  Tuam 
workhouse  were  sold  under  an  execution  on 
Monday  last,  at  the  suit  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Brenan,  of  Tuam.  There  was  a  considerable 
sacrifice  of  property — blankets,  which  were 
supplied  at  9s.  and  10«.  per  pair,  were  sold  at 
from  4f.  6</.  to  5s.  6d.  per  pair;  ticken  beds, 
which  cost  5f.  7d.  per  pair,  sold  at  2«.  4d, 
each ;  and  sheets,  at  Is.  'iOd.  and  2s.  per  pair. 
It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  contractors 
who  supplied  those  articles  are  yet  unpaid,  and 
are  three  years  out  of  their  money." 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  put  a  question  to  him,  merely  with 
respect  to  the  Tuam  Union.  His  inquiries 
had  been  consequently  only  directed  to  that 
Union.  Of  the  affairs  of  the  others  re- 
ferred to  bv  the  hon.  Gentleman  he  was 
not  cognizant.  With  respect,  however, 
to  Tuam,  he  could  state  that  it  was 
true  that  an  execution  had  been  put  in  on 
the  goods  in  the  house.  The  build- 
ing occupied  as  the  Union  belonged  to  a 
private  person.  The  rent  was  in  arrear, 
and  an  execution  for  rent  was  put  in  by 
the  landlord.  He  had  also  to  state  what 
were  the  circumstances  of  the  Union  in 
question.  The  Board  of  Guardians  had 
absolutely  declined  to  carry  the  act  into 
execution — refusing  even  to  appoint  col- 
lectors of  rates.  No  rates  having  been  thus 
collected  over  the  parishes  comprised  in  the 
Union,  the  Poor  Law  authorities,  in  No- 
vember last,  moved  for  a  mandamus  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  calling  on  the 
Board  of  Guardians  to  appoint  collectors. 
The  rule  had  since  been  made  absolute ;  it 
had  been  served  collectively  and  individually 
on  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
and  they  roust  forthwith   proceed  to  ap- 


point collectors ;  and,  as  soon  as  that  took 
place,  the  effect  of  these  executions  would 
be  nullified,  the  sums  paid  under  them 
would  be  borne  by  the  rates,  and  the  law 
would  be  carried  into  effect* 

Post  Ofpfcb  Committee  Report-J 
Mr.  Duncomhe,  seeing  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  in  his  place,  begged 
to  put  a  question  to  him  with  respect  to 
the  appendix  of  a  Report  of  a  Committee 
of  which  he  was  chairman  last  Session— he 
referred  to  the  Secret  Committee  on  the 
Post  Office.  That  Committee  made  its 
Report,  and  also  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  an  appendix,  which  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  with  the  Report.  Well,  the 
Report  was  printed,  but,  as  yet,  they  had 
no  appendix.  He  had  sent  to  the  printer's 
for  the  appendix,  and  also  to  get  another 
copy  qf  the  Report.  The  reply  was,  that 
the  Report  could  not  be  got,  because  it  was 
waiting  for  the  appendix —that  the  appen- 
dix was  waiting  for  a  proof,  and  the  proof 
was  waiting  for  some  Member  of  the  Se- 
cret Committee.  Now,  that  Committee's 
functions  ceased  when  their  Report  was 
made  to  the  House,  and  had  nothing  after- 
wards to  do  with  the  appendix  or  Report. 
He  wished  to  ask  now,  therefore,  why  they 
had  not  got  the  appendix?  Mr.  Hansard 
Naid  that  it  was  with  the  Committee.  He 
(Mr.  Duncombe)  was  in  possession  of  a 
copy  of  it  by  the  special  order  of  the  Speaker, 
the  only  way,  it  appeared,  of  getting  it. 
The  appendix  was  in  type,  but  not  printed 
for  general  circulation.  He  wished  to 
know  if  it  was  the  Committee,  or  any 
Member  of  the  Committee,  who  withheld 
it? 

Viscount  Sandon  had  to  state,  in  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  Report  was  made  last  year,  just 
at  the  close  of  the  Session,  when  hon. 
Members  were  fast  leaving  London  for  the 
country.  The  arrangement  of  the  chrono- 
logical part  of  the  Report,  contained  in  the 
appendix,  was  left  in  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kendal,  who  had  taken  great 
pains  with  the  subject  all  through  the 
labours  of  the  Committee.  So  far  as  he 
(Lord  Sandon)  could  learn,  the  appendix 
still  remained  in  the  hands  of  that  hon. 
Member.  He  himself  knew  nothing  fur- 
ther about  the  matter.  He  had  no  doubt, 
however,  but  that  on  this  public  notice 
being  taken  of  it,  the  document  in  question 
would  soon  be  laid  before  the  House.  Per- 
haps he  had  been  to  blame  in  quitting 
London   without   having    seen  it  in   the 
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were  resolved  upon  tubmhtinf  the  neres- 
sity  of  continuing  the  Income  Tax  for 
nnoth  r  hmited  |>eriod  to  the  consideration 
of  Parliament,  there  had  arisen  many  spe* 
culations  in  the  city  as  to  what  reductions 
in  the  ezistini;  taxes  were  to  be  proposed 
by  Government,  and  these  unceriaint'es 
were  productive  of  extreme  inconvenience 
as  well  as  of  positive  injury  to  trade  and 
commerce,  by  throwing  a  damp  upon  all 
transactions  unlit  ihe  intentions  of  Minis* 
ters  were  made  public.  It  was  solely  on 
this  account  that  he  had  determined  on 
taking  the  course  of  making  an  early 
statement ;  and  he  must  explicitly  slate 
that  It  would  not  be  followed  on  any  future 
occasion. 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  hear  the  objec- 
tions urised  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  to  the  continuance 
of  the  plan  adopted  by  the  Government, 
because  he  was  sure  such  a  sentiment  was 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  practice  of  the 
noble  Lord  with  respect  to  his  own  piivate 
expenditure.  Every  man  possessed  of 
discretion  would  endeavour  to  ascertain 
as  nearly  as  he  could  the  amount  of  his 
income  before  he  regulated  his  expenses, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  so  wholesome 
and  prudent  a  rule  should  not  be  adopted 
and  persevered  in  when  dealing  with  the 
public  money.  He  was,  however,  glad  to 
Lave  the  example  set  for  one  year  only, 
and  he  trusted  it  would  be  found  to  be 
productive  of  so  much  benefit  as  to  in- 
duce the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  pet  severe 
in  its  adoption  on  future  occasions. 

Mr.  6\  Crawford  was  extremely  glad 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  at  length  seen 
the  propriety  of  adopting  the  course  he 
had  suggested  two  years  ago  by  an  amend- 
ment which  he  then  proposed.  On  that 
occasion  he  had  moved  for  the  suspension 
of  the  Estimates  until  the  amount  and  the 
sources  of  the  Income  of  the  year  had  been 
ascertained.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose had  seconded  his  Motion  on  that 
oecasion,  but  ii  was  rejected.  He  was 
glad,  however,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  at  length  taken  his  advice,  and  he 
was  only  sorry  to  hear  that  the  course 
adopted  was  only  for  the  present  ypar. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Resolution  reported. 
Committee  to  sit  again. 

GiLBKRT  Ukions— >PooR  Law.]   Mr. 
Af.  Suiton  moved, 
*'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 


inquire  into  the  adminbtrationand  operation  of 
the  Law  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in  Unions 
formed  under  the  Act  22  George  1 11^  c.  83 
(Gilbert's  Act),  and  to  report  to  the  House 
their  opinion  whether  it  is  expedient  that  the 
said  Unions  should  be  maintained.*' 

Mr.  S.  Crawford  said,  that  he  did  not 
then  rise  to  oppose  the  re-appointment  of 
the  Committee,  but  simply  to  express  his 
profound  conviction  that  the  perseverance 
in  such   an  inquiry  was  a  mere    useless 
waste  of  time  of  the  gentlemen  who  were 
enisaged  in   it.     If  the  Government  were 
determined  that  the  Gilbert  Unions  were 
to  be  done  away  with,  ihey  bad  better  not 
institute  any  inquiry,   for  the  time  of  the 
Members,  and  the  Report,  would  be  alto- 
gether thrown  away.     He  had   witnessed 
some   proceedings  with   respect    to    this 
matter  in  Rochdale,  the   Borough    with 
which  he  was  connected,  which  had  con- 
vinced him  of  the  truth  of  what  he  as- 
serted. In  that  place  the  Poor  Law  Com* 
missioners  lately  had  determined  that  the 
Guardians  of  that  Union  should  no  longer 
relieve  their  own  poor.  The  Guardians  were 
unamimous  in  their  determination  against 
this  interference.  They  resolved  not  to  act 
under  the  control  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners.  The  people  of  the  Union,  and  all 
connected  with  it,  were  all  unanimous  in 
the  same  view,  and  the  Guardians  and  Ma- 
gistrates refused  to  assemble  under  any 
such  orders  as  had  been  issued.     Was  it, 
therefore,  right  that  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners should    be  permitted,  or  even 
encouraged,  to  force  themselves  in   this 
manner  upon  the  Union?   The  Guardians 
had  been  threatened  with  a  mandamus^ 
but,  if  he  was  rightly  informed,  no  such 
mode  of  proceeding  against   them   could 
legally  be  taken.     At  the  same  time,  when 
he  witnessed  such   a  pertinacity  on   the 
part  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to 
thrust  the  New  Poor  Law  into  operation 
in   the  borough  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, he  could  not  but  consider  that  the 
Government  was  determined  that  no  other 
law  should  be  in  force  there,  and,  conse- 
quently, he  looked  upon  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  as  an  entirely  useless 
and    unnecessary   proceeding,    and    one 
which  would  not  repay  the  trouble.  There 
was  a  great  difTerence  between  the  work- 
ing of  the  Poor  Laws  under  the  Gilbert 
Unions,  and  under  the  law  as  administered 
by  the  Somerset    House  Commissioners; 
and  the  advantages  in  his  opinion  were  all 
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OD  the  side  of  the  Gilbert  Unions,  both 
with  respect  to  eronomy,  the  feelings  and 
comforts  of  ihe  poor,  and  the  inhabitant 
ratepayers.  He  could  not  ihereTore  omit 
to  avail  himself  of  the  present  opportunity 
of  impressing  these  views  on  the  minds  of 
Ministers,  more  especially  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Drpartineni,  who  had  expressed  his 
sentiments  the  other  evening  in  relatiun  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury.  Bui  what  must  be  the  nature  of 
a  law  which  could  sanction  such  suffer- 
ings  as  were  described  by  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber? If  the  Government  were  determined, 
however,  to  carry  that  law  into  universal 
operation  throughout  England,  all  inquiry, 
he  repeated,  was  totally  unnecessary.  It 
was  a  question  beyond  all  others  of  im- 
portance. The  public  mind  was  in  a  most 
unsettled  condition,  and,  for  his  part,  he 
believed  it  to  be  impossible  that  the  people 
could  continue  to  preserve  their  loyalty, 
and  maintain  their  respect  for  the  laws,  if 
the  New  Poor  Law  were  to  be  persevered 
in  and  carried  out  to  its  present  extent. 
He,  therefore,  again  put  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment whether  this  useless  inquiry  was  to 
be  persevered  in  ?  If  it  were  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discovering  abuses  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Gilbert  Union  Acts,  then  he 
would  by  all  means  urge  an  inquiry.  But 
he  did  not  believe  the  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed with  this  view.  He  admitted  the 
liability  of  all  laws  to  be  abused.  The 
Gilbert  Union  Acts  were  not  free  fiom  this 
liabdity;  and  if  such  abuses  existed  in 
them,  it  was  only  right  they  should 
be  inquired  into  and  brought  into  com- 
parison with  those  which  were  found 
to  exist  under  the  New  Poor  Law. 
Let  both  the  systems  be  placed  fairly 
and  fully  before  the  nation,  and 
then  let  it  be  seen  which  of  then  was 
the  best  adapted  to  the  purposes  for 
which  they  were  designed.  He  had  had 
the  lionour  of  being  received,  together 
with  a  deputation  from  Rochdale  on  this 
subject,  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  it  was  then  stated 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  out  of 
a  body  of  12,000  ratepayers  who  contri- 
buted to  support  the  Gilbert  Unions 
there,  all  except  nine  of  them  were  de- 
cidedly opposed  to  the  introduction  of 
the  New  Poor  Law.  He  was  ready  to 
admit  the  perfect  courtesy  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  was  his  un. 
varying  custom,  received  the  deputation, 


and  replied  to  their  representations  that 
he  had  no  power  to  interfere  with  the 
law.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
say  that  he  had  not  the  power  of  con- 
trolling the  Poor  Law  Commissioners ; 
bui  if  he  had  not  that  power,  he  would 
he  the  very  first  to  grant  it  to  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  made  these  obser- 
vations in  the  full  belief  that  all  inquiry 
into  the  working  of  the  Gilbert  Unions  was 
entirely  useless,  and  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  was  uncalled  for. 

Poor  Law  Commissioners.]  Colonel 
Sibthorp^  in  reviving  a  Motion,  which 
he  had  brought  forward  and  obtained 
the  sanction  of  the  House  to  in  the 
course  of  the  last  Session,  stated  that  for 
some  rea  sons  f  which  he  was  ignorant, 
the  Order  which  was  then  made  on  the 
subject  had  been  evaded,  or  at  least  it 
had  not  been  complied  with.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had,  hovv- 
ever,  given  him  to  understand  that  there 
was  a  difficulty  in  making  out  a  return 
of  the  number  of  days  during  which  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  attended  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties,  b  cause  no 
regular  roster  was,  he  believed,  kept  in 
the  public  offices  of  the  attendance  of 
the  functionaries;  that  being  the  fact,  to 
his  knowledge,  with  respect  to  the  Home 
Secretary's  office.  He  was  quite  ready 
to  admit  the  ability,  the  perseverance, 
and  the  zeal  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  the  performance  of  his  duties,  and 
the  universal  satisfaction  which  his  assi* 
duity  and  his  untiiing  attention  to  his 
arduous  occupations  had  given  to  ail 
parties.  He  said  this  without  any  wish 
to  flatter  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
for  that  reason  he  did  not  require  that  a 
roster  should  be  kept  of  the  ri((ht  hon. 
Baronet's  attendance  at  his  office,  seeing 
so  many  proofs  could  be  adduced  of  his 
attention  to  his  duties;  hut  the  case  was 
different  with  respect  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  and  he  should  certainly 
like  to  know  when  and  where  they  went ; 
he  did  not  mean  to  say  they  went  into 
any  improper  places,  but  he  should  like 
to  know  what  their  attendance  at  their 
office  was,  and  whether  they  attended 
regularly  to  their  duties.  He  desired  to 
know  where  they  were,  and  what  they 
were  about.  What  he  was  anxious  to 
obtain  was  a  full  return  on  these  sub- 
jects :  and,  with  respect  to  what  had  been 
stated   to   him   by  the   right    hon.     Ba- 
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ronet,  he  mutt  coofess  that  he  felt  great 
surprise  on  beiog  told  that  he  now  ob- 
jerted  to  what  he  had  formerly  agreed  lo 
without  a  word.  He,  therefore,  begged  to 
move,  in  the  same  terms  which  the  House 
bad  saDCiioned  on  the  12ih  of  July,  1844, 
that  there  be  laid  before  the  House 

"A  Return  of  the  noniber  of  days  each 
Poor  Law  Commissioner  has  sat  in  discharge 
of  his  oflBcial  duty  at  the  office  appointed  for 
tuch  official  sitliogSy  or  at  any  other  place  for 
the  same  purpose." 

Also  a 

'*  Similar  Return  of  the  number  of  days 
each  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner  has 
been  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  his  offi- 
cial duty,  the  place  and  periods  at  which 
those  have  been  performed  respectively,  whe- 
ther at  the  office  of  the  Central  Board  of 
Commissioners,  or  in  visits  and  inspections, 
or  other  matters  of  official  duty  at  the  dif- 
ferent Vnions  or  Union  Workhouses  through- 
out  England  and  Wales,  the  number  of  days 
employed  therein,  and  the  amount  of  ex- 
pense incurred  by  each  Assistant  Poor  Law 
Commissioner  in  travelling  or  in  other  inci- 
dental expenses  relating  thereto.** 

Sir  y.  Gr<iham  beggfd  permission  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  House  with 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lincoln. 
Towards  the  close  of  the  last  Session  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  felt  it  his 
duly  to  move  for  the  Return  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  to  which 
Motion  he  had  not  offered  any  opposition. 
In  the  course  of  the  present  evening,  he 
had  stated  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
what  he  had  recently  repeated  to  the 
House,  as  to  the  difficulty  of  making  any 
Return  to  the  Brst  part  of  his  Motion — 
namely,  that  with  reference  to  the  at- 
tendance of  the  principal  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners at  their  office,  no  roster  was 
kept,  any  more  than  the  attendances  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Excise,  Stamps,  or 
Customs  were  thus  registered,  and  conse- 
quently, in  the  absence  of  such  registry, 
it  was  impossible  to  make  any  Return  to 
meet  the  demands  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  At  the  same  time,  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  felt  bound  to  state,  of  his  own 
personal  knowledge,  that  no  public  ser- 
vants were  more  assiduous  in  their  atten- 
dance to  their  duties  than  were  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners ;  and  fur  the  satisfac* 
tion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  as 
well  as  for  that  of  the  House  at  large,  lie 
would^  as  far  as  possible,  give  all  the  in- 
formation 00  this  subject  that  was  pos* 


'  sible,  convinced  that  the  dilligeoce  of  the 
gentlemen  in  question  would  be  apparent. 
He  had,  therefore,  resolved  not  to  resist 

'  the  Motion,  lest  such  a  proceeding  should 
throw  a  shade  of  doubt  over  the  subject, 

.  as  far  as  the  performance  of  their  duties 
by  I  he  Poor  Law  Commissioners  was  con- 
cerned; and,  fur  this  reason,  he  acqui- 
esced in  the  Motion. — Motion  agreed  to. 

Railways— Stahding  Ordkrs.]  Mr. 
Young  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Standing  Ordera. 

On  the  Motion  that  Standing  Order 
1 02  be  suspended, 

Mr.  Entwistle  said,  that  the  first  result 
of  suspending  this  Standing  Or<ler  would 
be  to  relieve  ihe  parties  interested  in  rail- 
ways  from  the  necessity  of  presenting  their 
petition  with  the  Bill  attached  to  it  uotil 
twenty-one  days  after  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  reported  on  such  railway  project. 
That  alteration  had  been  approved  of  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, under  the  belief  that  a  great  expense 
would  thereby  be  saved  to  the  parties ; 
whereas,  upon  inquiry, he  (Mr.  Entwistle) 
found  that  the  cost  of  printing  a  Bdl  and 
preparing  a  petition  would  not  exceed  30/. 
or  thereabouts.  Wiib  regard  to  the  print, 
ing  the  Bill  alone,  he  had  said  that  the 
expense  would  not  exceed  30i.  or  40/ , 
and  if  any  gi eater  expense  were  incurred, 
his  answer  was,  that  it  was  not  fair  to 
particular  companies  that  one  company, 
agdinst  wliich  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
have  reported,  should  be  allowed  to  delay 
drawing  op  their  Bill  till  the  reasons  of  the 
Beard  of  Trade  should  be  known,  «»hereas 
the  other  company,  in  favour  of  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  reported,  wishing  to 
press  forward  their  measure,  would  have 
already  drawn  up  their  Bill,  which  could 
not  be  altered  ;  d  priori,  the  line  against 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  had  reported 
had  the  worst  case  would,  by  the  delay, 
be  enabled  to  draw  up  their  Bill  wiih 
reference  to  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  against  it.  Upon  that 
ground,  he  objected  to  any  postponement 
which  would  enable  the  parties  to  draw 
the  Bill  after  the  reasons  against  it  should 
be  submitted  to  the  House.  He  believed 
that  in  most  cases  the  companies  who 
meant  to  proceed,  notwithstanding  the 
adverse  decision  of  the  Board,  had  pre- 
pared their  Bills,  and  the  whole  extra 
expense  would  be  the  printing.    Although 
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there  was  little  expense  in  this  House  be- 
fore a  petition,  there  was  much  in  working 
the  hoe  out  of  the  House ;  the  expense 
began  when  the  company  put  their  case 
into  the  hands  of  the  Parliamentary  agents, 
of  the  solicitors,  and  of  the  engineers;  the 
consequeoce  was,  that  by  every  day's  de- 
lay, the  company  incurred  a  large  ainount 
of  extra  expense,  and  this  extra  expense 
would  be  imposed  on  companies  anxious 
to  proceed.  He  by  no  means,  however, 
wished  to  compel  the  parties  to  incur  (he 
further  expense  of  passing  the  Standing 
Orders,  which  would  cause  the  necessity  of 
bringing  up  witnesses. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  sMf  it  was  understood , 
if  the  reasons  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
induce  the  companies  reported  asfuinst 
to  think  it  foolish  to  proceed,  they  would 
not  force  their  Bills ;  but  if  those  reasons 
should  not  be  satisfactory,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  give  them  leave  to  proceed 
with  their  Bills,  notwithstanding  the  deci. 
sion  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  ques- 
tion of  what  should  be  done  to  prevent 
injury  to  parties  anxious  to  go  on  at  once 
would  arise  when  he  should  submit  his 
Motion,  a  few  days  hence,  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  to  what  tribunal  all  the 
competing  lines  should  be  referred  ;  when 
thai  Motion  was  carried,  it  would  be  for 
the  Committee  to  say  how  far  parties 
should  avail  themselves  of  the  present 
alteration  in  ihe  Standing;  Orders.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  expense,  no  in- 
justice ought  to  be  done ;  but  those  lines 
had  a  great  advantage  on  which  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  expressed  a  favourable  opin- 
ion; and  whilst  thev  must  take  care  that 
the  decisions  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
not  absolutely  stop  the  progress  of  any 
measure,  they  must  also  take  care  that 
parties  did  not  prevent  or  retard  the  pro- 
gress of  others. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  thought  it  had 
been  clearly  made  out  by  the  noble  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland,  that  it  was  necessary 
to  take  some  step  in  order  to  prevent  in- 
justice from  being  done  to  those  com- 
panies against  whom  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  reported.  Great  injustice  would  like- 
wise be  done  if  parties  in  whose  favour  (he 
Board  of  Trade  had  reported,  were  obliged 
to  delay  going  into  Commit(ee  till  the 
adverse  Bill  was  in  a  state  of  such  for- 
wardness as  to  be  committed  also.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  parties  who 
were  promoting  an  adverse  Bill  would 
be  obliged  to  bring  their  case  before  the 


Committee,  though  they  were  not  in  a 
state  of  forwardness  to  have  their  Bill 
regularly  committed.  The  promoters  of 
the  adverse  line  might  delay  for  five  or  six 
weeks  before  they  stated  their  determina- 
tion as  to  proceeding,  and  the  loss  of  such 
a  period  would  be  equivalent  to  the  post- 
ponement of  the  road  for  a  season.  Thus, 
successful  lines  would  be  induced  to  pay 
enormous  sums  to  get  rid  of  competition. 
And  thus  the  extension  of  time  in  favour 
of  unsuccessful  lines  would  be  made  an 
ins(rument  of  ex(ortion.  It  was  notorious 
that  25,000/.  was  spent  to  expedite,  by 
six  months,  the  completion  of  works. 
Now  six  months  at  the  commencement  of 
the  season  was  equal  to  six  months  work 
in  the  general  run  of  railroads. 

Mr.Entwistleihen  withdrew  his  Amend- 
ment, ihe  Motion  was  agreed  to ;  the 
Standing  Order  was  suspended,  and  the 
following  Resolutions  were  agreed  to  : — 

"  1.  Resolved — ^That  this  House  will  not 
receive  any  Petition  for  any  Private  Bill, 
other  than  a  Railway  Bill,  after  Friday  the 
twenty-eighth  day  of  this  instant  February. 

•'  2.  Resolved— That  no  Private  Bill,  otb  r 
than  a  Railway  Bill  be  read  the  first  time 
after  Friday  the  fourth  day  of  April  next. 

**  3.  Resolved — ^That  this  House  will  not 
receive  the  Report  of  any  Private  Bill,  other 
than  a  Railway  Bill,  after  Friday  the  thirtieth 
day  of  May  next. 

**  4.  Resolved—That  this  House  will  not 
receive  any  Petition  for  any  Railway  Bill, 
later  than  the  tweuty-first  day  after  the  day  on 
which  the  Report  from  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with  reference  to 
such  Railway,  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

**  5.  Resolved— That  no  Railway  Bill  shall 
be  read  the  first  time  later  thavi  the  twenty- 
eighth  day  after  the  day  on  which  the  Report 
from  the  Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  with  reference  to  such  Railway,  has 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

"6.  Resolved— That  this  House  will  not 
receive  the  Report  of  any  Railway  Bill  later 
than  the  eighty-fourth  day  after  the  day  on 
which  the  Report  from  the  Railway  Departs 
ment  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with  reference  to 
such  Railway,  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.'* 

And  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Greene  it 
was — 

*' Ordered  —  That  on  every  Petition  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  relating  to  any  Private 
Bill  before  the  House,  the  name  or  short  Title 
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ronet,  he  must  confess  that  he  felt  great 
•urprise  on  being  told  that  he  now  ob- 
jerted  to  what  he  had  foriuerly  agreed  lo 
without  a  word.  He,  therefore,  begged  to 
move,  in  the  same  terms  which  the  House 
bad  sanctioned  on  the  12ih  of  July,  1844, 
that  there  be  laid  before  the  House 

"A  Return  of  the  number  of  days  each 
Poor  Law  ConimissioDer  has  sat  in  discharge 
of  bis  official  duty  at  the  office  appointed  for 
such  official  sittings,  or  at  any  other  place  for 
the  same  purpose." 

Also  a 

''Similar  Return  of  the  number  of  days 
each  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commissioner  has 
been  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  bis  offi- 
cial duty,  the  place  and  periods  at  which 
those  have  been  performed  respectively,  whe- 
ther at  the  office  of  the  Central  Board  of 
Commissioners,  or  in  visits  and  inspections, 
or  other  matters  of  official  duty  at  the  dif- 
ferent Unions  or  Union  Workhouses  through- 
out England  and  Wales,  the  number  of  days 
employed  therein,  and  the  amount  of  ex- 
pense incurred  by  each  Assistant  Poor  Law 
Commissioner  in  travelling  or  in  other  inci- 
dental expenses  relating  thereto." 

Sir  y.  GreJiam  begged  permission  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  House  with 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lincoln. 
Towards  the  close  of  the  last  Session  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  felt  it  his 
duly  to  move  for  the  Return  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  to  which 
Motion  he  had  not  offered  any  opposition. 
Id  the  course  of  the  present  evening,  he 
had  stated  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
what  he  had  recently  repeated  to  the 
House,  as  to  the  difficulty  of  making  any 
Return  to  the  Brat  part  of  his  Motion — 
namely,  that  with  reference  to  the  at- 
tendance of  the  principal  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners at  their  office,  no  roster  was 
kept,  any  more  than  the  attendances  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Excise,  Stamps,  or 
Customs  were  thus  registered,  and  conse- 
quently, in  the  absence  of  such  registry, 
it  was  impossible  to  make  any  Return  to 
meet  the  demands  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  At  the  same  time,  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  felt  bound  to  state,  of  his  own 
personal  knowledge,  that  no  public  ser- 
vants were  more  assiduous  in  their  atten- 
dance to  their  duties  than  were  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners;  and  for  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  as 
well  as  for  that  of  the  House  at  large,  he 
would,  as  far  as  possible,  give  all  the  in- 
formation on  this  subject  that  was  pos- 


sible, convinced  that  the  dilligence  of  the 
*;entlemen  in  question  would  be  apparent. 
He  had,  therefore,  resolved  not  to  resist 
the  Motion,  lest  such  a  proceeding  should 
throw  a  shade  of  doubt  over  the  subject, 
as  fdr  as  the  performance  of  their  dunes 
by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  was  con- 
cerned ;  and,  fur  this  reason,  he  acqui- 
esced in  the  Motion. — Motion  agreed  to. 

Railways— Stahdino  Ordkrs.]  Mr. 
Young  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Standing  Orders. 

On  the  Motion  that  Standing  Order 
102  be  suspended, 

Mr.  Entwistle  said,  that  the  first  result 
of  suspending  this  Standing  Order  would 
be  to  relieve  the  parties  interested  in  rail- 
ways from  the  necessity  of  presenting  their 
petition  with  the  Bill  attached  to  it  uotil 
twenty-one  days  after  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  reported  on  such  railway  project. 
That  alteration  had  been  approved  of  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sonder- 
Isnd,  under  the  belief  that  a  great  expense 
would  thereby  be  saved  to  the  parties; 
whereas,  upon  inquiry,  he  (Mr.  Entwistle) 
found  that  the  cost  of  printing  a  Bill  and 
preparing  a  petition  wotild  not  exceed  30/. 
or  thereabouts.  With  regard  to  the  prinr- 
ing  the  Bill  alone,  he  had  said  that  the 
expense  would  not  exceed  302.  or  40/ , 
and  if  any  gieater  expense  were  incurred, 
his  answer  was,  that  it  was  not  fair  to 
particular  companies  that  one  company, 
against  wltich  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
have  reported,  should  be  allowed  to  delay 
drawing  up  their  Bill  till  the  reasons  of  the 
Beard  of  Trade  should  be  known,  whereas 
the  other  company,  in  favour  of  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  reported,  wishing  to 
press  forward  their  measure,  would  have 
already  drawn  up  their  Bill,  which  could 
not  be  altered  ;  d  priori,  the  line  against 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  had  reported 
had  the  worst  case  would,  by  the  delay, 
be  enabled  to  draw  up  their  Bill  with 
reference  to  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  against  it.  Upon  that 
ground,  he  objected  to  any  postponement 
which  would  enable  the  parties  to  draw 
the  Bill  after  the  reasons  against  it  should 
be  submitted  to  the  House.  He  believed 
that  in  most  cases  the  companies  who 
meant  to  proceed,  notwithstanding  the 
adverse  decision  of  the  Board,  had  pre- 
pared their  Bills,  and  the  whole  extra 
expense  would  be  the  printing.     Although 
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by  which  such  Bill  is  entered  in  the  Votes  be 
written  at  the  beginning  thereof.'* 

House  adjourned  at  six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  February,  10,  1845. 

MiNOTKB.]    Took  the  Oa<A«^Biihop  of  Meath. 
8atJir$t,'-'Eu\  St  Germant.  after  the  death  of  hU  Father. 

Pbtitiohs  Prrskntbd.  By  the  Earl  of  Powto,  ttom  In- 
habitant! of  Machynlleth  and  Llanrbaiadr  yn,  and  Moch- 
nant,  for  the  estahUshment  of  Local  Courti.— From  Lay 
Auociatlon  of  Bath,  against  the  Union  of  St.  Ataph  and 
Bangor.— From  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  Olouoester 
Gcncnl  Inflrmary,  in  fkvour  of  Medical  Reform. 

Address  to  Her  Majestt.]  The 
Lord  Chancellor  reported  to  their  Lord- 
nhips  that  the  House  had  waited  upon 
Her  MajeMy  with  the  Address  in  Answer 
to  the  Royal  Speech,  and  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty  had  been  graciously  pleased  to  return 
the  foilowtng  Answer : — 

"My  Lords, — ^This  renewed  Assurance  of 
your  Loyal  and  dutiful  Attachment  is  received 
by  Me  with  sincere  Satisfaction. 

^  I  KELT  with  Confidence  on  your  cordial 
Support  in  My  Endeavours  to  promote  the 
Happiness  and  Contentment  of  My  Subjects." 

Address  and  Answer  to  be  printed  and 
published. 

Business  of  tub  House.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Normanby  had  a  question  to  put 
10  the  noble  Duke  opposite,  relative  to  the 
business  of  the  House.  He  held  in  his 
hnnd  a  Return,  made  in  consequence  of  a 
Motion  to  that  eflfect  last  Session,  re- 
specting the  periods  at  which  dift'erent 
Billt  had  come  to  this  from  the  other 
House  of  Parliiiment ;  and  he  found*  by 
referring  to  it,  that  more  than  three-fourths 
of  these  Bills  had  been  brought  up  as  late 
as  July.  When  he  had  dra^^n  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  subject  last  Sea* 
sion,  none  of  their  Lordships  seemed  more 
to  feel  the  inconvenience  then  the  noble 
Duke  opp'  site.  Now,  if  they  did  not 
wish  it  to  recur  again,  there  muU  be  an 
attempt  to  remedy  the  evil  during  the  early 
part  of  the  Session.  Judging  of  the  in- 
tention* of  the  Government  reUtive  to  the 
introduction  of  new  Bills  from  the  Royal 
Speech,  it  did  not  occur  to  him  that  any 
of  the  Bills  in  question  were  likely  to  be 
originated  in  their  Lordships*  House,  and 
this  being  the  case,  and  the  Easier  recess 
coming  on  so  early  this  year,  he  did  not 
think  thiity  with  the  best  intentions  on  the 


part  of  th3  noble  Duke,  any  iuHnediate 
attempts  could  well  be  made.  But  he  was 
sure  that  the  noble  Duke,  recollt'Clini^ 
what  ihev  had  suffered  last  Session  from 
the  circumstance  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
would  have  the  kindness  to  use  his  power- 
ful influence  with  his  colleagues, so toorder 
matters  as  to  enable  ihtir  Lordships,  from 
the  Easter  recess  to  the  conclusion  of  the 
Session,  to  take  business  step  by  step,  in- 
stead of  having  it  accumulated  together  at 
the  very  close  of  their  sittings.  It  was 
with  reference  to  this  subject  that  he  put 
his  question.  He  hoped,  even  al  hough 
no  imniedidte  answer  should  be  given, 
that  the  matter  would  not  be  overlooked  by 
Government. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  observed  that 
however,  bis  noble  Friend  bad  not  put 
any  question  at  all.  He  had  made  a 
statement,  with  which  he  quite  ai^reed. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby :  The 
questions  he  had  intended  to  pot  wert-— 
Hrat,  whether  any  of  the  measurrs  to  be  in- 
troduced by  Government  were  likely  to  ori> 
ginaie  in  this  House?  And  also,  whe- 
ther they  were  likely  to  have  any  import- 
ant measures  submitted  to  them  previoua 
to  the  Easter  recess? 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  :  Let  this  inti- 
mation stand  as  a  Notice,  and  let  my  no- 
ble Friend  repeat  the  queatioos  to-morrow 
night. 

Bail  in  Error — Ciiallemgb  op 
Array.]]  Lord  Campfte// begged  to  draw 
the  attention  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  to  a  subject  in 
some  measure  connected  with  the  subject 
on  which  the  noble  Marquess  had  just 
addressed  the  House.  It  was  relative  to 
the  Bill  that  bad  occupied  the  attention 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  respect- 
ing Bail  in  Error  in  Criminal  Cases.  He 
hoped  there  would  be  no  delay  in  brioginsr 
this  necessary  and  useful  measun*  forward, 
as  it  was  desirable  to  send  it  down  to  the 
Lower  House  as  soon  as  possible.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  as  it  was  of  considerable 
importance. — It  also  was  in  some  sort 
connected  with  the  matter  he  had  just  re- 
ferred to.  The  subject  of  it  arose  out  of 
a  proceeding  on  which  he  was  not  anxious 
to  say  much,  not  desiring  to  revive  discus- 
sions tending  to  prolong  or  to  reproduce 
angry  feelings.  He  referred  to  ibe  mode 
of  proceeding  which  was  to  be  adop'ed 
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henceforward  with  respect  to  objecting;  to 
a  Jury  which  had  bepn  improperly  re- 
turned. He  would  atsume  that  the  opinions 
of  the  Judges  who  had  been  ronsulted  on 
that  subject  were  perfectly  correct.  He 
would  also  assume  that  the  view  taken  of 
the  same  subject  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  was  perfectly 
correct.  Then,  if  so,  how,  according  to 
the  law  of  England,  was  a  person  now  to 
act  with  respect  to  a  Jury  thus  improperly 
returned  ?  It  appeared  to  him.  if  the  law 
were  correctly  defined,  that  as  it  now 
stood,  the  party  put  on  his  trial  was  with- 
out  a  remedy.  An  accused  person  might 
be  put  on  his  trial  before  a  Jury  partially 
selected,  and  yet  he  was  without  remedy 
for  this  wrong.  The  old  Common  Law 
of  England  gave  the  accused  the  right, 
under  such  circumstances,  to  challenge 
the  array,  and  on  proof  of  the  validity  oi 
the  objection,  the  array  was  quashed,  and 
the  process  of  forming  the  Juiy  was  re- 
newed. Formerly,  the  duty  of  impanel- 
ling the  Jury  devolved  upon  the  Sheriff, 
or,  in  his  absence,  upon  the  Coroner; 
and  upon  this  functionary  it  depended 
whether  the  Jury  so  impannelled,  was 
properly  or  improperly  constituted.  The 
ground  of  challenge  then  was,  that  the 
Sheriff  was  either  partial  or  not  indif- 
ferentj  and  upon  either  of  these  grounds, 
if  proved,  the  jury  was  quashed.  After- 
wards, however,  by  a  most  excellent  law, 
for  which  ihey  were  indebted  to  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister,  the  mode  of  consti- 
tuting the  Jury  was  altered,  and  the  power 
formerly  vested  in  his  hands  was  taken  from 
the  Sheriff,  and  entrusted  to  other  func- 
tionaries. The  challenge  to  the  array  was 
likewise  taken  away,  because  the  Sheriff 
could  no  longer  influence  the  formation  of 
the  Jury,  nor  was  he  recognised  in  the 
proceeding.  This  being  the  position  of 
matters,  the  learned  Judges  came  to  the 
unanimous  decision,  that  as  the  Sheriff 
could  no  longer  be  complained  of,  the 
challenge  to  the  array  was  gone.  Now, 
although  he  was  humbly  of  opinion  that 
this  was  a  point  involved  in  considerable 
doubt,  and  that  another  mode  of  redress 
might  still  be  pointed  out,  still,  assuming 
that  the  decision  was  correct,  he  hoped 
that  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
acknowledge  that  the  law,  if  such  were  the 
law,  should  not  remain  in  that  condition, 
but  that  some  remedy  should  be  provided, 
something  tantamount  to  the  challenge 
to  the  array  when  the  Sheriff  was  the  re- 
VOL.  LXXVil.     {Jjw} 


turning  officer.  Now,  he  begged  to  draw 
the  attention  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  to  this  subject,  and  he  ventured  to 
ask  him  now,  or  if  he  wished  for  time  to 
consider  it,  he  would  not  press  the  ques- 
tion, but  he  ventured  to  put  it — to  ask 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment speedily  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
upon  the  subject?  Such  a  Bill  would  cer. 
tainly  be  belter  in  their  hands  than  in 
those  of  any  noble  Lord  sitting  upon  the 
left  of  the  Woolsack.  He  would  repeat 
the  question — whether  it  was  now  the  in*- 
tention  of  his  tioble  and  learned  Friend  to 
introduce  any  such  measure  as  that  to  the 
necessity  for  which  he  had  referred  ?  If 
it  was  his  intention,  he  would  most  wij. 
linc^ly  leave  the  matter  in  his  hands.  His 
(Lord  Campbell's)  sole  object  was  to 
amend  the  Criminal  Law,  and  he  would 
much  rather  that  the  measure  came  from 
his  noble  and  Learned  Friend  than  that  he 
should  attempt  to  introduce  it.  But 
should  that  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
answer  be  that  he  declined  to  take  any 
such  stepM,  then  he  (Lord  Campbell)  gave 
notice  that  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill  as 
he  believed  was  wanting  upon  the  subject. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  put  two  distinct  ques- 
tions to  him.  The  first  was,  whether,  in 
conformity  to  the  engagements  entered 
into  by  him  on  a  former  occasion,  he  was 
prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
of  Bail  in  Error.  He  begged  leave  to 
state  that,  having  directed  his  attention  to 
this  matter,  it  was  his  intention  within  a 
few  days  (so  that  the  Bill  should  pass 
through  the  House  before  Easter)  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  the  provisions  of 
which  were  founded  in  no  small  degree 
upon  the  Bill  formerly  brought  forward 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend.  With 
respect  to  the  second  topic  upon  which  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  addressed 
their  Lordships,  he  thought  some  misap- 
prehension  existed  in  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  mind.  He  did  not  understand 
the  learned  Judges  to  have  given  their 
opinions  to  the  effect  stated  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord ;  nor  had  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  given  any  opinion  to  such  an 
effect,  for  he  did  not  think  the  right  of 
challenge  to  the  array  was  taken  away  by 
any  recent  Act  of  tlie  Legislature.  Afl 
the  learned  Judges  said  was,  that  the 
challenge  to  the  array  did  not  lie  in  that 
particular  case  to  which  their  attention 
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was  directed.  The  challenge  to  the  array 
could  only  be  had  by  reason  of  a  default  on 
the  part  of  the  returning-oilicer.  If  the 
Sheriff  was  the  returning-officer,  then  the 
challenge  existed  either  as  to  his  unin- 
differency  or  his  default.  Those  were  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  Common  Law  of 
England  granted  the  right  of  challenge. 
But  in  the  case  referred  to  there  was  no 
imputation  upon  the  Sheriff,  nor  was  there 
anv  ground  to  accuse  him  of  unindifferency, 
and  for  that  reason,  according  to  the  Com- 
mon Law,  there  was  no  ground  for  allow- 
ing a  challenge  of  the  array.  That  was 
the  opinion  of  the  learned  JFudges.  The 
ground  upon  which  the  challenge  of  the 
array  in  the  case  in  question  rested  was, 
that  there  was  a  defect  in  the  book.  A 
certain  number  of  names  which  ought  to 
hare  been  there  were  not  in  it.  The  list 
was,  therefore,  defective ;  but  the  Sheriff 
was  bound  to  take  the  names  from  the  list 
presented  to  him  by  the  proper  officer,  and 
DO  blame  could  be  attached  to  him,  for  he 
performed  his  share  of  the  duty  correctly. 
He  therefore  apprehended  that  the  learned 
Judges  gave  no  opinion  to  the  effect  stated 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend.  That 
there  existed  an  evil  in  the  proceedings  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  admitting,  and  if  it  was  necessary 
to  prevent  its  recurrence,  a  remedy  should 
be  provided.  If  a  jury-book  were  defec- 
tive, or  if  names  were  improperly  empan- 
nelled,  a  remedy  ought  to  exist;  and  if  by 
the  existing  law  none  did  exist,  his  atten- 
tion should  be  directed  to  the  subiect,  in 
order  to  provide  one,  and  he  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose.  The  defect  in 
the  case  referred  to,  arose  out  of  an  act  of 
the  Legislature,  which  was  passed  with  a 
view  to  amend  and  revise  the  law  relating 
to  Juries.  The  Common  Law  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  particular  case  in  question. 
He  trusted  that  what  he  had  stated  would 
prove  satisfactory  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord. 

Lord  Campbell  was  extremely  gUd  to 
hear  that  his  noble  and  Ie.irned  Friend 
had  direiMrd  his  attention  to  the  subject; 
but  he  was  quite  certain,  al  the  same 
time,  that  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
rooHidered  the  subject  further,  he  would 
find  thai  the  learned  Jur-i;e*s  opinions 
were,  that  the  right  of  challenge  to  the 
array  wa«  gone  altogether,  bccaime  the 
only  grounds  upon  which  thai  right  was 
allowed  by  the  Common  Law  were  the 
neglect  or  unindifferenc>  of  the  Sheriff; 
aud  as  the  matter  was  no  longer  under 


the  control  of  the  Sheriff,  but  was  taken 
wholly  away  from  him,  there  was  no  chal- 
lenge as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  whilst 
with  respect  to  any  error  of  the  Recorder, 
there  wds  not,  as  far  as  he  could  perceive, 
any  remedy.  He  was  greatly  consoled  by 
the  assurance  given  him  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  that  he  would  direct  his 
attention  to  the  subject. 

Finance  —  Import  Duties.]  Lord 
Monteagle  rose  to  move  for  the  Annual 
Balance-sheet  of  Income  and  Expendituxe 
and  for  certain  Accounts  relating  to  Trade 
and  Navigation  in  various  branches.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  that  he  had  during 
the  last  Session  called  more  than  once  for 
Returns  of  Accounts  and  Papers  exposing 
the  financial  and  commercial  resources  of 
the  kingdom.  The  object  which  he  pro- 
posed to  himself  in  pursuing  the  same 
course  at  present,  was  to  put  the  House,  as 
soon  as  was  possible,  in  possession  of  the 
grounds  upon  which  an  intimation  con- 
tained in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  must 
have  been  based,  in  order  that  their  Lord- 
ships might  be  enabled  hereafter  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  the  financial  policy  which 
Ministers  were  about  to  submit  to  the 
country.  He  was  not  desirous  of  raising 
any  contentious  question  with  respect  to 
the  Royal  Speech,  further  than  so  far  as 
it  was  connected  with  the  subject  on  which 
he  was  about  to  enter:  he  had  avoided 
any  expresion  of  an  adverse  opinion  during 
the  recent  discussion,  considering  it  to  be 
most  expedient  that  the  Address  to  the 
Sovereign  should  be  unanimously  assented 
to.  But  there  was  one  paragraph  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  relating  to  the 
public  Finances  on  which  it  was  most 
essential  that  their  Lordships  should  be 
able  to  arrive  at  an  immediate  and  full 
understanding.  It  was  the  paragraph  re- 
S|)ectiog  the  Property  and  Income  Tax. 
That  paragraph  stated,  that  *<  The  Act 
which  was  passed  for  imposing  a  tax  upon 
income  will  shortly  expire.  It  will  be 
for  you  in  your  wisdom  to  determine 
whether  it  may  not  be  expedient  to  coo- 
tinue  its  operation  for  a  further  period, 
and  thus  to  obtain  the  means  of  adequately 
providing  for  the  Public  Service,  and  at  the 
same  time  of  making  a  redaction  in  other 
taxation."  Now,  this  paragraph  had  been 
interpreted,  not  in  this  House,  he  admit- 
ted, but  flise where,  as  implying  that  the 
purpose  of  Government  was  to  submit  a 
project  not  fur  the  temporary  but  fur  the 
permanent  continuatiou  of  th-j  Income  and 
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Property  Tax.     Now,  to  a  temporary  con- 
tiuuatioD,  so  far  was  he  from  entertaioiDg 
an  objection,  that  he  thought  it  was  im- 
possible for  any  ooe  who  dispassionately 
considered  the  subject  to  feel  any  objection 
— on  the  contrary  it  was  obvious  that  there 
existed  an  absolute  necessity  for  this  mea- 
sure.    But  he  roust  beg  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships* attention  to  the  fact  that  the  sen- 
tence which  he  had  read  from  Her  IVIa. 
jesty's  Speech,  had  been  construed  to  in- 
fer that  the  Property  Tax  was  not  to  be 
enacted  for  a  limited  time^  fixed  before- 
hand, but  that  the  Speech  raised  the  large 
and  important  question  of  direct,  in  pre. 
ferenoe  to  indirect  taxation,  and  by  some 
it  had  been  argued  that  a  Property  Tax 
might  be  very  adrantageously  substituted 
in  lieu  of  the  present  system  of  indirect 
taxation.     Now,  he  could  not  believe  this 
to  be  a  correct  viewof  the  national  interests. 
But,  if  it  were,  it  behoved  Parliament  all 
the  more  on  that  account  to  look  at  the  sub- 
ject with  a  calm  and  deliberate  eye,  and  to 
give  to  the  whole  question  the  most  search- 
ing and  serious  consideration ;    if  it  was 
intended  by  the  Government,  as  some  ap- 
prehended, to  render  this   Property  Tax 
part  of  the  permanent  Ways  and  Means  of 
the  country,  then,  indeed,  it  was  impera- 
tively necessary  that  the  country  at  large 
should  be  acquainted  with   the  real   in- 
tentions of  Ministers,  and  that  Parliament 
should  approach  the  consideration  of  the 
extension  of  that  tax  with  a  previous  know- 
ledge of  what  was  contemplated,  and  with 
a  due  sense  of  its  incalculable  importance. 
It  was  one  thing  to  have  to  bear  an  incon- 
venienoe  for  a  time,  and  another  to  have 
it  sanctioned  as  a  permanency.    No  one 
who  considered  the  state  of  the  country 
could  doubt  the  expediency  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  tax  for  the  present.    The 
public  had  been  led  to  consider  that  there 
had  arisen  within  the  last  few  years  a  large 
augmentation  of  revenue,  and  that  a  very 
large  fund  had  been  created,  upon  which 
every  class  of  the  community,  anxious  for 
the  remission  of  certain  branches  of  taxa. 
tion,  considered  that  they   had  an    un- 
doubted right  to  draw.     Such,  however, 
would  not  be  found  to  be  the  real  state  of 
the  case  when  it  was  rigorously  examined. 
There  certainly  did  exist  at  present  a  sur- 
plus, in  round  numbers,  of  about  three  mil- 
lions sterling.     But  that  surplus  was  only 
created  by  the  Property  Tax,  which   ex- 
ceeded five  millions,  and  which   Property 
Tax  wa8<— as  their  Lordships  were  aware 
—only  a  temporary  tax  expiring  in  April. 
The  result  was,  therefore^  that,  deducting 


the  Property  Tax,  so  far  from  there  bei  ug 
an  excess  or  surplus  of  revenue  over  expen- 
diture —looking  to  the  permanent  taxation 
of  the  country — there  existed,  on  the  con- 
trary, a  deficiency  amounting  to  two  mil- 
lions.   This  blank  was  at  present  only  filled 
up  by  the  Property  Tax.     Were  it  pro- 
posed, therefore,   that  Parliament  should 
allow  that  tax  to  expire,  it  was  obvious  to 
every  one  that  neither  Government  nor  the 
public  could  consent  to  such  suggestion. 
The  great  object  to  be  kept  in  view  was 
not  only  to  maintain  the  public  revenge 
^o  as  to  make  it  equal  to  the  public  expen- 
diture,   but    also   to   permit    Parliament  . 
with   prudence  to  give   a  relief  to    our 
taxation  ;    and  then   the  question  arose, 
what  were  the  taxes  the  repeal  of  which 
would    be  most   generally  beneficial,  and 
useful    to   the  community?     Unless    the 
taxes  which  it  was  proposed  to  repeal  were 
judiciously  selected,  and  unless   such  re- 
missions were  made  as  were  likely  to  lead 
to  a  future  increase  of  revenue,  and  that 
at  no  remote  period,  the  House  would  in 
all   probability  find  that,  even  with   the 
Property  Tax,  a  deficiency  of  revenue  must 
again  ensue.     Considering  only  the  ordi- 
nary revenue,  the  country  now  stood   in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  when  the 
Whig  Government  resigned  in  1841,  and 
before  Sir  R.  Peel's  changes  in  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  were  carried  into  effect. 
There  was  at  that  time  a  deficiency  of  be- 
tween two  and  three  millions,  and  it  ap- 
peared that  such  would  have  been  the  case 
now,  had  it  not  been  for  the  great  efibrt 
which  Parliament  and  the  public  had  pro- 
perly made  to  supply  thnt  deficiency  by 
a  temporary  tax.    When  the  subject  of 
continuing  the  Property  Tax  came  to  be 
considered,  the  solution  of  that  question 
would  be  found  to  turn  upon  the  taxes  which 
it  would  be  proposed  to  remit.   The  objtct, 
therefore,  of  some  of  the  Papers  which  he 
was  about  to  call  for,  would   be  illustra- 
tive of  the  workings  of  the  TarifFand  of  the 
late  alteration  in  our  fiscal  system.     The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of 
Trade — and  he  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  congratulating  him  upon  his  appointment 
—that  noble  Lord   had  presented  to   the 
House  a  document,  which  he  (Lord  Munt- 
eagle)    had   intended    to    move  for,    but 
by  the  production  of  which  he  was  glad 
to  have  had  his  wishes  anticipated.     This- 
document,   would,    he   hoped,    be    in    ilie 
course    of   delivery    to-morrow.      It    was 
one   of  the  most  important  and  valuahle 
Papers,  illustrative  of  our  Customs'  Laws, 
which   had  eier  been  prepared  and  sub- 
1  2 
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mi  tied  to  Parliament  Undoubtedlj,  thia 
tlocunient  was  calculated  to  su^^<t  in- 
ierences  of  ihe  most  important  kind,  and 
Were  he  disposed  to  comment  upon  the  way 
in  which  it  «va8  drawn  up.  he  should  say 
that  it  was  designed  purposely  to  gire  rise 
to  the  inferences  in  question.  Thoogb 
unwilling  to  analyze  this  return  at  any 
length,  he  must  be  allowed  to  devote 
to  it  a  few  words  in  passing.  The  docu- 
ment showed  the  state  of  the  Customs' 
Duties  during  the  two  years  prifcediog  the 
operation  of  the  late  Tariff,  and  during 
the  two  years  subsequent.  It  was  cast 
under  two  systems  of  classili cation — the 
first  analysis  presenting  the  different  heads 
of  duty  Hocording  to  the  amount  collected, 
and  rarying  from  an  annual  produce  of 
100/  to'lOO.OOO(.and  upwards;  the  other 
analysis  had  reference,  not  to  the  amount  of 
revenue,  but  to  the  nature  of  the  articles 
on  which  duty  was  levied.  It  wan  a  curious 
fact,  in  respect  to  the  amount  of  duty 
raised  cm  different  classes  of  articles,  that 
out  of  22,720,000/.  raised  upon  813  arti- 
ries.  there  were  585  of  these  articles,  or 
nearly  three-fourths  of  the  whole,  which 
only  pnMluced  the  insignificant  sum  of 
42.000/.  Therefore  Parliament  would  hare 
it  in  ita  power,  if  no  practical  objection 
should  be  offered,  to  abniish  the  whole 
amount  of  Customs'  Duties  payable  on 
about  two.thirds,  or,  perhaps,  three-fourths 
of  the  whole  number  of  articles  now  subject 
to  this  taxation,  and  this  at  no  greater 
]o«i  than  that  of  42.000/.  But  if  any 
such  course  should  be  under  consideration, 
then  he  should  wish  to  throw  out  one 
susgestion  to  Government  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He  would  wish  to  remind  them, 
that  in  their  anxiety  to  give  relief  to  trade 
they  should  not  deprive  themselves  of  the 
means  of  obtaining  most  valuable  statistical 
information,  or  they  would  Iom  the  ad- 
vantage  of  considering  the  moral  and  poli- 
tical consequences  of  the  change.  Take 
as  an  example  of  the  ill  consequences  of 
such  misfalre,  the  cross  Channel  trade  be- 
tween  Kngland  and  Ireland.  Let  them 
not,  in  thtrir  anxieiv  to  free  trade  from 
all  restrictions,  end  to  repeal  all  du- 
ties, forget  that  by  so  doing,  without  due 
care,  they  might  take  awtiy  the  necessit) 
for  having  Custum  House'  entries  at  all. 
This  was  unfortunately  the  case  in  the 
Irish  tr.idf,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
problem,  on  the  s(»lution  of  which  a  just 
estimate  of  thectmditionof  Ireland  so  much 
depen<led — on  a  satisfactory  answer  t'» 
which  so  much  would  depend  for  putting 
down  the  agitation  for  Repeal— the  power  of 


demonstrating  to  the  people  of  that  ooontry 
that  their  condition  was  improving,  that  they 
were  gaining  a  greater  command  over  the 
comforts  and  necessaries  of  life,  that  con- 
sumption  was,  day  by  day.extending  amr.ng 
them,  this  problem  could  not  be  worked 
out.  The  means  of  raising  that  most  im- 
portant argument  were  for  ever  gone  in  oar 
anxiety  for  free  trxfle,  and  the  course  pur* 
sued  of  putting  the  cross  Irish  trade  oo 
the  footing  of  a  coasting  trade,  thus  doing 
away  with  the  necessity  for  any  Custom 
House  entries  whatever.  He  wished  to 
guard  the  public  against  a  repetition  of 
the  same  mistake  on  a  still  larger  scale. 
He  knew  that  there  would  be  a  great 
pressure  for  the  total  repeal  of  many  of 
the  small  duties  to  which  special  interests 
were  liable;  but  he  trusted  that  care 
would  be  taken,  in  carrying  such  arrange- 
ments into  effect,  to  prefer ve.  for  the  i»ur- 
poses  of  Parliament  and  Cvovemroent,  as 
well  as  for  those  of  the  political  economist, 
and  as  proof  and  evidence  of  the  f)uctua« 
tion  of  trade,  that  information  which  could 
only  be  well  obtained  through  the  medium 
of  regularly  kept  records  at  the  Custom 
House.  To  return,  however,  to  the  main 
subject  in  hand.  He  had  shown  that, 
out  of  22,720.000/.  raised  upon  800  ar- 
ticles, 585  of  these  articles  produced  only 
42,000/.  There  were  some  other  curi* 
ous  facts  noticeable  in  the  document  from 
whence  he  had  taken  this  result.  It  ap- 
peared that  by  the  reductions  made  under 
the  late  Tariff  in  articles  of  minor  im- 
portance, a  ctmsiderable  loss  had  been 
sustained,  and  that  the  increase  which 
had  taken  place  had  occurred  only  oo 
articles  producing  each  nbove  100,000/.  of 
duty.  It  was  also  shown,  that  in  rrfer- 
enre  to  the  nature  of  the  articles  taxed, 
there  was  a  considenthle  loss  on  the  duties 
received  on  articles  of  raw  material,  and 
a  considerable  loss  likewise  on  goods  part* 
ly  manufactured,  btit  that  the  great  in- 
crease had  occurred  in  the  classes  of  articles 
falling  under  icheduleD,  headed  "  Articles 
of  food."  It  wai  under  that  schedule  that 
the  alterations  made  in  the  Customs*  laws 
produced  any  equivalent  for  the  saorifice 
made  in  other  articles.  He  should  not, 
in  connexion  with  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject, refer  to  old  grievances  by  calling  their 
Lord»hips'  attention  to  the  amount  of  the 
duties  on  corn  and  to  the  working  of  the 
sliding-scale  ;  he  should  content  himself 
with  iminfing  attention  to  what  he  had 
referred  to  as  a  remarkable  fnct.  Thoy 
mtist  not,  however,  be  led  astrav  by  the 
word  '*  food,*'  because  a  variety  of  artidot 
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was  classed  ander  that  head,  which  would 
not  10  oommoD  parlance  be  dt^signated  as 
food.  All  stimulants,  such  as  brandy, 
tobacco,  and  tea,  were  classed  under  it, 
yet  the  greater  part  of  this  increase  arose 
on  ariicles  where  no  variations  of  duty  had 
taken  place.  There  had  been  on  tea  alone 
an  immense  increase,  exceeding  ten-fold 
the  total  gain  on  the  Tariff;  but  the  cause 
of  that  increase  could  be  easily  explained. 
There  had  been  no  alteration  in  the  rate 
of  duty  on  tea :  it  continued  as  it  was 
originally  2.$.  Id.  per  lb.,  but  there  had 
been  a  great  alteration  in  prices ;  and  whe- 
ther prices  were  increased  by  duty  or  by 
other  causes  was  wholly  immaterial  to  the 
consumer.  He  did  not  care  whether  the 
difference  rose  from  increased  taxation,  or 
from  increased  cost  of  production — it  was 
the  absolute  price  he  paid  that  was  of  im- 
portance to  him.  Now  there  was  an  increase 
of  revenue  upon  tea  amounting  to  more 
than  1,000,000/.  sterling.  The  fall  in  the 
price  of  the  article  had  been  from  2«.  6d. 
to  Is.  6d,  per  lb.,  thus  fully  accounting  for 
the  increase  in  question,  ^^ain,  however, 
he  would  say,  that  those  who  looked  to 
those  accounts  for  ground  for  the  repeal  of 
such  great  imposts  as  the  Malt  Tax,  the 
Tobacco  Duties,  the  Paper  Duties,  or  the 
Soap  Tax,  would  be  disappointed  in  their 
search.  There  was  no  available  surplus 
that  could  warrant  such  mighty  changes. 
He  referred  to  these  facts  to  show,  that 
after  all,  the  amount  of  surplus  revenue, 
available  for  the  purposes  of  relief  from 
taxation,  was  not  so  great  as  the  public 
imagined.  Something  effectual  should, 
however,  be  done.  Among  the  Papers, 
for  the  production  of  which  he  would 
move,  there  was  one  illustrative  of  a  sub- 
ject discussed  at  great  length  last  year.  He 
meant  the  duties  upon  sugar.  He  believed 
that  their  Lordships  were  aware  that  they 
had  then  fixed  the  Sugar  Duties  upon 
three  separate  classes  of  sugar — the  first 
the  class  of  British-grown  sugar;  the 
second  sugar  the  production  of  foreie;n 
states  wherein  it  was  produced  by  free 
labour,  such  as  China,  Java,  and  Ma- 
nilla, with  the  power  of  adding  such  other 
countries  to  the  list  as  were  found  to  come 
within  the  prescribed  conditions ;  there  be- 
ing also  a  clause  in  the  Bill  by  which  those 
countries  with  which  we  had  treaties  of 
reciprocity  were  entitled  to  claim  the  be- 
nefit of  this  reduced  rate  of  duty  for  their 
produce.  The  third  or  last  class  were  fo- 
reign sugars  the  produce  of  slave  labour,  on 
which  the  duty  was  prohibitory.  Amongst 
the  Papers  which  he  now  called  for  was 


an  account  to  show  whether  there  had 
been  any  importation  and  admission  for 
home  consumption  of  the  second  des- 
cription of  free-labour  sugar,  not  the  pro- 
duce of  British  possessions,  which  the 
Bill  had  proposed  to  admit.  It  would  be 
remembered  by  their  Lordships  that  the 
Act  had  not  come  into  practical  operation 
until  November  in  the  last  year ;  and  its 
workiuii^  during  the  short  period  between 
November  and  February,  could  not  pea- 
haps  be  considered  as  a  just  or  at  least 
a  conclusive  exponent  of  the  future  ope- 
ration of  the  measure ;  but  it  was  never- 
theless material  that  their  Lordships  should 
have  before  them  the  result  of  the  present 
system,  as  exhibited  during  those  two  or 
three  months;  and  it  would  be  curious,  if 
it  should  appear  that  while  the  whole  policy 
and  object  of  the  Bill,  and  the  intentions  of 
its  framers,  had  been  to  give  a  preference  to 
foreign  free- labour  sugar  over  foreign  slave- 
labour  sugar,  no  free-labour  sugar  of  any 
description  had  been  admitted  to  home 
consumption;  but  that  the  only  foreign 
sugar  that  had  come  in  was  that  very  slave- 
labour  sugar  which  it  was  obviously  and 
declaredly  the  object  and  intention  of  Par- 
liament to  exclude.  With  regard  to  Ve- 
nezuela sugar,  he  believed  there  had  been 
an  Order  in  Council  for  its  admission.  It 
had  been  declared  last  year,  by  an  Order  in 
Council,  that  sugar  the  produce  of  Vene- 
zuela, with  which  state  we  had  treaties  of 
reciprocity,  should  be  entitled  to  come  in 
under  the  Act  at  the  reduced  rate  of  duty. 
He  believed  there  might  also  have  been  some 
sugar  brought  in  from  Manilla,  but  some 
difficulty  had  occurred  to  prevent  its  intro- 
duction for  home  consumption.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  feeling  confident 
that  ere  long  the  whole  subject  of  the  Sugar 
Duties  must  be  reconsidered,  he  was  sure 
that  the  noble  Duke  opposite  would  agree 
with  him,  that  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
ask  any  information  that  could  be  fur- 
nished ofiicially,  and  which  was  illustrative 
of  the  working  of  the  Bill  of  last  year,  the 
more  especially  as  the  noble  Duke's  assent 
to  the  production  of  these  Papers  need 
not  imply  any  intention  on  the  part  of 
Government  upon  the  subject,  one  way  or 
the  other.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  advert,  the  alteration  which 
.had  been  made  in  the  duty  on  Irish  spirits. 
Their  Lordships  would  recollect  that  an 
increased  tax  had  been  put  upon  Irish 
spirits  in  the  first  instance,  the  result  of 
which  was,  that  a  deficiency,  instead  of  an 
increase,  had  been  occasioned  to  the  revenue 
in  regard  to  that  item.     Her  Majesty's 
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GoFernmeDt,  in  consequenoe,  had  very  pro- 
perly taken  the  matter  into  coosideration. 
and  in  a  subsequent  Session  had  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  additional  duty  they 
had  themselres  previously  imposed.  Now, 
be  was  anxious  that  their  Loidships  should 
be  informed  of  the  working  of  this  mea* 
sure.  There  was  another  account  as  to 
excisable  articles,  which  he  wished  to  be 
produced,  and  which,  as  it  was  usually 
made  up  quarterly  would  occasion  no 
additional  trouble  to  the  department — an 
account  showing  the  consumption  of  ex- 
ciseable  articles  in  the  present  year,  as 
compared  with  the  average  consumption  of 
the  three  previous  years.  This  would  give 
the  same  information  as  to  the  Excise  as 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earlof  Dalhousie)  had 
that  evening  furnished  totheir  Lordships  re- 
specting the  Customs.  There  were,  besides 
the  articles  he  had  named,  two  others  on 
which  the  duty  had  been  altered,  and  upon 
which  their  Lordships  would  require  in- 
formation as  to  the  result  of  that  alteration. 
The  one  was  the  article  timber.  That  the 
old  Timber  Duties  required  revision,  was 
generally  known  and  admitted;  but  be 
must  say  that  a  more  useless  sacrifice  than 
the  loss  which  the  revenue  had  sustained 
by  Sir  R.  Peel's  alteration  of  the  duties 
on  colonial  timber  had  never  yet  been 
made.  The  whole  amount  of  an  in- 
creasing Revenue  on  colonial  timber  had 
been  abandoned  without  any  adequate 
correspimding  benefit  to  the  consumer, 
and,  as  he  contended,  without  advantage 
to  the  permanent  interests  of  the  Colonies. 
The  agriculturist  was  sacrificed  to  the 
Canadian  lumberer.  The  other  article  to 
which  he  alluded  was  that  of  coffee.  He 
believed  that  the  measure  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  to  coffee,  though 
not  perhaps  lo  comprehensive  as  might 
have  been  wished,  was  not  only  a  step,  but 
a  very  great  step,  taken  in  tbe  right  direc- 
tion. And  he  believed  the  difference  in 
the  consumption  of  that  article  would 
confirm  in  all  respects  the  correctness  of 
the  general  principles  laid  down  by  the 
fmmers  of  the  late  Tariff,  and  would  justify 
the  carrying  those  principles  into  effect 
on  still  more  important  subjects.  As  a 
further  pruof  of  this,  he  might  refer  to 
the  effect  of  the  repeal  of  the  Wool  Tax 
—  a  subject  which  had  been  observed 
upon  before.  He  might  be  permitted  to 
say  that  a  better  or  more  politic  roea* 
sure  than  the  repeal  of  this  duty  had 
never  been  introduced  by  any  Govern* 
ment;  and  although  it  had  in  the  first 
instance  excited  great  alarm  in  tbe  mind 


of  the  agricultural  interest,  who  had 
indulged  in  various  progoosticatioos  as  to 
its  evil  tendencies,  he  believed  that  tbe 
working  of  the  measure,  while  it  had 
greatly  relieved  the  trade  and  manufiic- 
tures  of  the  country,  had  proved  that  the 
fears  of  the  agriculturists  had  been  alto* 
gether  groundless.  Before  he  sat  down, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  upon  tbe 
question  of  the  duty  upon  raw  cotton.  He 
had  more  than  once  brought  this  before 
tbe  House.  Looking^  at  the  severe  com- 
petition this  branch  of  our  staple  produc- 
tion had  to  encounter  in  foreign  nurkets,  he 
was  anxious  that  the  Government  should 
consider  whether  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  relieve  the  cotton  trade  of  this  country 
from  all  the  duties  levied  upon  the  raw 
mttterial ;  or,  at  all  events,  whether  some 
arrangement  might  not  be  made  so  as  to 
allow  a  drawback  upon  cotton  goods  export- 
ed, equivalent  to  the  import  duty  upon  the 
raw  material  imported.  It  waa  a  great 
hardship  upon  the  English  manufiurturer 
that  he  was  compelled  to  send  out  bis 
taxed  cotton  goods  to  meet  in  tbe  Chinese 
markets  the  untaxed  goods  of  other  na- 
tions* On  this  subject  be  had  with  him 
the  declarations  and  authority  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He  begged  to  apo- 
logise to  their  Lordships  for  detaining  them 
so  long,  but  in  calling  for  the  Papers  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  he  thotightit  his  duty 
to  explain  shortly  the  grounds  of  his  Mo- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  financial  mea- 
sures of  the  Oovernment  generally,  he 
wished  to  add  his  entreaties  to  those  of 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manby)  that  the  House  of  Lords  should 
have  full  time  to  consider  the  Bills  which 
the  Government  might  introduce  here- 
after. It  was  quite  true  that  that  House 
did  not  exercise  practically  the  right  to 
alter  Bills  of  this  description,  or  rather, 
he  should  say,  if  they  exercised  that 
right,  they  knew  the  coosequenc-e  would 
be  the  rejection  of  such  Bills  elsewhere; 
but  at  all  events  their  Lordships  had  the 
right  to  examine  and  discuss  these  mea- 
sures ;  and  if  they  did  uot  consider  them 
most  carefully,  they  failed  in  the  duty 
they  owed  to  the  public.  Their  Lordships 
had  already  several  times  appointed  a 
Committee  on  the  subject  of  Customs' 
Duties.  He  (Lord  Monteagle)  had,  with 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  of  Ellenbo- 
rough),  assisted  on  a  Committee,  in  which 
the  whole  question  of  discriminating  duties 
between  the  East  and  the  West  Indies 
had  been  investigated,  and  most  advaa* 
tageous  had  been  tbe  result  of  that  inquiry. 
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He  trusted  the  various  measures  of  com- 
mercial legislation  which  would  be  sent 
up  to  that  House  would  not  be  hurried 
through,  as  in  former  years;  he  pro- 
tested against  their  being  brought  up  at  a 
late  period  of  the  Session^  read  a  first  and 
second  time  without  observation,  and 
carried  forward  for  a  Third  Reading  at  a 
time  when  it  was  too  late  properly  to  con- 
sider them. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  he  would  be 
prepared  to  answer  the  speech  of  the  no- 
ble Lord.  With  respect  to  the  Papers, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
duction of  them  ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
might  rely  upon  it,  that  it  was  certainly 
the  desire  and  wish  of  the  Government 
to  give  to  that  House  all  the  information 
upon  all  these  questions,  in  order  that 
their  Lordships  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  them  all.  As  he  had  already 
stated,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  follow 
the  noble  Lord  through  the  discussion  of 
the  various  questions  to  which  be  had  ad- 
verted. At  all  events,  the  noble  Lord 
must  expect  that  Her  Majesty's  servants 
would  wait  till  the  financial  statement  of 
the  Government,  which  would  be  given  in 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  course  of  a 
few  days,  was  made,  before  they  made 
any  statement  in  that  House,  or  interfered 
in  those  matters  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
bad  alluded. 

Motion  agieed  to.     House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 

Monday,  February  10,  1845. 

MrNirris.]  Nbw  Wbit.  —  For  Lewes,  v.  Hon.  Henry 
Fitanoy,  Comminioner  of  the  Admiralty. 

Biixft.  Public. — 3*>-  Companies  Clauses  Consolidation; 
Railway  Clauses  Consolidation  ;  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
datioD ;  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  (Scotland) ;  Rail- 
way Clauses  Consolidation  (Scotland);  Companies  Clauses 
Consolidation  (Scotland). 

PcTiTiONS  PsBacifTBD.  By  Mr.  Christopher,  from  Attor- 
neys and  Solicitors  of  Barton-upon-Humber,  and  Winter* 
ton,  against  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates. — 
From  Mayor,  and  others,  of  Kendal,  against  the  P^er 
Duty. — By  Viscount  Duncan,  from  Bath,  against  the 
Window  Tax.— By  Mr.  Galley  Knight,  tnm  Gringley- 
on-the-Hill,  in  £avoor  of  the  Field  Gardens'  BilL->By  Air. 
Stansfield,  fhmi  Medical  Practitioners  of  Huddersfield,  and 
by  Mr.  Christopher,  from  Homcastle,  against  Medical 
Practice  BiU  (1844). 

Lord  Ellenborouoh.]  Mr.  Hume 
wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
mau  bad  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table 
the  correspondence  which  took  place  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  Court  of 
Directors,  with  respect  to  the  recall  of 
Lord  Ellenborough.  He  had  moved  for 
this  correspondence  last  Session,  but  he 
was  not  in  time. 


Mr.  Baring  said,  it  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  Government  to  lay  that  corres- 
pondence on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Hume:  But  though  Government 
may  not  do  it  of  their  own  accord,  wiU 
they  not  consent  in  accordance  wiih  my 
Motion  ? 

Mr.  Baring  :  I  have  put  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  possession  of  the  views  of  Go- 
vernment. 

Idolatry  in  India.]  Sir  R.  H.lnglis 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Baring)  two  questions.  The  first  was  as 
to  the  course  adopted  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out  a  Minute  made  by 
the  President  of  the  Council  in  Bengal,  in 
the  absence  of  the  Governor-Genera!,  for 
effectually  separating  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment from  all  connexion  with  (he  idola- 
trous worship  of  the  natives,  and  for  with- 
drawing the  annual  payment  of  60,000 
rupees  to  the  temple  of  Juggernaut,  and, 
in  lieu  of  it,  restoring  lands  which  had 
belonged  to  the  temple,  with  the  view  to 
their  being  managed  wholly  by  Hindoos? 
The  second  question  was,  what  progress 
had  been  made  by  the  Government  of 
Madras  in  separating  the  pagoda  lands 
intended  for  the  promotion  of  Hindoo 
worship  from  all  connexion  with,  or  inter- 
ference in,  the  appropriation  or  manage- 
ment of  those  lands  by  the  Guvernment 
of  that  Presidency. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  the  Government 
did  not  possess  any  further  information  as 
to  what  had  been  done  in  Madras  on  the 
subject  beyond  what  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  already  aware  of;  but  with  respect  to 
the  proceedings  in  Bengal,  he  could  state 
that  a  considerable  estate,  which  had  be- 
longed to  the  temple  of  Juggernaut,  had 
been  restored  to  it,  by  which  the  annual 
sum  of  60,000  rupees,  heretofore  paid  to 
the  temple,  would  be  reduced  to  36,000. 
Further  steps  would  also  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent all  connexion  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment with  the  management  of  any  sums 
of  money  or  estates  set  apart  for  the  pro- 
motion of  Hindoo  worship,  and  he  had  no 
doubtthattheorderstransmittedfrom  home 
on  the  subject  would  be  fully  carried  out. 

Revision  of  the  Rubuic]  Lord 
Ebrington  rose,  pursuant  to  the  Notice  he 
gave  on  Friday,  to  present  a  Petition  from 
the  Rev.  Dr.  Carwiihen,  rector  of  Stoke 
Clymeland,  alias  Climsland,  in  the  diocese 
of  Exeter,  praying  that  the  statutes  2nd 
and  drd  of  £dward  VI.,  c.  1.,  and  the  1st 
of  Elizabeth,  c.  2.,  might  be  repealed,  and 


239 


Businusof 


{LORDS} 


ike  Bourn. 


240 


that  the  Hoa«e  would  procure  a  calm  and 
temperate  review  of  the  Book  of  CommoD 
Prayer,  Rubrics,  and  Canons  of  the  Church 
of  England.    The  Rct.  Petitioner  stated — 

"  That  your  petitioner  is  do  less  by  iodioa* 
tion  than  by  duty  sincerely  attached  to  the 
Protestant  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  as 
by  law  established,  and  therefore  views  with 
pain  and  regret  the  eicited  state  of  the  diocese 
of  Exeter,  in  consequence  of  several  of  the 
parochial  ministers  attempting  a  strict  com- 
pliance with  the  Rubrics  contained  in  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer,  to  the  obsenrance  of 
which  their  attention  has  been  especially 
called  by  the  high  authority  of  their  Bishop. 

'*That  your  petitioner  and  his  clerical 
brethren  are  bound,  not  only  by  their  ordioa- 
tion  vows,  and  by  canon  to '  reverently  obey 
their  ordinary  in  all  things  lawful  and  honest,' 
but  are  also  liable  to  be  indicted  at  the  assizes 
held  before  my  Lady  the  Queen's  Justices  in 
the  county  where  the  offence  is  committed, by 
any  layman  or  other  person  whatsoever,  for 
not  complying  with  the  Rubrics  in  the  Bonk 
of  Common  Prayer  in  every  particular  even  lo 
the  minutest  point,  under  the  statutes  of  2  and 
3  Edward  VI.,  c-  1,  and  1  Elisabeth,  c.  2, 
and  if  convicted  thereof '  by  verdict  of  twelve 
men  according  to  the  laws  of  this  realm,  or 
according  to  their  own  confession,  or  by  the 
notorious  evidence  of  the  fact,*  will  have  to 
suffer  heavy  fine  and  imprisonment,  and  for 
the  third  oflTence  deprivation  of  all  ecclesias- 
tical promotion,  and  imprisonment  for  life ; 
and  the  Archbishops  ana  Bishops  are  equally 
liable  to  the  same  indictments  and  penalties 
as  the  clergy. 

"That  your  petitioner  is,  and  always  has 
been,  very  desirous  to  perform  his  clerical 
ministrations  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the 
Rubrics  require  and  custom  has  sanctioned; 
but  in  the  present  very  excited  state  of  the 
diocese  of  Exeter,  and  in  consequence  of 
three  pastoral  letters  of  the  Bishop  of  that  See, 
as  it  appears  to  your  petitioner  of  very  uncer* 
tain  and  different  import,  your  petitioner  is  at 
a  loss  how  to  act  with  safety  to  himself  and 
satisfaction  to  his  parishioners  in  his  official 
ministry,  and  that  moreover  it  appears  to  your 
petitioner  that  the  difficulty  can  only  be  gotten 
rid  of  by  legislative  enactments,  as  under  the 
existing  laws  neither  ihe  ArchbisSops  nor 
Bishops,  individually  or  collectively,  can  alter 
or  dispense  with  a  single  provision  contained 
in  the  Rubrics. 

"  That  in  the  opinion  of  your  petitioner  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer  and  its  Rubrics  are 
nearly  in  a  state  similar  to  that  on  the  return 
of  King  Charles  II.  to  this  kingdom,  when, 
being  found  defective  and  unsuited  to  the 
times,  a  royal  letter  wu  addressed  to  convo* 
cation,  commanding  a  review  of  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer,  when  the  convocation  en. 
tnuted  the  business  to  a  Committee,  who 
made  alterations  and  additions,  which  were 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  Pariiament, 
and  eooftroied  by  ]  3  and  14  Charles  11.,  e.  4. 


**  Your  petitioner  also,  with  all  due  defer- 
ence, vf  ntorei  to  remark  that  Parliament  has, 
without  the  consent  of  convocation,  altered  a 
Rubric,  namely,  as  to  the  publication  of  banns 
of  marriage,  by  passing  the  26  George  II.,  c.  33. 

''Your  petitioner  therefore  humbly  prays 
your  honourable  House  to  take  the  subject 
into  your  gracious  and  serious  consideration, 
to  cause  the  statutes  of  2  and  3  Edward  VI., 
c.  1,  and  1  Elizabeth,  c.  2,  lo  be  repealed,  and 
to  adopt  such  measures  as  to  your  wisdom 
may  seem  fit,  to  procure  a  calm,  moderate, 
and  temperate  review  of  the  Book  of  Common 
Prayer,  Rubrics,  and  Canons  of  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  as  may  have 
the  effect  of  settling  those  differences  of 
opinion  and  practice  which  now  exist  among 
those  who  have  all  subscribed  before  their  re« 
spective  bishops,  and  published  to  their  paro- 
chial congregations  the  declaration  '  that  they 
will  conform  to  the  Liturgy  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland  as  by  law  established.* " 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Export  Dvtt  on  Coals.^  Mr,  Hume 
•aid,  that  as  there  did  not  appear  to  be 
anything  particular  before  the  Hooae,  he 
had  risen  just  to  express  a  hope  that,  aa 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  waa  about  to  lay 
before  the  House  his  plan  of  eiisiioft 
taxation,  he  would  not  forget  the  export 
duty  on  coals,  on  which  be  had  been  ao 
much  pressed,  and  with  reapect  to  which 
he  had  caused  ao  much  injury  to  the 
coal  trade.  Aa  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  injured  that  trade  ao  much,  be  hoped 
that  in  the  forthcoming  Gnancial  atate- 
ment  it  would  not  be  forgotten. 

House  adjourned  at  fire  o'clock. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 

Tueedaif  February  11,  1845. 

Private  Busihbss.]  On  the  Motion 
of  Iiord  Shaftesbury^  it  was  reaolved  that 
no  Petition  in  favour  of  a  Private  Bill  be 
received  after  Tuesday,  the  8th  of  April, 
and  no  Report  from  the  Judaea  thereon 
after  Thursday,  the  5tb  day  of  June. 

Bt/siHEaa  or  the  House.]  The  Duke 
of  Weliin^tan  said,  that  with  reference  to 
the  question  which  the  noble  M<irqueaa 
opposite  (the  Marquesa  of  Normanby) 
had  (riven  notice  of  last  night,  relatin|t  to 
the  House  of  Parliament  in  which  Go- 
vernroent  intended  to  originate  the  roea- 
aores  which  they  were  to  bring  forward, 
he  had  to  reply  that,  from  the  nature  of 
the»e  measures,  it  appeared  that  tbej 
must  nearly  all  be  brought  forward  in  the 
House  of  Commons— that  they  must  oii« 
ginate  there.  There  were,  however,  two 
Billa  which  woold  be  lint  lotroduced  in 
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tbetr  Lordships*  House ;  of  one  of  the»e 
notice  had  been  (riven  this  very  evening, 
and  the  other  would  be  brought  on  as 
soon  as  possible. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  replied, 
that  the  answer  of  the  noble  Duke  was 
perfectly  satisfactory  with  respect  to  the 
two  Bills  in  question ;  and  most  of  the 
others,  under  the  present  custom  of  Par- 
liament, must  originate  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Still  he  thought  that,  if  tlte 
inconvenience  resulting  from  a  rigid  ad- 
herence to  this  rule  should  be  found  as 
great  this  year  as  it  certainly  was  last 
year,  then  that  some  other  arrangement 
should  be  come  to  on  the  subject.  At 
present  their  Lordships'  time  was  wasted 
in  the  early  part  of  the  Session,  and  every- 
thing was  crowded  on  together  when  a 
majority  of  their  Lordships  had  left  town, 
and  when,  even  although  they  were  all 
present,  tliey  would  really  have  no  time 
to  bestow  for  their  consideration.  In  al- 
luding to  the  subject  last  night,  he  had 
stated  generally  that  more  than  two- thirds 
of  the  business  which  came  up  from  the 
other  House  came  up  after  the  month  of 
July.  On  looking  more  particularly  to 
the  Returns  with  which  he  had  been  fur- 
nished, he  found  that  two  Bills  had  been 
recpired  in  February,  three  in  March,  one 
in  April,  ten  in  May,  nine  in  June,  fifty- 
two  in  July,  and  twelve  in  the  four  last 
days  of  August,  on  which  tlieir  Lordships 
sat.  Thus  it  appeared  that  in  the  four 
last  days  of  the  Session  more  Bills  had 
come  up  from  the  House  of  Commons 
than  in  any  one  month  previous  to  that 
date,  with  the  exception  of  the  month  of 
July,  during  the  latter  half  of  which  the 
attendance  of  their  Lordships  had  much 
diminished.  The  noble  Duke  would  re- 
collect that  in  shaping  his  question  last 
night,  he  had  begged  of  him  to  use  his 
great  influence  with  his  Colleagues  in  the 
Government,  with  the  view  of  having  the 
business  of  the  House  of  Commons  gone 
on  with  by  such  degrees  as  would  enable 
Bills  to  be  brought  up  one  by  one.  At 
present  a  number  of  Bills  were  thrown  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  of  Commons  at 
once,  and  there  they  remained  until  about 
July.  The  practice  was  exceedingly  in- 
convenient to  noble  Lords,  highly  injuri- 
ous to  their  Lordships*  legislative  character 
and  credit,  and  a  very  great  impediment 
to  their  faithful  and  efficient  discharge  of 
their  public  duly. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  was  sure  that 
DO  persons  could  be  more  conscientious 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  than  those 


who  composed  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  and  indeed,  a  regular  performance 
of  these  duties  was  as  necessary  for  their 
own  comfort  as  for  the  public  convenience. 

_  « 

Commissioners  of  Bankruptcy  in 
London.]  Lord  Brougham:  I  gave  no- 
tice last  night  of  my  intention  of  present- 
ing this  evening  a  Petition  from  a  very 
respectable  solicitor,  containing  serions 
complaints — not  of  any  malversation — 
certainly  not  — nothing  of  the  kind — nor 
of  any  incompetency— quite  the  contrary, 
for  there  are  not  more  learned  men,  nor 
more  honourable  men,  in  the  profession 
of  the  law  than  these  gentlemen,  with  re- 
ference to  whom  that  Petition  is  drawn 
up — I  mean  those  gentlemen  who  have 
been  appointed  from  time  to  time,  both 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  and  myself,  to  act  as  Commis- 
sioners of  Bankruptcy  in  ihe  city  of  Lon- 
don— but  the  complaint  is  relative  to  a 
subject  which  there  is  no  doubt  about 
whatever  in  point  of  fact,  because  we 
have  it  under  the  hands  of  these  Com- 
missioners themselves.  These  gentlemen 
make  returns,  we  have  full  returns  rela- 
tive to  their  attendance  at  their  courts, 
and  they  do  not  seem  to  attend  above 
ihree  days  or  three  days  and  a  half  in  a 
week,  and  one  there  is  who  does  not  sit 
more  than  two  days  in  the  week,  thus  leav- 
ing five  days  blank,  and  for  this  these  gen- 
tlfroen  receive  2,000/.  a  year.  However, 
I  shall  not  only  not  present  this  Petition 
to-day,  but  I  shall  not  present  it  at  any 
time,  if  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  upon 
the  Woolsack  gives  me  reason  to  hope 
that  these  six  Commissioners  will  at  length 
be  pleased  to  attend  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  the  business  to  be  got  through, 
and  not  put  suitors  to  the  inconvenience 
to  which  not  merely  this  petitioner,  but 
scoresof  petitioners  whohaveprivately  com- 
plained to  me,  are  every  day  subjected. 

The  Lord  Chancellor :  \  certainly  did 
ask  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  not  to 
present  the  Petition  to  which  be  has 
alluded,  unfil  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  it,  and  of  communicating  its  con- 
tents to  the  gentlemen  to  whom  it  refers, 
in  order  that  1  might  recfive  from  them 
such  explanations  on  the  subject  as  they 
might  be  in  a  condition  to  ofler  to  the 
House.  The  Petition  really  contains  a 
very  grave  and  serious  charge — a  charge 
which  should  not  be  brought  forward 
without  giving  the  parties  accused  an  op- 
portunity of  replying.  I  hope  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  therefore,  will  allow 
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me  to  look  Rt  the  Petition  with  this  view. 
I  have  always  given  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  credit  for  the  alteration  in  the 
Bankrupt  Law  which  heis  entitled  to  have ; 
but  now  the  very  persons  appointed  under 
these  alterations,  and  appointed  princi- 
pally, indeed,  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself — and  nobody  could  find 
fault  with  his  selection — I  say  it  is  these 
very  persons  of  whom  the  complaint  is 
now  made.  They  certainly  ought  to  have 
time  to  offer  any  explanation  they  may 
choose,  to  the  complaint  of  the  Petition. 

Lord  Brougham:  I  would  not  have 
done  so  much  as  I  have  done,  I  would  not 
have  brought  forward  the  complaint,  had 
I  not  had  the  subject  of  that  complaint 
under  the  hands  of  the  parties  themselves. 
They  have  stated  the  facts  complained  of 
in  their  own  handwriting. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  I  have  had  a 
conversation  with  one  of  the  Commisiion- 
ers,  and  he  says,  "  It  is  true  we  don't  sit 
every  day,  but  our  labours  out  of  court 
are  greater  than  our  labours  in  it.  We 
have  papers  to  look  over  at  home,  points 
to  settle,  and  so  forth."*  As  for  myself 
(continued  his  Lordship)  I  am  sure  that 
my  labours  out  of  court  are  much  greater 
than  in  court. 

Lord  Brougham ;  1  am  quite  aware  of 
all  that,  and  I  will  be  ready  to  meet  any 
person  who  maintains  the  doctrine  that 
the  Commissioners  should  sit  every  day. 
But  at  present,  they  crowd  too  much. 
They  crowd  thirty  or  forty  things  into  one 
day's  sitting,  and,  in  fact,  the  petitioners 
cannot  get  into  the  court  in  consequence 
of  the  crowd  of  suitors  gathered  there. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  That  was  an- 
other point  I  mentioned.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  really  exaggerates  very 
much  when  he  talks  of  thirty  and  forty 
cases.  The  Commissioner,  with  whom  I 
had  a  conversation,  stated  the  number  to 
be  generally  twelve,  orsiKteeo,  or  eighteen 
Petitions  per  day. 

Lord  Brougham:  Oh,  more,  a  great 
deal  more. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  And  many  of 
these  are  mere  matters  of  form  which  can 
be  dis|K)sed  of  in  two  or  three  minutes. 
One  or  two  may  be  more  important  and 
serious,  requiring  time  and  cotisideiation. 
But  the  gentlemen  themselves  will  furnish 
a  due  explanation.  I  have  no  doubt  at  all 
but  they  can  give  a  satisfactory  explanation. 

Lord  Brougham:  Well,  1  hope  so  too ; 
but  the  explanations  hitherto  given  have 
been  quite  unsatisfactory,  and,  though 
thp«^   ihiniTg  ure  trifling    io  themselves, 


they  require  attention.  Now,  in  one  case, 
there  were  five  witnesses,  sheriffs'  offi- 
cers, and  other  persons  from  the  country, 
who  were  obliged — the  case  not  having 
been  heard  on  account  of  the  quantity  of 
business  to  be  done—  who  were  obliged  to 
go  back  the  first  day  and  come  back  the 
next,  the  expense  of  all  this  being  charged 
to  the  estate  in  question — by  the  way,  a 
very  small  one.  This  was  one  of  the  con- 
sequences of  the  present  system. 

I^rd  Campbell:  I  am  glad  that  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  postponed 
the  presentation  of  this  Petition,  because 
I  think  the  gentlemen  referred  to  in  ii 
ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  explain- 
ing awaYa  if  they  can,  its  allegations. 
The  Petition  throws  out  very  serious 
charges  against  them — accuses  them  of 
very  considerable  negligence  in  discharg* 
ing  their  duties :  I  therefore  think  they 
ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  defend- 
ing themselves.  Their  appointment  gave 
universal  satisfaction,  and  1  hope  it  will 
turn  out  they  that  have  performed  their 
duty  in  such  a  manner  as  was  to  be 
expected  from  their  known  and  admitted 
qualifications  for  dischai^ing  it. 

Subject  dropped.     House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  February  11,  184d. 

Munma.]  Nsw  Mbmbbk  Swoek.  —  For  Bucklnsluun 
Bofougli.  Rl  Hod.  Sir  TImnom  Praneb  Premantle,  Bart. 

Parmoira  PuBasitTtD.  By  Mr.  W.  GtadaCoiie,  froa  JanMi 
Surray,  of  Landoa,  agaioit  tha  Man  Tax. — From  Edin- 
burgh, agaioit  the  Altcratkn  of  Law  rdatiDg  to  Banking 
(S«oUand).»By  Mr.  Blight,  tnm  Cadogan  WUIiaB», 
against  the  Oana  Lawa..-By  Mr.  Godaon,  ftoin  Medical 
Praetitloacn  of  Kidderminitcr,  and  from  SouUiamptaa, 
againft  Medical  Praietioe  BUI  (U44)^Prom  Ratepayeit 
of  BrteUov,  ^ainit  Parochial  SetUcmcnt  Bill  (1S44).— 
By  Mr.  Bright,  Atom  Huttan.  and  t  other  plaeei,  fcr  dl- 
the  number  of  Public  H< 


Poor  Law  (Scotland).]  Lord  Dal* 
mentf:  I  rise,  Sir,  to  put  the  question,  of 
which  I  have  given  notice.  I  feel  justified 
in  adopting  this  course,  not  only  from  the 
importance  of  the  subject,  but  from  the 
deep  interest  which  the  country  to  which  I 
belong  takes  in  ii.  The  House  is  no  doubt 
aware  of  a  statement  made  some  time  back 
as  to  the  dreadful  extent  of  destitution 
which  preTailed  in  Scotland,  and  th»t  the 
present  system  of  Poor  Laws  was  totally 
inadequate  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
case.  No  sooner  had  that  statement  ap- 
peared, than  Tarious  remedies  were  pro- 
posed, and  Ministers  appointed  n  OmmtS' 
sion,  with  ample  powers  to  invest i^Jte  and 
report,  as  well  as  to  suc^cst  xuch  remedial 
measures  as  they  thougnt  best  adapted  to 
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meet  the  evils  complained  of.  That  Com- 
inittee  last  Session  laid  its  Report  on  the 
Table.  With  regard  to  the  remedial  mea- 
sures, a  great  diversity  of  opinion  prevailed^ 
hut  as  to  the  evidence^  there  was  an  uni- 
versal feeling  of  astonishment  and  horror 
at  the  distress  to  which  it  testified. 

The  Speaker:  The  noble  Lord  is  not 
at  liberty  to  enter  into  an  argument  on  the 
subject,  on  his  notice  to  ask  a  question.  - 

Lord  Dalmeny  :  It  is  not  my  intention 
to  do  so,  and  I  will  at  once  put  my  ques- 
tion ;  first,  wliether  it  be  the  intention  of 
Government  to  introduce  any  measure  for 
the  alteration  and  amendment  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  Scotland,  and,  whether,  if  they  do 
so,  it  will  be  in  accordance  with  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  of  Inquiry  of  last  Session. 

Sir  J.  Graham  :  I  am  not  at  all  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Lord,  as  a  Scotchman, 
should  take  a  deep  interest  in  this  subject. 
I  am  quite  satisfied  that  he  has  not  exag- 
gerated the  importance  and  difficulty  of 
the  question.  The  noble  Lord,  though 
not  arguing  the  question,  has  made  some- 
thing like  a  statement,  and  I  hope  1  shall 
be  excused  for  following  his  example.  The 
noble  Lord  and  the  House  are  aware  that 
the  code  of  laws  for  the  regulation  of  the 
poor  in  Scotland  has  existed  for  two  cen* 
turies,  and  has  been  referred  to  by  the 
highest  authorities  as  a  proof  of  the  wis- 
dom of  the  Legislature  by  which  it  was 
conceived,  and  also,  until  a  recent  period, 
of  the  prudence  and. caution,  and  I  will 
also  say,  of  the  humanity  of  those  by  whom 
it  was  administered.  Now,  Sir,  in  these 
circumstances,  recollecting  always  that  any 
change  in  a  law  possessing  such  authority, 
if  proposed  by  Government,  is  an  irrevoca- 
ble step,  I  need  hardly  tell  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  House  that  it  becomes  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  Her  Majesty  to  exer- 
cise the  utmost |Caution  and  consideration, 
before  they  venture  to  propose  to  Parlia- 
ment any  alteration  whatever  in  such  a 
law.  For  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
whether  under  this  law,  or  independently 
of  it,  the  people  of  Scotland  have  acquired 
a  great  pre-eminence  in  science,  agricul- 
ture, commerce,  and  productive  industry. 
To  touch  such  a  law,  therefore,  I  say  again, 
requires  the  utmost  caution.  At  the  same 
time,  I  will  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
anxious  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  directed  to  the  Report  and  Evidence 
to  which  he  refers.  I  am  of  opinion,  on 
the  whole,  that  some  legislation  will  be 
necessary ;  but  at  this  moment,  it  would 
be  premature  to  pledge  myself  to  the  pre- 
cise time  when  a  Bill  will  be  introduced  ; ' 


I  could  not  do  that  with  any  satisfaction, 
until  the  measure  is  so  far  perfected  by 
Her  Majesty's  advisers  that  I  feel  confident 
I  could  soon  bring  it  forward.  1  am  not 
in  a  condition  to  state  that  at  the  present 
moment.  I  can  only  repeat  my  opinion, 
that  it  is  probable  a  measure  on  the  subject 
will  be  proposed  in  the  present  Session. 
Of  course,  it  would  be  impossible  for  me 
to  fetter  the  discretion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  saying  that  we  should  be 
bound  by  the  precise  terms  of  the  Commis- 
sioners* Report. 

'  Railways.]  Mr.  Wallace,  in  bringing 
forward  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  said  he  had  no  personal  reflections 
to  cast  on  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  had 
always  been  received  with  courtesy  by  the 
late  President,  and  the  present  noble  Lord 
who  presided  over  that  Board,  and  they 
had  afforded  him  every  information  which 
he  desired.  He  felt  that  the  subject  to 
which  he  was  now  about  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  was  more  important 
even  than  the  matters  which  would  be 
referred  to  in  the  financial  statement  on 
Friday.  The  question  was,  whether  the 
people  of  this  country,  being  subjected  to 
a  network  of  railways,  would  admit  of  a 
most  dangerous  monopoly  in  the  manage- 
ment of  them.  He  should  establish  by 
statistics,  as  far  as  he  could,  the  truth  of 
the  statements  which  he  submitted.  He 
first  maintained  that  by  means  of  the  Rail- 
way Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  Board  had  arrogated  to  itself  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  business  which  properly 
belonged  to  that  House.  In  fact,  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  not  qualified  for  the  superin- 
tendence of  railways :  its  more  legitimate 
duties  were  to  watch  over  and  protect  our 
commercial  intercourse  with  foreign  states, 
and  to  see  that  our  commercial  and  trading 
relations  with  them  were  duly  carried  out. 
He  had  voted  last  year  for  the  Railway  Bill, 
but  he  had  done  so  in  the  hope  of  being 
able,  at  some  future  day,  to  open  up  the 
whole  question,  and  to  do  away,  as  far  as 
practicable,  with  the  monopolies  under 
which  the  public  suflered.  He  believed 
that  nineteen- twentieths  of  the  people  of 
this  country  would  say  that  they  ought  to 
be  relieved  from  the  oppression,  loss  of 
health,  and  destruction  of  property  which 
resulted  from  the  efifect  of  the  present  sys- 
tem of  railroad  management.  An  important 
document  had  been  given  him  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
That  document  contained  a  list  of  all  the 
companies  which  had  given  notice  to  the 
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Board  of  Trade  of  their  inteBtion  to  come 
before  the  House.     It  came  down  to  the 
8th  of  February,  1845,  and  from  that  it 
appeared   that    the  applications  for  new 
lines,  extensions,  branches.  Sec,  amounted 
altogether  to  248.     Of  these  eighty -two 
were    new    lines,    extension    lines    fifty, 
branch  lin^s  sixty-eighty  and  junction  forty- 
eight.     Now,  one  ground  of  his  objection 
to  the  system  of  the  Board  was,  that  it 
discouraged  many  projects  of  branch  exten- 
sion end  new  lines,  which  if  allowed  to  be 
carried  out  would  be  productive  of  great 
benefit  to  the  public.     But  the  Railway 
Board  had  gone  in  a  contrary  direction  to 
what  the  interests  of  the  country  required. 
They  were  not  sanctioning  new  lines  of 
railway,  as  would  be  seen  from  the  Papers 
to  be  laid  on   the   Table  of  the  House. 
Though  he  could  not  speak  to  the  reasons, 
the  fact  was  that  they  were  discouraging 
competition,  and  thus  depriving  the  people 
of  this  country  of  a  free  trade  in  railway 
conveyance,  without  which  tbey  must  vir- 
tually  become   the  slaves  of  the  railway 
directors  of    Great  Britain  and    Ireland. 
It  was  objected  that  competition  was  an 
extremely  difficult   thing  to  secure  as  to 
railways.      He  had  gone  through  the  Re- 
ports of  the  various  Railway  Committees  of 
that   House.      The  first  Committee  was 
appointed  in  November,  1 887,  on  a  Motion 
of  his  own,  in  which  be  was  supported  by 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  from 
which  time  to  the  present  a  Committee  on 
railways  had  been  appointed  every  year. 
In  1837,  only  two  persons  were  nominated 
as  Members  who  had  any  interest  in  rail- 
wavs  —  a  director  and  shareholder.      In 
1840  the  number  of  persons    interested 
in  railways  belonging  to  the  Committee 
was  increased  to  three.     But  in  the  year 
1844  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  proposed  to 
the  House  a  list  containing  no  lens  than 
twelve  persons,  who  were  either  directors 
or  shareholders  in  rail  wavs.     The  House, 
as  well  as  the  country,  would,  of  course, 
judge  whether  that  Committee  was  what 
he  (Mr.  Wallace)  termed  it  at  the  time,  a 
one-sided  Committee,  or  a  fair  and  just 
Committee,  fitted  to  take  into  consideration 
and  deal  with  such  vast  and  important  in- 
terests.    He  termed  it  at  the  time,  a  one- 
sided  Committee}  he  did  so  now.      He 
maintained  that  the  resolutions  and  pro- 
ceedings of  that  Committee  were  utterly 
unworthy  of  the  respect  which  bad  been 
paid  them.     From  that  time  forward  he 
believed  the  most  perfect  distrust  bad  been 
felt  by  the  country  at  large  in  the  Reports 


of  that  Committee.    There   were  in  the 
third  Report  extremely  good  principles  laid 
down  ;  most  excelK*nt  facts  were  alleged  as 
to  the  dangers  of  monopoly,  and  of  the 
evils  of  extending  the  powers  of  railway 
companies,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  over- 
ride and  overthrow  the  privileges  of  the 
people.     But  these  all  disappeared  when 
the  fifth  Report  was  published.     The  fifth 
Report  recommended  not  that  the  Railway 
Board  should  form  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  should  be  an  addition  to  it     If 
the  Report  were  looked  into,  the  House 
would  find  in  it  a  premeditated  scheme  for 
conTeying  to  the  Board  of  Trade  the  right 
of  deciding  on  railway  schemes.     One  of 
its  most  mischievous  recommendations,  in 
his  opinion,  was  that  suggesting  the  publi- 
cation of  the  decisions  of  the  Board.     It 
was  entirely  owing  to  these  being  pub- 
lished in  the  Gazeiie  that  all  the  conflict- 
ing injustice,  speculation,  and  gambling  in 
shares  had  taken  place.     He  blamed  those 
who  had  instructed  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
take  that  course,  and  not  that  body  itself. 
It  was  of  great  importance  to  the  people 
that  they  should  know  at  what  rate  pas- 
sens;ers  and  goods  could  be  conveyed  on 
railways.     He  begged  to  submit  a  st4ie- 
ment  on  those  points,   which    he  hoped 
would  have  great  influence  in   inducing 
hon.  Members  to  give  him  their  support 
in  repealing  the  law  pasaed  last  Session, 
and  thus  doing  justice  to  the  people  of 
England.     It  was  a  table  of  rates  of  speed 
and  fares  charged  on  the  railway  between 
the  city  of  Edinburgh  and  the  town  of 
Glasgow.    From  this  it  appeared  that  pas- 
sengers were  conveyed  over  the  interme- 
diate distance  of  forty-six  miles,  by  the 
first-class  carriages,  at  a  rate  of  twenty- 
seven  miles  an  hour,  in  one  hour  and  fifty- 
minutes,  for  8f.,  or  about  2dl  a  mile  \  by 
the  second-dasft  carriages,  at  the  same  rate 
of  speed,  for  6i.,  or  l|d.  a  mile;  by  the 
thiid-class.  No.  1,  at  the  same  rate,  for 
4# ,  or  IdL  a  mile ;  by  the  third-class.  No. 
2,  at  the  rate  of  fifteen  miles  an  hour,  in 
two  hours  and  forty-five  minutes  for  2#« 
6</.,  or  twiw thirds  of  a  penny  per  mile;  by 
the    fourth-class   carriagrs,  at  the   same 
speed,  for  li.  6</.,  or  four-fifths  ^  a  penny 
per  mile.    The  arrangements  for  the  con- 
veyance of  passengers   were  of  the  most 
complete  and  satixfactory  kind,  and  the 
carnages  were  excellently  fitted  up.     He 
begged  the  House  would  not  suppose  that 
he     thought   his    countrymen    bad    any 
greater  humanity  or  good  feeling  towards 
the  poorer  classes  than  was  to  be  found  in 
England ;  tbey  did  not  care  one  straw  about 
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tbem  wheD  their  own  poekets  were  con- 
cerned.    Money  was  the  object  in  both 
case's,    and    when    the   railway    directors 
could,  they  did  precisely  as  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  did — screw  out  c»f  their 
passengers  all  they  could.     On  the  railway 
from    Glasgow    to   Greenock,    passengers 
were  conveyed  by  the  first-class  trains,  a 
distance  of  twenty-three  miles,  at  a  rate  of 
nearly  thirty  miles  an  hour — in  fifty  mi- 
nutes— for  2Jr.  6d.,  or  Hd,  a  mile ;  by  the 
second-class  trains,  at  the  same  speed,  for 
Is.  6d,  or  ^d.  a  mile ;  by  the  third-class 
trains,  at  the  same  speedy  for  Is.,  or  id. 
a  mile ;  jby  the  fourth-class  trains,  at  seven- 
teen miles  an  hour,  for  6d.,  or  \d.  a  mile. 
Thus  working  men  were  enabled   to   go 
between  these  towns  in  fifty  minutes  for  Is., 
and  when  they  had  leisure,  for  less  money. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  perceive  from 
these  instances^  that  railway  traffic  might 
be  carried  on  at  a  cheap  rate  with  perfect 
security  and  comfort,  for  on  these  railways 
the  carriages  were  superior   to   those  on 
most  of  the  English  lines.     From  Edin- 
burgh on   the  east  coast  of  Scotland,  to 
Greenock  on  the  west  coast,  between  the 
German  Ocean  and  the  Atlantic,  a  distance 
ofsixty-nine  miles,  first*  class  passengers  were 
coDTeyed  for  lOs.  6d ,  second-class  passengers 
for  7s.  6d,9  third-class  passengers  for  5^., 
third.  No.  2,  passengers  for  3s  6d,,  fourth- 
class  passengers  for  2s.     So  that  sailors  or 
any   other   working    men,    travelling   in 
search  of  employment,    might  pass   from 
one  side  of  Scotland  to  the  other  at  the 
cost  of  only  2s.  for  sixty-nine  miles,  or 
about  one  farthing  and  a  half  per  mile,  at  a 
rate  of  sixteen  miles  an  hour ;  and  if  Her 
Majesty  should  be  pleased  to  visit  Scotland 
next  summer,  she  would  be  enabled  to  tra- 
vel from  sea  to  sea  in  two  hours  and  fifty 
minutes  for  10s.  6d.     He  would  just  state 
to  the  House  the  difference  that  existed  in 
the  fares  between  Edinburgh  an  \  Greenock, 
and  those  between  Bristol  and  Exeter.    By 
the  Edinburgh  line  the  first-class  fare  was 
10s.  6<f.,   but  on  the  Exeter  line  it  was 
17s.  The  second-class  on  the  Edinburgh  line 
was  7s.  6i.,  and  on  the  Exeter  line  1  Is.  9d. 
By  the  third-class  in  Scotland  the  charge 
was  5s.,  and  on  the   Exeter  line  it  was 
58.  9(f.,  but  upon  this  line  they  had  no  third 
class,  No.  2,   or  any  fourth  class  at  all 
Besides  the  penny  a  mile  in  England  only 
occurred  in  one  train  a-day,  and  he  would 
make  a  statement  which  he  believed  could 
be  verified,  though  he  would  be  glad  if  any 
hon.  Gentleman  could  contradict  him,  that 
the  third-class  carriages  were  attached  only 
to  such  trains  as  started  at  the  most  iftcon- 


venient  periods  for  the  working  classes :  he 
believed  ihat  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
leave  London  by  the  trains  at  Id.  per  mile 
and  to  return  the  same  dav,  so  that  thev 
were  often  forced  to  go  by  second-class  car- 
riages, that  they  might  return  the  same 
day;  in  fact,  part  of  the  plan  was,  if  the 
passengers  had  any  money  at  all,  to  drive 
them  from  the  third  and  fourth  classes  into 
the  first  and  second^  owing  to  the  inconve- 
nient  hours  at  which  the  trains  started. 
This  was  a  grave  charge  to  make,  but  he 
believed  it  to  be  perfectly  true,  knowing 
the  fact  that  they  so  arranged  the  trains 
that  the  work-people  could  not  go  and  re- 
turn the  same  dry.     It  seemed  the  decided 
aim   of  the  directors  and  shareholders  to 
inflict  all  the  evils  they  could  on  the  public. 
In  the  Railway  Times  of  the  16th  Decem- 
ber, 1843,  it  was  expre  ssly  stated  that  link 
was  being  added  to  link  till  the  whole  of  the 
railroads  would  form  five  or  six  arteries, 
and  that  nothing  could  injure  the  capital 
invested  in  existing  railways  except  compe- 
tition.     The  proprietors   were   therefore 
urged    to  combine  together  to  give  their 
property  that  fixed  and   stationary  value 
which   so  large  an  investment  of   capital 
demanded,  to  do  which  they  had  only  to 
act  on  one  principle  of  railway  conserva- 
tism. This  competition,  of  which  the  Rail- 
way Proprietors  were  so  much  afraid,  was 
the  only   mode  left  to  the  people  of  this 
country  for  having  a  proper  power  of  tra- 
velling from  one  part  of  the  country  to  the 
other.     He  begged   to  suggest  that   this 
competition   might  be   obtained   in    more 
ways  than   one.     In   the  first  place,  one 
railway  might  be  run  in  the  same  direction 
as  another ;  and,  for  himself,  he  begged  to 
intimate  distinctly  that  he  would  invariably 
give  his  support  to  railways  which  were 
new  lines  and  which  were  competing  lines. 
He  preferred  new  lines  to  those  which  were 
only  a  continuance  of  old  Acts,  and  an  ex- 
tension of  the  present  monopoly.     He  was 
not  unaware  that  companies  might  agree 
amongst  themselves,  and  so  upset  any  com- 
petition,  as    they     had    frequently   done 
already ;  but  if  the  House  would  set  about 
it  he  had  no  doubt  they  would  soon  put  an 
end   to  the  amalgamation  and  joining  of 
railway  directors,  whether  within  the  city 
of  London  or  elsewhere.     The  House  had 
only  to  provide  that  the  railways  should 
have  no  power  of  amalgamation  without 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.     Another  way 
of  producing  competition  was  open  to  the 
House  at  that  moment.     There  were  seve- 
ral railways  proposing  to  go  in  the  same 
direction ;  let  these  be  obliged  to  offer  ten- 
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den  of  accommodation,  anci  say  which  would 
carry  the  people  at  the  greatest  speed,  and 
at  the  lowest  rate  of  fares.     If  this  were 
not  done,  the  people  might  be  squeezed  by 
the  iron  grasp  of  the  railway  directors.    In 
the  two  counties  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, the  counties  of  Ayr  and  Renfrew, 
there  was  a  railroad  connecting  Glasgow, 
the  town  of  Ayr,  and  the  seaport  towns  of 
Troon    and    Ardrossan.       The    directors 
charged  a  greater  sum  for  goods  going  to 
the  port  of  which  the  Earl  of  Eglintoun  was 
owner,  than   to   the  port  of  which  Lord 
Portman  was  owner.     The  Earl  of  Eglin* 
toun,  with  great  good  sense  and  much  tact, 
having  discovered  that  he  could  make  a 
railroad  to  his  own  harbour  for  the  con- 
veyance of  minerals,  independently  of  the 
existing  company,  employed  agents  to  buy 
the  land  necessary  for  that  purpose,  and  then 
he  and  Lord  Glasgow  gave  notice  to  the 
directors  that  they  would  make  a  railroad 
alongside  the  other  railway  ;  they  got  their 
flags  and  were  in  readiness  to  proceed,  and 
then  the  railroad  directors  came  to  their 
senses  and  said,  "  We  will  do  what  you 
please ;  say  what  you  want,  and  down  shall 
come  the  fares**'    So  that  there  were  three 
ways  by  which  competition  could  be  ob- 
tained ;  and  if  no  one  voted  against  him 
except  those  not  interested  in  railways,  he 
was  sure  to  carry  his  Motion.     In  the  No- 
tice he  had  given  he  had  alluded  to  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee  last 
year  as  to  the  small  charge  at  which  pas- 
sengers could  be  conveyed  by  railroads,  and 
now  he  would  refer  to  the  estimates  given 
in  a  pamphlet  entitled  Railway  Reform, 
published  without  the  name  of  the  author ; 
but    that    Gentleman,  whose  name  was 
Gait,   had    called  upon    him,    and    had 
made  the  following  ralculations  from  the 
Reports  of  the  different  railway  directors 
to  their  constituents  of  what  was  sufficient 
for  the  conveyance  of   passengers.    The 
rate  of  speed  he  took  at  the  average  of 
eighteen  or   twenty  miles  an   hour,  and 
he  calculated    that  first-class   passengers 
might  be  conveyed  twenty-five  miles  for 
3i/.,  second'class  passengers  for  td.,  and 
third-class  for  id*     Now,   Mr.  Laing,  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  stated  in  a  Report 

S'ven  by  him  to  the  Board,  taking  the  same 
isis  of  calculation,  that  passengers  could 
be  conveyed  100  miles  for  It.  7d.  each; 
this  included  the  whole  expenses  of  manage- 
ment for  all  classes;  but»  dividing  them, 
be  calculated  that  a  first-class  passenger 
could  be  conveyed  100  miles  for  2#.  8J., 
a  secoml-class  for  Is.  Zd.,  and  a  third-class 
lor  lOd,    Had  there  been  any  contradic- 


tion given  to  that  statement?  He  had  seen 
none ;  hon.  Members  might  disbelieve  it, 
but  hod  it  been  contradicted  ?  He  believed 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  done 
well  if  they  had  occupied  themselves  in  a 
very  different  manner  than  in  making  these 
Refiorts.  When  the  Resolutions  were  passed 
last  year  he  had  believed  that  a  different 
course  would  have  been  taken  by  them  ; 
he   had    thought    that    they    would    not 
have  decided  upon  railroads,  and  he  now 
hoped  that  there  would  be  more  indepen- 
dence in  the  House  than  to  bow  implicitly 
to  their  decisions.     Among  other  matters, 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  been  well 
occupied  if  they  had  considered  whether 
minerals  should  be  carried  on  the  same  line 
of  railway  as  passengers ;    in  his  opinion 
the  carriage  of  minerals  and  of  passengers 
should  be  separated;  at    any  rate,   they 
should  not  be  carried  on  a  line  near  such  a 
town  as  London,  and  where  the  population 
was  large.    Nothing  could  induce  Railroad 
Companies  to  incur  so  much  danger,  except 
the  pursuit  of  the  one  object  of  turning  a 
penny,  common  to  all  Railway  Companies. 
Large  masses  of  minerals  were  at  present 
conveyed  over  some  lines,  and   this,   he 
thought,  was  extremely  objectionable,  be- 
cause it  made  railway  travelling  inconve- 
nient, and  not  unfrequently  endangered 
the  lives  of  passengers.     Now,  he  thought 
railways  running  through  populous  dis- 
tricts, or  comine  to  such  places  as  London, 
ought  to  be  excluded  from  carrying  goods 
of  a  heavy  description.     He  did  not  object 
to  the  carriage  of  light  goods  or  luggage ; 
but  it  was  exceedingly  unwise  and  incon- 
venient that  coals  or  other  produce    of 
mines  should  be  suffered  to  pass  over  the 
same  line  as  immense  numbers  of  pas- 
sengers.    Again,  he  should  have  thought 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  been  well 
employed  in  considering  whether  the  rail- 
ways should  not  be  carried  into  the  towns 
they  now  approached.    As  it  was,  they 
stopped  just  where  the  heavy  expense  began, 
to  the  great  inconvenience  of  the  public. 
Indeed,  he  believed  the  common -place  talk 
of  the  directors,  when  fault  was  found,  was, 
'*  We  are  only  the  servants  of  the  railroad 
proprietors;  we  can  do  nothing  ourselves 
to   help    the    public ;  if   the   people  are 
smashed,  we  cannot  help  it,  we  can  only 
act  for  the  shareholders.'*    He  had  always 
looked     upon    railways    as    public     pn>> 
perty;  but  the  companies  with  which  he 
was  acquainted  had  conducted  them  merely 
as  private  speculations.     Now,  a  raiUvay 
was  must  certainly  public  property,  and 
public  property,  too,  of  an  iroporunt  cha- 
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racter,  and  ought  to  command  the  increased 
attention  and  vigilance  of  the  Legislature. 
No  sooner^  however,  ()id  a  company  obtain 
its  Bill,  than  the  comfort  or  convenience 
of  the  public  was  neglected,  and  nothing 
thought  of  but  what  was  termed  "  turning 
a  penny."  Now  ibis,  every  body  must 
admit,  ought  to  be  well  looked  after  by  the 
Legislature  ;  for  companies  would  then  not 
be  suffered  to  take  an  undue  advantage  of 
the  public  when  they  found  out  there  was 
no  other  means  of  conveyance  but  their 
particular  railway.  He  would  say  that, 
in  justice  and  common  sense,  the  country 
ought  to  insist  on  that  competition  which 
they  had  a  right  to  demand,  and  which  they 
might  have  had  at  first.  He  stated  boldly, 
that  the  companies  had  allowed  no  opportu- 
nity to  pass  of  overreaching  the  public;  they 
had  overreached  him,  and  he  was  not 
ashamed  to  say  so,  although  he  was  sorry 
for  it.  The  volume  which  he  held  in  his 
hand  contained  the  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  last  Session^  and  other  important 
matters  relating  to  railways ;  and  as  there 
were  248  railway  projects  coming  before 
the  House,  that  book  would  be  exceedingly 
useful,  and  he  was  very  glad  to  see  that  it 
had  been  printed.  Competition  was  not 
altogether  new  in  railways.  It  had  been 
tried^  and  with  every  success,  by  running 
the  same  trains  and  engines  on  different 
lines.  Perhaps  it  might  not  be  known  to 
many  Members  of  that  House  that  the 
Grand  Junction  and  the  Birmingham 
Railway  Companies  had  agreed  to  allow 
each  other's  carriages  to  run  over  both 
lines.  No  inconvenience  had  arisen  from 
this  arrangement,  either  to  the  companies 
or  the  public  The  House  had  an  example 
by  which  the  public  could  be  greatly  bene- 
fited. That  proposal  was  not  new  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  Bill  which  was  brought  in  on  the  13  th 
of  June,  1836>  by  the  hon.  Member  for  In- 
verness. This  was  for  a  revision  of  the 
tolls,  and  it  was  received  with  great  favour 
in  the  House.  A  promise  was  given  that 
the  attention  of  the  Government  would  be 
directed  to  the  su^ect ;  but  since  then  it 
had  been  put  off*  from  time  to  time  upon 
various  pretextM.  In  the  year  1837,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  subject,  and  m  consequence  of  its  re- 
commendation a  Bill  was  brought  in  by 
persons  who  were  then  in  as  high  places  as 
those  were  who  introduced  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  He  believed  that  Bill  was  brought 
in  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Taunton.  There  was  a  clause  in 
that  Bill  of  very  material  moment,  and  had 


the  Government  not  abandoned  their  own 
proposal,  they  would  have  a  different  state 
of  things  at  that  moment.  What  it  pro. 
posed  was,  that  an  experimental  set  of 
railway  carriages  should  be  constructed  and 
placed  under  the  management  of  the  Post 
Office,  so  that  it  might  be  ascertained  with 
certainty  what  was  the  cost,  the  rate  of 
rapidity  of  the  carriages,  and  the  best  mode 
of  conveying  goods  and  passengers,  an  al- 
lowance proportioned  to  the  number  of  car* 
riages  being  made  to  the  Railway  Proprie- 
tors. What  had  been  done  bv  the  Act  of  last 
Session  ?  That  Act  bound  them  to  protect 
for  twenty-one  years  all  the  monopolies 
which  already  existed,  making  no  allowance 
for  the  increase  of  population,  which  could 
not  in  that  period  be  much  less  than  seven 
or  eight  millions.  Nothing  could  be  more 
absurd  than  to  allow  railway  companies 
to  go  on  upon  the  present  system  fur  so 
long  a  time.  He  held  in  his  hand  letters 
from  various  people,  which  he  had  received 
since  he  gave  notice  of  his  Motion.  All  of 
them  complained  of  the  first>class  carriages, 
though,  if  possible,  still  more  of  the  second. 
He  could  not  but  think  the  neglect  of  the 
House  to  make  some  provi^don  with  respect 
to  second-class  carriages  had  been  a  very 
serious  omission.  He  insisted  that  they 
had  a  perfect  right  to  see  that  no  causes 
should  be  allowed  to  operate  which  could 
be  injurious  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
people.  He  asserted,  without  hesitation, 
that  there  were  no  class  of  carriages  so 
injurious  to  the  health  of  the  people  as  the 
second-class  carriages,  as  they  were  now 
fitted  up.  He  believed  that  more  diseases 
and  more  illness  had  been  created  by  the 
defects  of  these  carriages  than  by  those  of 
all  the  other  modes  of  conveyance.  He 
had,  however,  letters  from  various  quarters 
complaining  also  of  the  inefficiency  of  third- 
class  carriages.  It  was  alleged  that  the 
provisons  of  the  Act  had  not  yet  been  ful- 
filled, and  that  even  if  they  were,  though 
the  effect  might  be  beneficial  in  winter, 
such  carriages  would  be  intolerable  in 
summer.  Another  complaint  •  was,  that 
they  had  only  provided  one  train  each 
day  at  Idf.  per  mile.  One  of  the  letters  he 
had  received  was  dated  yesterday,  from 
Birmingham,  and  it  was  signed  '*  Thomas 
Johnson."  The  writer  stated,  that  on  the 
5th  of  January,  he  travelled  iu  one  of  the 
third-class  carriages  on  the  London  and 
Birmingham  line.  They  were  covered  in, 
and  he  found  them  comfortable.  On  the 
23rd  of  January,  he  left  London  in  a 
second-class  carriage  on  the  Great  Wetitern, 
which  he  found  open  at  the  side,  and  in- 
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ferior  in  comfort  to  the  third-class  upon  the 
London  and  Birmingham  line;  the  next  daj 
he  took  his  place  in  a  second-clasis  carriage, 
which  he  found  similar  to  the  third-class, 
and  roiserablj  cold.  The  Grand  Junction 
third-class  carriages  were  most  uncomfort- 
able, the  top  being  supported  by  iron 
itancheons,  and,  no  divisions  being  made 
in  the  carriages,  people  were  half  frozen  in 
them,  in  consequence  of  their  exposure  to 
the  cold  air.  Another  gentleman,  writing 
from  London,  and  signing  his  name  "R. 
Kirkman  Lane,"  made  similar  representa- 
tions, and  recommended  that  third-class 
carriages  should  be  attached  to  trains  at 
least  twice  a-day,  morning  and  evening, 
so  as  to  enable  the  poor  man,  whose  time 
was  his  only  property,  to  make  his  journey 
and  back  the  same  day,  and  in  the  same 
time,  as  the  second-class  passenger.  The 
hoD.  Member  then  presented  two  petitions, 
one  of  them  was  from  the  inhabitants  of 
Hastings,  and  the  other  from  a  very  nume- 
rous and  neglected  body  of  the  working 
classes  throughout  England,  Ireland,  and 
Scotland—  the  Chartists — who,  in  a  distinct 
and  well-arranged  petition,  represtnted  that 
their  time,  health,  and  safety  ought  not  to 
be  sacrificed  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  railway 
proprietors.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  thanking  the  House  for  their  indul- 
gence, and  by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Act  of  last  Session,  7th 
and  8th  of  Vic,  c.  85,  commonly  called 
the  Railway  Act. 

Mr.  Ewati  felt  the  importance  of  every 
subject  connected  with  the  railway  system, 
but  he  could  not  agree  to  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  His  hon.  Friend  began 
by  referring  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  respecting  railways.  He 
had,  from  the  foundation  of  that  Board, 
objected  to  the  principle  of  it.  His  hon. 
Friend,  in  the  course  of  his  observations, 
had  alluded  to  the  possibility  of  adopting 
the  foreign  system  of  taking  tenders  from 
different  companies  for  the  formation  of 
railways;  but  that  was  a  system  which, 
although  it  might  do  very  well  in  France, 
he  did  not  believe  would  succeed  in  this 
country.  He  had  always  entertained  the 
conviction,  since  the  establishment  of  the 
Railway  Committee,  that  recourse  should 
not  be  had  in  the  first  instance  to  any 
branch  of  the  Government ;  if  a  Board  was 
lo  be  formed  at  all,  it  ought  to  be  subse- 
quent, and  not  anterior  to  the  Committee 
in  Parliament  The  first  point  to  accom- 
plish  was,  to  reform  the  Parliamentary 
Commitieci.    Let  them  be  constituted  of  a 


small  number  of  Members,— five  had  been 
named  last  Session, — and  let  those  Mem- 
bers be  impartial  and  independent,  and  if 
any  question  arose  requiring  the  solution 
of  scientific  men,  let  them  be  called  in  to 
assist,  but  not  to  interfere.  If  any  question 
arose  involving  the  necessity  of  postponing 
the  Bill  before  them  to  the  next  Session, 
let  the  Committee  defer  it,  but  in  no  case 
let  the  Government  be  called  in.  for  its 
interference  was  at  variance  with  the 
principle  of  legislation  adopted  in  this 
country.  His  hon.  Friend  had  alluded  to 
the  possibility  of  competition,  first  by  rail- 
ways, and  secondly  upon  railways:  that 
was,  the  running  of  carriages  upon  the 
same  railway  by  different  companies ;  and 
he  had  referred,  as  a  case  in  point,  to  the 
Grand  Junction,  and  Liverpool  and  Man- 
chester Companies.  The  hon.  Member 
must  recollect,  however,  that  the  traina  to 
which  he  referred  were  run  in  conjunc- 
tion, for  which  purpose  the  two  companies 
had  an  agreement ;  and  therefore  bis 
statement  did  not  establish  the  fact  of  ita 
being  possible  for  competing  trains  to  run 
upon  the  same  line.  Such  a  position,  in- 
deed, was  completely  fallacious ;  there 
was  no  authority  for  it,  and  in  practice  it 
would  be  found  utterly  impossible.  The 
only  trains  belonging  to  different  compa- 
nies which  now  ran  upon  the  same  line 
were  run,  not  in  ooro^ietition,  but  in  con- 
currence. A  third  point  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  alluded,  was  the  policy  of  re- 
ducing the  fares  by  railway;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  all  the  evidence  before  the 
House  confirmed  the  conclusions  of  his  hon. 
Friend  up«m  this  subject.  The  last  Report 
of  the  Grand  Junction  Company  exhi. 
bited  a  similar  conclusion ;  for  in  it  the  di- 
rectors stated  that  whilst  they  had  lost 
something  in  first-class  passengers  by  a 
reduction  of  fares,  and  also  upon  the  se- 
cond-class, they  had  greatly  profited  upon 
the  third  class ;  and  he  firmly  believed 
that  the  greatest  advantages  would  be 
gained  by  consulting  the  interests  and  con- 
venience of  the  largest  mass  of  consumers. 
On  this  point  he  was  clearly  of  opinion 
with  his  hon.  Friend,  but  he  himself  last 
year,  when  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  then 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  intro- 
duced his  Railway  Bill,  felt  the  moat 
ominous  forebodings  with  regard  to  the 
Board  then  constituted  for  the  regulation 
of  railways.  It  was  an  observation  made 
when  the  Board  was  formed,  that  it  would 
be  ridiculous  to  suppoce  that  any  good 
could  be  procured  by  it,  that  the  last  thing 
requiring  regulation  was  trade,  and  now  he 
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ventured  to  say,  that  the  last  thing  re- 
quiring regulation  by  a  Government  Board, 
was  traffic.  He  ventured  to  predict,  that 
the  Railway  Board  would  not  stand.  It 
was  impossible.  If  any  board  was  to  be 
constituted  it  should  be  a  board  of  reference, 
rather  than  one  of  goveniment,  a  board  of 
consultation  rather  than  of  interference. 

Viscount  Howick  :  I  rise,  Sir,  with  no 
intention  of  supporting  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  repeal  the  measure  of  last  Session ;  o« 
the  contrary,  I  think  the  Bill,  as  far  as  it 
goes,  is,  upon  the  whole,  a  good  one; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  do  concur  with 
him  in  his  opinion  that  it  is  of  the  deep- 
est importance  to  this  country  that  we 
should  take  measures  to  secure  to  the 
public  the  advantages  of  greater  cheap- 
ness of  railway  travelling ;  and  I  believe, 
with  him,  that  hitherto  our  measures  have 
been  defective  for  that  purpose;  that  the 
public  does  not  derive  that  benefit  from 
this  invention  which  it  ought  to  obtain ; 
and  I  also  feel  that  this  present  Session  is 
an  opportunity  which  cannot  be  lost  for 
looking  into  this  subject  without  very  great 
inconvenience.  A  multitude  of  Bills  are 
about  to  be  brought  before  us;  and  before 
thoae  Bills  are  disposed  of — before  we  create 
new  vested  interests  and  new  rights,  we 
ought  to  consider  seriously  what  are  the  mea- 
sures it  is  in  our  power  to  adopt  in  order 
to  secure  to  the  public  the  greatest  amount 
of  accommodation  from  those  railways.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  has  stated  that 
all  that  is  required  is  to  improve  the  con« 
ttitution  of  the  Parhamentary  Committees 
to  which  Railway  Bills  are  referred.  No 
doubt  this  is  one  of  the  great  points  to  be 
attended  to ;  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  G.  Somerset)  has  already  this  even- 
ing moved  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mitte  to  consider  how  that  object  may  be 
attained.  But  while  I  admit  that  it 
is  of  great  importance  to  improve  the 
constitution  of  the  Committees  to  which 
these  BiUs  are  referred ;  at  the  same 
time,  I  own  I  am  not  sanguine  as  to  the 
possibility  of  providing,  by  any  reform  of 
these  tribunals,  a  satisuustory  mode  of  dis- 
posing of  the  immense  mass  of  business  of 
this  description  which  is  to  come  before 
Parliament  in  the  present  Session,  unless 
some  greater  change  is  adopted  than  has 
been  hitherto  suggested.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  evil  is  this,  that  whether  it  is  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee that  is  to  decide  on  these  questions, 
they  have  to  dispose  of  interests  of  too 
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enormous  an  amount.  Whilst  the  competi- 
tion of  conflicting  railway  companies  is  so 
excessive,  and  the  gain  or  loss  by  passing 
one  Bill,  or  rejecting  another,  so  enormous, 
my  conviction  is  that  no  tribunal  you  can  es- 
tablish can  deal  satisfactorily  with  questions 
of  that  magnitude.  Consider  what  it  is  you 
have  to  do.  Yuu  have  to  determine  not  merely 
what  is  the  best  line  of  communication 
for  the  public,  but  you  are  also  to  deter- 
mine which  of  two  or  three  or  more  con- 
flicting companies  is  to  have  the  benefit 
of  constructing  this  line.  We  know  per- 
fectly well  that  to  be  allowed  to  make 
a  railway  is  an  immense  advantage ;.  that 
the  mere  fact  of  any  particular  line  hav- 
ing the  sanction  of  Parliament  will  lead 
to  large  premiums  being  given.  20/.  or 
25/.  shares,  on  which  30s.  or  2/.  have 
been  paid  up,  have  been  sold  at  a 
premium  of  16/.  or  18/.,  or  even  for 
greater  amounts;  that  is,  the  parties  are 
ready  to  pay  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
amount  of  capital  proposed  for  the  railway, 
in  addition  to  what  is  required  for  the 
execution  of  the  work»  for  the  mere  right 
of  executing  it  Now,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  possible,  when  the  decision  of  a  Par- 
liamentary Committee  is,  in  point  of  fact^ 
to  give  an  immense  sum  of  money  to  the 
favoured  company,  that  that  decision  should 
be  come  to  in  a  manner  to  give  satisfac- 
tion to  the  public;  for,  remember  the 
point  to  be  adjudicated  upon :  it  is  not  a 
question  of  fact,  or  of  law,  or  of  right,  in 
which  any  certain  opinion  can  be  arrived 
at;  but  it  is  a  question  of  mere  public 
convenience  in  which  difl*erent  and  con- 
flicting advantages  and  reasons  are  to  be 
weighed  against  each  other;  so  that  in 
all  probability  no  two  Committees  could 
arrive  at  the  same  conclusion  with  re- 
gard to  any  considerable  number  of 
the  competing  lines.  W^hen  such  a  ques- 
tion as  that  has  to  be  disposed  of,  I  be- 
lieve it  is  impossible  to  create  any  au- 
thority to  dispose  of  it.  on  which  there 
will  not  be  brought  to  bear  influence, 
favour,  monev,  or  monev's  worth.  This 
will  happen,  or  it  will  be  thought  to 
have  happened;  because  we  all  know  in 
Parliamentary  Committees  to  what  an  ex- 
tent canvassing  is  carried.  1  firmly  believe 
that  that  is  au  inconvenience  which  it  is 
impossible  to  avoid,  so  long  as  the  two 
questions  are  united,  "  What  is  the  best 
line  of  railway  ?*'  and  "  Who  are  the  par. 
ties  to  execute  it  ?"  Therefore,  it  appears 
to  me,  that  something  is  to  be  gained  in 
this  matter  by  looking  at  the  example  of  a 
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neighbouring  country.  In  France,  in  such  very  much  cheaper  railway  accommodation 
a  case,  the  first  point  determined  on  is,  than  they  could  obtain  by  any  other  meant. 
*'  what  is  to  be  the  line  of  railway,*'  with-  As  an  illustration  of  my  argument,  let  me 
out  considering  the  claims  of  any  particular  point  out  to  you  how  such  a  system  would 
company.  Their  attention  is  directed  to  work,  as  compared  with  what  is  now  doing 
the  sober  and  dispassionate  consideration  of  on  some  of  the  great  lines  that  are  projected, 
the  best  line  for  the  public  When  that  is  The  House  is  aware  that  three  different 
determined  on,  the  next  step  is  to  call  on  lines  are  projected  from  London  to  the 
capitalists  to  send  in  their  tenders  to  say  north,  terminating  at  York.  Three  dif- 
on  what  terms  they  propose  to  execute  that  ferent  proposals  of  that  kind  are  now  before 
line.  Now,  why  should  not  we  adopt  a  the  public ;  and  it  is  understood  that  which 
similar  line  of  conduct?  1  would  trust  either  ever  of  these  companies  shall  obtain  tbe 
the  Board  of  Trade,  or  a  Parliamentary  preference,  and  shall  get  its  Bill  through 
Committee  of  five  or  six  impartial  Gentle-  '  Parliament,  the  moment  the  Bill  shall  be 
men,  or,  perhaps  better  still,  professional  passed,  the  shares  will  sell  at  some  20/.  to 
persons,  going  to  the  locality,  and  ex*  25/.  premium.  That  is  tbe  very  lowest, 
amining  the  ground  on  the  spot,  to  deter-  That  is  to  say,  that  the  decision  in  favour 
mine  as  to  the  line.  1  would  trust  implicitly  of  any  one  of  these  companies  puts  into  the 
any  impartial  authority  of  this  description  pockets  of  one  set  of  men  or  another,  a  sum 
to  lay  out  the  line  of  railway,  provided  '  varying  between  1,000,000/.  and  2,000,000/. 
their  decision  did  not  confer  the  right  to  sterling.  Now,  is  it  possible,  when  there 
make  that  line  on  parties  to  he  benefited  by  -  is  a  gratuitous  boon  to  companies  to  this 
it  If  the  question  be  merely  to  decide  extent,  that  any  parties  should  be  trusted 
"  which  is  to  be  the  line  ?'*  having  none  of  |  to  grant  it  ?  or  that  the  authority,  be  it 
these  great  pecuniary  interests  involved  in  '  what  it  may,  which  has  such  a  gigantic 
the  decision,  then  1  believe  you  might  trust  '  boon  to  dispose  of,  will  not  be  blockaded 
that  question  to  impartial  and  scientific  f  on  all  sides  by  applications  and  influence  ? 
authority.  Having  got  your  line  laid  out  j  In  the  mean  time,  too,  you  have  all  the 
in  this  manner,  the  next  step  would  be  to  immense  disadvantages  of  gambling  in 
call  on  rival  companies  to  send  in  their  shares  going  on  throughout  the  country, 
proposals.  As  to  the  mode  of  making  the  ■  I  am  told  that  this  gambling  is  now  going 
lines,  and  the  shape  in  which  proposals  on,  noc  only  in  London,  but  in  the 
should  be  called  in,  I  agree  with  the  hon.  great  towns  of  Manchester  and  Liveiv 
Member  for  Greenock  that  the  principle  of  pool,  to  an  extent  that  is  absolutely  fright- 
tender  might  be  acted  on ;  that  is,  if  a  i  ful,  and  which  is  demoralizing  to  the 
company  were  interested  to  make  a  par«  country.  And  if  a  Bill  passed  through 
ticular  line,  they  should  state  what  rates  Parliament  in  favour  of  any  one  of  these 
of  fare  they  would  charge,  at  what  speed  companies,  after  all  this  inconvenience  the 
they  would  travel,  how  many  trains  they  public  is  left  at  the  mercy  of  the  company, 
would  send  each  day  along  the  line,  and,  which  may  charge  such  a  rate  of  fares  and 
in  short,  the  extent  of  accommodation  they  make  such  regulations  as  it  finds  best  cal* 
would  afford  to  the  public,  and  at  what  culated  to  promote  its  own  interests.  Now, 
cost  ?  Having  got  these  tenders,  nothing  suppose  you  take  another  course,  and  say, 
could  be  more  reasonable  than  to  give  tbe  **  We  will  not  decide  in  favour  of  one  or 
construction  of  the  line  to  the  company  another  company,  but  will  decide  in  favour 
which  offered  to  make  it  on  the  best  terms  of  some  line  to  York.'*  Having  choaen 
for  the  public.  It  appears,  that  by  adopt-  your  line,  suppose  you  call  for  public 
ing  some  such  scheme  as  this,  two  great  tenders  from  competing  companies  for  the 
advantages  would  be  obtained  ;  in  the  first  execution  of  the  line.  The  various  oompa* 
place,  it  would  get  rid  of  the  main  difficulty  nies  will  bring  in  their  tenders,  stating  the 
of  disposing  satisfactorily  of  disputed  rail*  rates  of  charge  at  which  they  are  prepared  to 
way  lines.  1  am  persuaded,  as  1  have  said  carry  passengers  and  goods,  the  number  of 
before,  that  if  you  were  only  considering  trains,  the  rate  of  speed,  and  the  deacrip- 
which  is  the  best  line  through  the  country,  tion  of  accommodation  which  they  are  pre* 
without  having  any  enormous  pecuniary  in«  '  pared  to  afford.  These  tenders  are  opened 
teretts  involved  in  the  ooniideration,  that  this  in  the  face  of  day,  and  before  the  public, 
question  might  be  dispassionately  and  impar-  |  and  the  best  ofier  is  accepted.  There  is 
tially  oonsi&red ;  and,  in  the  next  plaoe,  1  '  no  room  for  jobbing;  and  that  ipirit  of 
tliink  there  would  be  the  further  advan-  competition  whidi  now  finds  a  field  tar  iu 
tage,  that  you  would  secure  to  the  public  '  display  in  the  ahsore  market  and  in  gambling. 


261 


Railways. 


{Feb.  11} 


Railways, 


262 


would  find  its  exercise  in  the  bidding  of 
rival  companies  over  each  other  as  to  the 
amount  of  fares  they  would  charge  to  the 
public  It  is  perfectly  clear^  ftom  the 
premiums  offered  for  shares  in  these  great 
undertakings,  that  companies  could  afford 
to  make  these  lines  of  railway,  and  to  carry 
the  public  at  much  cheaper  rates  than  they 
now  do :  for  what  are  the  facts  ?  I  will 
suppose  a  Bill  passed  for  constructing  a  line 
to  York.  The  capital  required  would  be 
somewhere  about  5,000,000/.  or  6,000,000/. 
sterling.  Now  these  shares,  we  know,  will 
immediately  rise  in  value  from  40  to  50 
per  cent. ;  that  is  to  say,  the  new  share* 
holders  would  be  willing  to  pay  down — 
taking  the  capital  required  to  he  5,000,000/. 
-—7,500,000/.  Of  course,  therefore,  they 
calculate!  that  though  the  work  will  only 
cost  5,000»000/.,  yet  they  may,  at  the  rates 
of  charge  they  contemplate  imposing,  derive 
ao  large  an  income  as  to  pay  the  average 
and  fair  profit  on  7,500,000/1  But  if  that 
ia  the  case,  it  follows  that  they  could  afford 
a  large  reduction  of  fares,  if  they  only  re- 
quired to  get  a  fair  profit  on  the  amount  of 
capital  actually  invested  in  executing  the 
work.  If  no  premium  is  to  be  paid— if 
they  have  only  to  get  a  profit  on  the  ex* 
penditure  of  5,000,000/.  -^  in  that  case 
they  can  afford  a  considerable  reduction  of 
fares  j  and  that  reduction,  in  my  opinion, 
will  be  very  large ;  because  we  know  that 
the  actual  cost  of  the  conveyance  of  pas- 
sengers on  railways  is  infinitely  smaller 
than  the  fares  which  are  charged ;  and  we 
know  that  a  considerable  reduction  of  fares 
often  makes  scarcely  any  reduction,  some- 
times no  reduction,  in  the  profits  of  the 
companies,  because  of  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  passengers.  Therefore,  if  a 
company  calculated  the  lowest  fares  it 
could  charge  in  order  to  get  the  construc- 
tion of  a  line  of  railway,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  a  very  large  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  fares  might  be  accomplbhed.  There  is 
also  this  further  observation  to  be  made, — 
if  we  were  to  apply  this  principle  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament  to  the  new 
lines  of  railway  about  to  be  constructed, 
we  should  not  only  cause  them  to  carry 
passengers  very  much  cheaper  than  other- 
wise they  would  do,  and  induce  them  to 
give  much  greater  accommodation  to  the 
public  than  otherwise  we  could  expect,  but 
we  should,  in  the  most  legitimate  manner, 
iqpply  to  existing  companies  a  compulsion 
against  which  they  would  have  no  means 
of  struggling,  and  which  would  force  them 
to  reduce  their  fares  in  the  same  ratio; 


because  it  is  perfectly  obvious — from  the 
network  of  railways  which  exists,  that 
they  are  all  more  or  less  competing  lines ; 
and  if  the  large  number  of  new  lines  which 
we  shall  probably  authorize  during  the 
Session  are  constructed  at  very  low  rates 
of  fares,  their  competition  wUl  in  a  very 
short  time  bring  down  the  rates  of  fares 
on  the  old  railway  lines.  I  think  this  a 
much  more  legitimate  way  of  bringing 
down  the  rates  of  fares,  than  that  enacted 
by  the  Bill  of  last  year,  and  that  it  will  be 
much  more  effective.  I  know  it  will  be 
said  that  I  advise  the  House  to  adopt  a 
system  which  is  adopted  in  France ;  and  it 
will  be  asked,  "  How  can  you  give  advice 
like  that,  when,  as  compared  with  the  pro- 
gress  of  railways  in  this  country,  France 
has  fallen  far  behind ;  whilst,  on  the  other 
hand,  what  has  been  accomplished  in  Eng- 
land, in  a  few  years^  in  railways,  is  abso- 
lutely marvellous  ?*'  This  is  no  doubt  true; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  in  the  early  stages  of 
railway  enterprize,  such  a  system  as  the 
one  I  propose  would  not  have  been  proper. 
When  railways  were  regarded  as  speculations 
of  great  hazard  and  of  doubtful  result,  it  was 
necessary  to  give  a  greater  amount  of  re- 
turn to  stimulate  enterprise  than  can  be 
afforded  by  such  a  system  as  I  propose,  in 
order  to  make  the  construction  of  railways 
advance  with  the  necessary  facility.  But 
circumstances  are  now  greatly  dianged. 
Now,  instead  of  stimulating  the  eagerness 
of  entei  prise,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  de- 
sirable to  moderate  it.  Parties  are  only 
too  eager,  and  in  too  great  a  hurry  to  rush 
blindfolded  into  these  speculations.  A 
sort  of  mania  has  seized  the  public,  which 
it  is  of  importance  to  the  national  interests 
that  we  should  endeavour  to  moderate  and 
check.  I  believe,  by  the  course  I  propose, 
you  would  so  moderate  it ;  and  if  you  were 
to  deal  with  railway  companies  in  the 
manner  I  have  now  suggested,  you  would 
have  a  means  which  you  cannot  have  by 
any  other  course  of  proceeding  of  satisfac- 
torily  disposing  of  the  railway  business 
before  you  in  the  present  Session.  I  know 
that  this  is  not  an  occasion  to  enter  into  a 
subject  so  large  and  important  as  that  be- 
fore us  ;  but  it  is  my  conviction  that  it  is 
not  only  one  of  importance,  but  of  extreme 
urgency— one  on  which  we  have  not  a 
moment  to  lose  in  thoroughly  looking  into 
and  investigating.  We  must  determine 
what  course  to  take  before  these  Railway 
Bills  go  much  further.  There  is  another 
observation  I  wish  to  make.  In  the  first 
place,  I  wish  to  notice  one  or  two  difficul- 
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ties.  It  will  be  said,  in  the  first  place* 
that  it  is  unjust  to  particular  parties,  who 
have  displayed  their  ingenuity  in  laying 
out  a  line,  that  the  execution  of  that  line 
of  railwiiy  should  be  taken  out  of  their 
hands.  It  would  be  most  unjust  if  they 
were  not  properly  remunerated  for  what 
they  had  done ;  but  at  present  they  have 
no  claim  whatever.  These  infant  com- 
pdTiies,  not  yet  created  by  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, Iiave  no  rights  or  claims  whatever 
npon  us.  We  are  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
create  them  or  not,  and  it  is  perfectly  open 
to  us  to  say,  **  The  line  shall  be  made, 
but  we  do  not  determine  that  vou  shall  he 
the  makers  of  it.  You  shall  be  well  paid 
for  laying  out  the  line  :  we  adopt  your  plan, 
you  shall  be  well  paid  for  what  you  have 
hitherto  done,  but  you  have  no  right  to  be 
intrusted  with  the  making  of  it.  Impartial 
authorities  shall  consider  the  amount  of 
expense  incurred  in  laying  out  the  line ; 
thcftt  charge  being  ascertaine<l  any  company 
tliat  takes  the  line  to  make,  that  charge 
shall  be  the  first  thing  they  ha\e  to  pay 
before  they  commence  the  construction  of 
the  line.*'  In  this  manner  justice  will  be 
done  to  the  projectors  who  may  bring  these 
various  schemes  before  ) Parliament,  and 
they  might  be  rewarded  without  abandon- 
ing the  scheme  I  propose.  Another  diffi- 
culty which  will  be  urged  is  this:  it  will 
be  said,  that  though  the  plan  I  have  sug- 
gested might  be  adopted  where  lines  are 
proposed  to  be  carried  by  new  companies 
through  parts  of  counties  hitherto  deprived 
of  that  convenience,  you  could  not  act  on 
this  principle  when  the  proposals  on  which 
you  have  to  judge  are  feeders,  or  branch 
lines  of  existing  companies;  where  a 
struggle  is  going  on  between  exbting 
railways  to  carry  their  branches  into  tracts 
of  country  not  yet  connected  *vtih  either.  I 
am  aware  you  cannot  exactly  apply  the  prin- 
ciple to  these  cases,  which  would  rather 
apply  to  the  entirely  new  lines  of  railroad  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  to  some  extent,  you 
might  apply  the  principle  to  these  branch 
lines  or  feeders.  I  would  do  it  in  this  way, 
— by  calling  on  existing  companies,  when 
they  bring  in  their  proposals,  to  insert  in 
their  Bill  clauses  naming  the  rates  of  fare 
they  propose  to  charge.  This  course  was 
adopted  in  one  of  those  Select  Committees 
last  year  on  competing  lines  of  railroad  on 
which  I  had  the  bonuur  to  be  a  member. 
I  was  almost  compelled  to  serve  last  Ses- 
sion on  one  of  those  small  Committees  to 
decide  between  two  conflicting  projects  of 
Unesof  ^railway.     When  we  proceeded  to 


consider  theiracts,  we  felt  extreme  difficulty 
on  a  point  on  which  we  were  called  on  to 
judge ;  and  all  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee unanimously  agreed  that  one  main 
thing  for  us  to  consider  was  which  of  the 
two  companies  offered  the  best  terms  to 
the  public;  and  1  was  instructed  by  the 
Committee,  as  its  chairman,  to  make  an 
intimation  to  the  counsel  on  both  sides, 
that  we  wished  to  know  whether  there 
were  any  objection  to  put  in  the  speci6c 
tables  of  fares  they  proposed  to  charge. 
The  counsel  on  neither  side  made  any  ob- 
jection :  they  both  put  in  their  table  of 
fares.  One  company  proposed  a  very  much 
lower  table  of  fares  than  the  other ;  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  state  that  it  mainly  in- 
fluenced the  decision  of  the  Committee. 
But  having  got  at  the  table  of  fares,  we 
took  care  to  make  the  clause  enforcing  it 
considerably  stricter  and  more  binding  than 
the  company  had  done.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  a  similar  principle  might  be 
carried  out  with  existing  companies  coming 
with  competing  lines  before  the  House, 
and  asking  to  bring  a  section  of  the  country 
into  the  one  or  other  existing  lines  of  rail- 
road. I  would  rather  adopt  this  plan,  be- 
cause, I  believe  with  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the  public  cannot 
really  obtain  the  benefits  of  competition  by 
creating  two  lines  of  railway.  The  com. 
peting  Tines  will  probably  carry  on  a  ruin- 
ous competition  for  a  certain  time,  and 
then  come  to  some  mutual  understanding 
injurious  to  the  public.  The  time  for 
competition  is  before  we  pass  the  BilL 
That  is  the  principle  on  which  the  House 
ought  to  act.  I  hot>e  and  trust  that  this 
Soesion  we  shall  pass  no  Bill  without 
strictly  looking  into  the  table  of  fares; 
it  is  extraordinary  to  me  how  long  we 
have  omitted  to  do  so.  In  every  Rail- 
wi|y  Bill  the  Standing  Orders  require 
the'TlUfii  of  toll  to  be  mentioned.  These 
orders  w^aa  nassed  when  it  was  supposed 
that  there  migti*  be  a  com  petit  ion  on  each 
line,  and  that  pa^Hes  other  than  the  com- 
pany might  curry  an(>  ply  on  it.  That  is 
found  to  be  imp'tMible/Wnd  these  clauses 
as  to  the  rate  of  toll  aiv  so  much  waste 
paper.  But  the  ohj^'ct  PaTMament  had  in 
view  in  imposing  these  limits  is  to  the  rates 
of  toll  was  a  good  object,  am^  one  which 
we  ought  to  6nd  some  other  me«ns  of  car- 
rying out,  now  that  that  plan  hm  failed  in 
eflt>cting  It.  The  only  suhstitute  which  I 
believe  tt  is  in  our  power  to  provide  is  a 
strict  llmitatitm,  not  only  of  the  /ates  of 
tolls,  but  also  of  fiires,  at  which  each  of  the 
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oonopaDies  authori2ed  by  Act  of  Parliament 
^hall  carry  on  the  traffic  of  the  lines.  I 
hope  that  the  suggestions  I  have  made  will 
meet  with  some  consideration  from  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  opposite,  because  I 
am  persuaded  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  public  is  not  yet  suffi- 
ciently drawn  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject,  anil  the  extreme  difficulties  with 
which  we  shall  have  to  contend  during  the 
present  Session,  if  we  persevere  in  merely 
following  the  beaten  track.  How  we  shall 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  248  Railway  Bills 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  talked,  unless 
something  of  the  kind  I  have  suggested 
should  be  adopted,  it  passes  my  compre- 
hension to  conceive.  On  the  one  hand,  it 
seems  to  me  impossible*-and  I  am  glad  to 
find  that  the  Government  concurs  with  me 
in  the  idea — that  the  Reports  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  be  accepted  as  conclusive ; 
and  if  not  accepting  them  as  conclusive,  1 
inquire,  on  the  other  hand,  how  is  Parlia- 
ment to  constitute  Committees  which  shall 
deal  satisfactorily  with  all  these  projects, 
when  such  immense  pecuniary  interests  are 
concerned  ?  As  a  number  of  Committees 
would  be  required,  where  are  the  impar- 
tial Members  to  be  found,  and  how  are 
eounsel  to  find  time  for  the  proper  discus- 
sion of  all  these  railway  projects,  both  in 
this  Houscj  and  in  the  House  of  Lords  ? 
Andy  let  it  be  observed,  it  will  not  do  to 
put  the  matter  off.  It  is  of  importance 
that  the  really  good  measures  should  not 
be  deferred  beyond  the  present  Session.  1 
know  that  some  Gentlemen  have  said  that 
the  difficulty  is  so  great  that  the  only 
thing  they  can  suggest  is  to  postpone  all 
railway  legislation  for  a  Session.  1  depre- 
cate such  a  course  of  proceeding,  than  which 
there  coold  be  no  greater  misfortune  to  the 
country.  What  would  be  the  result  if 
such  a  course  were  adopted  ?  An  immense 
amount  of  capital  has  been  set  apart  for  the 
execution  of  these  works,  and  what  an  in- 
convenience it  would  be  to  the  country  if 
this  capital  should  remain  locked  up>  or,  if 
parties  having  their  patience  worn  out,  and 
not  choosing  to  wait  for  the  tardy  proceed- 
ings in  Parliament,  should,  as  I  fear  would 
be  the  case,  employ  the  capital  on  specula- 
tions of  another  kind,  embark  in  wild 
schemes,  and  probably  take  their  capital 
altogether  out  of  the  country.  Therefore, 
we  cannot  defer  legislation  with  respect  to 
railway  projects  until  after  this  Session ; 
whatever  the  difficulties  connected  with 
the  subject  may  be^  and  I  admit  that  they 
are  almost  overwhelming,  we  must  deal 
with  them ;  and  it  is  from  this  considera- 


tion that  I  have  thought  it  right  to  take 
the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  present 
Motion  to  throw  out  my  opinions  for  what- 
ever they  may  be  worth.  They  may  pos- 
sibly suggest  something  to  other  Members, 
and  thus,  perhaps,  a  proper  course  may  be 
struck  out  amongst  us.  It  is  with  this 
view  that  I  have  ventured  to  make  these 
observations  to  the  House  ;  and  I  do  most 
earnestly  recommend  this  subject  to  its 
most  serious  consideration. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said  that  it  was  seldom 
his  good  fortune  to  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  addressed  the  House ; 
but  oh  this  occasion  he  highly  approved  of 
what  had  fallen  from  him.  Still  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  why  he  had  delayed 
these  suggestions  and  recommendations  to 
the  eleventh  hour.^  Would  it  not  have 
been  better  if  they  had  been  introduced  at 
an  earlier  period,  when  the  railroad  mania 
first  commenced  ?  He  had  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  there  would  be  extreme 
difficulty  in  finding  impartial  Members 
to  compo.se  the  Committees  on  these  rail- 
way schemes.  He  should  be  glad  to  find 
these  questions  capable  of  being  brought 
before  impartial  men.  Doubting  the  pos<* 
sibility  of  this,  he  the  other  night  asked 
how  far  the  five  gentlemen  who  constituted 
the  Sub'Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
•—with  their  clausis  foribus,  and  deciding 
on  ex  parte  sttLtemenis — could  be  considered 
impartial,  what  knowledge  did  the  House 
possess  as  to  the  connexion  of  those  gentle- 
men with  railway  schemes.^  Nay,  he 
would  ask  whether  the  noble  Lord  himself 
(Lord  Ho  wick)  was  totally  free  from  any 
connexion  with  railways.'  As  far  as  he 
(Colonel  Sibthorp)  was  concerned,  he  could 
assure  the  noble  Lord  and  the  House  that 
he  was  a  totally  disinterested  party.  He 
had  no  share,  nor  would  he  have  a  share  in 
any  railway.  He  had  many  reasons  for 
this,  but  one  reason  above  all  was,  that  he 
might  be  able  to  act  as  an  impartial  juror 
if  called  upon  by  the  House  to  give  a  de- 
cision upon  any  question  connected  with 
railways.  If, however,  he  recollected  rightly, 
certain  letters  had  passed  between  the  noble 
Lord  and  a  Mr.  Hudson,  respecting  certain 
railway  transactions.  Mr.  Hudson  was  a 
gentleman  who  had  made  a  great  deal  of 
money  by  railways,  and  he  believed  was 
likely  to  make  a  great  deal  more.  If  he 
(Colonel  Sibthorp)  mistook  not,  a  corres- 
pondence had  passed  between  that  gentle- 
man and  the  noble  Lord,  in  consequence  of 
some  objection  against  a  particular  railroad 
^ing  a  little  too  near  to  Howick  Hall. 
This  was  not  an  uncommon  case.     He  re-, 
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membered  in  1836  being  rery  much  pres- 
sed by  certain  parlies  to  oppose  a  Railway 
Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it  came  too  near 
to  their  property.  And  yet  these  were  the 
rery  men  who  were  the  first  and  foremost 
to  recommend  another  measure  of  the  same 
kind ;  and  why  ?  Because  it  did  not  touch 
their  property.  But  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp) 
did  not  suffer  himself  to  be  influenced  by 
any  of  these  appeals;  he  save  his  vote 
from  one  feeling  alone*  namely,  upon  what 
he  thought  to  be  the  best  for  the  country, 
and  especially  for  the  county  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent. 

Mr.  Gisbome  said,  that  although  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Railways  Bill  which  was  then  passed, 
yet  he  could  not  now  go  the  length  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Wallace)  who  brought 
forward  this  Motion.  That  Bill  was  very 
much  impeded  in  its  progress,  and  strongly 
contested,  and  it  was  at  last  passed  by  a 
sort  of  compromise.  He  believed,  that  al* 
though  it  might  not  have  produced  all  the 
good  which  was  expected  from  it,  yet  at 
the  same  time  he  thought  it  had  done  very 
little  harm  }  and  it  would  now  be  imprac- 
ticable to  interfere  with  the  Bill.  He  had 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  able 
statement  made  by  his  noble  Friend  ( Lord 
Howick),  who  had  given  a  very  vivid  de- 
scription of  the  difficulties  in  which  the 
House  was  involved  in  deciding  between 
questions  affecting  concerns  in  which  im- 
mense sums  and  large  interests  were  at 
stake.  But,  however  great  the  question 
and  vivid  the  description,  it  afforded  no 
index  whatever  as  to  the  means  for  facili- 
tating and  devising  a  remedy.  There 
were  three  railway  schemes  for  lines  be- 
tween London  and  York.  Suppose  the 
noble  Lord's  suggestion  should  be  adopted, 
and  one  of  those  lines  only  should  be  sanc< 
tionedt  what  compensation  did  the  noble 
Lord  propose  to  make  to  those  who  devised 
the  chosen  line?  and  what  was  to  become 
of  the  two  other  schemes?  The  noble 
Lord  would  take  advantage  of  all  the  ex- 
pense which  the  parties  had  been  at  before 
the  plan  had  been  submitted  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  then,  perhaps,  abandon  the 
line  altogether.  But  suppose  none  of  the 
three  projects  should  be  adopted  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  Parliament  should  decide 
upon  a  more  direct  line  than  any  of  those 
projected,  how  would  the  parties  whose 
money  had  been  expended  be  treated  then  ? 
One  word  about  the  deciding  upon  a  proper 
line  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  House 
iniffht  depend  upon  it  that  it  was  most 
dimeuli  for  any  body  of  men  to  cone  to  a 


decision  between  line  and  line,  where  the 
merits  rested  solely  on  local  drcomstanoes, 
which  none  but  persons  locally  acquainted 
with  the  lines  could  properly  judge  of  or 
point  out.  That  he  really  thought  was 
an  objection  which  the  noble  Lord  could 
hardly  get  over.  If  it  could  be  conquered, 
then  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  there 
would  be  a  great  attraction  given,  as  far 
as  the  public  was  concerned,  to  the  scheme 
of  the  noble  Lord,  of  offering  the  formation 
of  railways  to  the  highest  and  best  bidder. 
The  remarks  which  the  noble  Lord  made 
had  not  altered  his  opinion,  that  any  scheme 
must  prove  abortive  which  would  take  the 
management  of  railways  from  individuals 
and  place  them  in  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment. It  was  impossible  that  either  Go- 
vernment or  Parliament  could  make  provi- 
vision  for  all  the  contingencies  that  must 
necessarily  arise  in  the  formation,  manage- 
ment, and  carrying  on  of  the  various  rail* 
ways  that  already  existed,  and  would,  ne- 
cessarily hereafter  be  established  in  this 
country.  He  thought  that  the  effect  of 
the  principle  of  competition  in  the  long- 
run  would  produce  the  same  benefit  to  the 
public  as  that  which  the  noUe  Lord  anti- 
cipated from  a  Governmental  management. 
He  believed  that  the  general  reduction  of 
fares  had  been  attended  with  a  general 
increase  of  profits.  The  Grand  Junction 
Railway  promised  that  it  would  give  the 
ntmost  possible  accommodation  to  the  public; 
and  that  whenever  their  profits  came  above  a 
certain  amount  they  would  give  the  ad- 
vantage of  it  to  the  public  by  a  reductioii 
of  the  fares.  This  the  Company  had  strictly 
fulfilled;  and  the  House  might  depend 
upon  it  the  same  principle  would  actuate 
all  companies  if  the  competitive  system 
were  allowed  to  have  free  operation.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ewart)  had  said  that 
the  Bill  of  last  year  gave  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  no  powers  whatever.  The  first 
powers  which  were  given  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  respect  to  railway  legislatioii 
were  by  an  Act  of  3  and  4  Victoria,  chap- 
ter 95.  These  powers  were  extended  by 
the  5th  and  6th  of  Victoria,  chapter  87, 
and  a  later  Act  directed  that  these  two 
Acts  should  be  construed  together.  In  the 
first  place  these  Acu  directed  that  no  rail- 
way should  be  opened  antU  a  month's 
notice  was  given ;  and  it  then  empowerad 
the  Board  to  suspend  the  opening  fnm 
month  to  month.  It  empowered  the  Boaid 
to  appoint  inspectora  to  examine  the  nil- 
ways,  to  enact  by-laws^  and  dticct  pro* 
aectttimifl  to  enforoe  ibe  pioviiioof  of  the 
wWy  to  levive  expired   powers  la 
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of  the  public  safety  requiring  it,  and  so 
on.  By  the  Act  of  last  year,  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  respect  of  the  pen ny-a- mile 
trains,  was  empowered  to  regulate  the 
hours  of  starting,  and  further  extensions 
were  given  to  their  powers  as  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  inspectors,  and  the  originating 
prosecutions*  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  proTisions  of  the  Act.  Tliese 
were  the  whole  of  the  powers  of  the  Board, 
and  these  powers  had  been  given  them  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  In  the  last  Session 
the  House  certainly  adopted  Resolutions 
which  imposed  duties  and  gave  new  powers 
to  the  Board  of  Trade.  In  the  first  place, 
the  House  reolved : — 

^*  That,  in  the  case  of  Railway  Bills,  if  any 
Report  made  under  the  authority  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  upon  any  Bill,  or  the  objects  thereof, 
be  laid  before  the  House,  such  Report  shall 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill/' 

There  was  nothing  in  this  Resolution  to 
prevent  any  Bill  coming  before  the  Com- 
mittee becoming  law,  whether  the  Board 
of  Trade  authorised  it  or  not.  The  House 
then  took  away  from  the  Committee  the 
power  given  by  the  11th  section  of  the 
Standing  Order,  No.  87,  to  report  spe- 
cially 

"  Whether  any  and  what  competing  lines  of 
Railway  there  were  existing,  and  whether  any 
and  what  were  in  progress  or  contemplation, 
and  to  state,  so  far  as  circumstances  would 
permit,  in  what  respects  the  proposed  line  was 
superior  or  inferior  to  the  other  lines  ;  but  that 
no  line  of  Railway  should  be  deemed  a  com- 
peting line  in  contemplation,  unless  the  plan, 
section,  and  book  of  reference  for  the  same 
should  have  been  deposited  as  required  by  the 
Standing  Orders.*' 

The  House  then  resolved : — 

"  That,  in  the  case  of  a  Railway  Bill,  the  Com- 
mittee report  especially,  whether  any  Report 
from  the  Board  of  Trade  in  regard  to  the  Bill, 
or  the  objects  thereby  proposed  to  be  au- 
thorised, has  been  referred  by  the  House  to  the 
Committee,  and  if  so,  whether  any  and  what 
recommendations  contained  in  such  Report 
have  been  adopted  by  the  Committee,  and 
whether  any  and  what  recommendations  con- 
tained in  such  Report  have  been  rejected  : 
and,  in  case  the  line  or  lines  be  stated  in 
such  Report  to  be  a  competing  line  or  com- 
peting lines,  the  reasons  which  have  induced 
the  Committee  to  recommend  the  adoption  or 
rejection  of  such  competing  lines,  or  either 
of  them.*' 

The  next  Resolution  was  :— 

'*  That  in  the  case  ot  Railway  Bills,  a  copy 
of  all  plans,  sections,  and  book  of  reference, 
required  by  the  Orders  of  the  House  to  be  de- 


posited in  the  office  of  any  Clerk  of  the  Peace 
or  Sheriff  Clerk,  on  or  before  the  30th  day  of 
November  immediately  preceding  the  Session 
of  Parliament  in  which  application  for  the  Bill 
shall  be  made,  shall,  on  or  before  the  same 
day,  be  deposited  in  the  office  of  the  Railway 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade.'' 

The  last  Resolution  was: — 

''That,  in  the  case  of  Railway  Bills,  a  copy 
of  every  Bill  annexed  to  a  petition  be  deposited 
in  the  office  of  the  Railway  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  on  or  before  the  day  of  pre- 
sentation of  the  Petition  to  the  House." 

This  was  all  that  was  determined  by  le. 
gislation,  or  by  Resolutions  of  the  House, 
as  to  the  powers  to  be  exercised  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  Then  came  the  Minutes 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  were  not 
pretended  to  be  founded  upon  any  Act  of 
Parliament,  or  upon  any  Resolutions  of  the 
House,  but  they  were  based  upon  the  au- 
thoritv  of  certain  Resolutions  which  were 
passed  in  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
last  year,  but  which  were  not  adopted  by 
the  House  itself  to  any  greater  extent  than 
that  which  he  had  just  read  from  the  votes 
of  the  19th  of  July,  1844.  The  Board  of 
Trade  took  for  their  authority  the  third 
section  of  the  fifth  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  on 
Railways  (1844),  which  ran  thus  :•— 

**  In  recommending,  therefore,  that  Railway 
Bills  be  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Trade  pre- 
viously to  their  coming  under  the  notice  of 
Pailiament,  the  (Committee  conceives  that  that 
Board  (or  such  other  public  department  as  may 
be  entrusted  with  the  care  of  railway  matters), 
might  advantageously  examine  these  Bills,  and 
also  these  schemes  themselves  before  they  had 
assumed  the  form  of  Bills,  with  regard  mainly 
to  the  following  subjects — 

*'  1.  All  questions  of  public  safety. 

**  2.  All  departures  from  the  ordinary  usage 
of  railway  legislation,  on  points  where  such 
usage  has  been  sufficiently  established. 

**  3.  All  provisions  of  magnitude  which  may 
be  novel  in  their  principle,  or  may  involve 
extended  consideration  of  public  policy.  For 
example :  amalgamations  and  agreements  be- 
tween separate  companies ;  extension  of  ca- 
pital; powers  enabling  Railway  Companies 
to  pursue  purposes  different  in  kind  from  those 
for  which  they  were  incorporated ;  modified* 
tions  of  the  general  law. 

"  4.  Branch  and  extension  lines  in  cases 
where,  upon  the  first  aspect  of  the  plan,  a 
presumption  is  raised  that  the  object  of  the 
scheme  is  to  throw  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
new,  and  probably  legitimate  enterprises. 

"5.  New  schemes,  where  the  line  taken 
presents  a  strong  appearance  of  being  such  as 
to  raise  the  presumption  that  it  does  not  afford 
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the  best  mode  of  communication  between  the 
termini,  and  of  nccommodatin^  the  local  traffic. 

'*  6.  Cases  where  a  Bill  of  inferior  merits  may 
be  brought  before  Parliament,  and  where  a 
preferable  scheme  is  in  bond  fide  contempla- 
tion, although  not  sufficiently  forward  to  come 
simultaneously  under  the  judgment  of  Parlia- 
ment, according  to  its  Standing  Orders. 

*'  7.  Any  proposed  arrangements  with  sub- 
sisting companies  which  may  appear  as  ob« 
jectors  to  new  lines, 

''The  adequate  and  satisfactory  discharge 
of  their  duties  would  entail  upon  the  Board 
of  Trade  a  great  additional  amount  of  la- 
bour and  responsibility :  and  it  is  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Committee,  that  if  the  recom- 
mendations of  this  and  of  its  other  Reports 
should  be  adopted,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
enlarge  the  Railway  Department  of  that  Board, 
and  to  improve  its  organization.  Upon  these 
grounds,  and  with  these  intentions,  the  Com- 
mittee have  come  to  the  following  resolution  : 
'  That  it  is  expedient  that  all  Railway  Bills 
should  henceforward  be  submitted  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  previously  to  their  introduction  into 
Parliament;  and  that  the  various  documents 
and  other  requisite  information  connected  with 
each  project,  and,  if  necessary,  copies  of  the 
plans  and  sections  of  the  line,  shall  be  lodged 
at  the  office  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  at  such 
period  as  may  afford  sufficient  opportunity 
for  their  examination.' " 

These  were  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  and  these  were  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  It  was  remarkable  that, 
in  reading  these  recommendations,  the 
Board  of  Trade  omitted  to  read  a  passage 
which  stood  exactly  in  the  middle  of  them. 
No  person  could  have  expected  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  have  put  foward 
such  curt  and  imperative  Reports  as  they 
had  done.  [Sir  Robert  Peel :  It  is  merely 
a  Minute,  and  not  a  Report.]  Well,  it 
might  be  a  Minute.  The  Committee  of 
the  Board  were  directed,  by  the  Lords  of 
the  Committee  of  Council,  to  prepare  a 
Minute,  and  publish  it  in  the  Oazeiie, 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Gisborne)  did  not  find  in  any 
of  these  documents,  either  in  the  Acts  of 
Parliament,  or  in  the  Resolutions  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  anything  that  au- 
thorised the  Board  of  Trade  to  put  a  Minute 
in  the  Gazette,  stating  that  ther  would 
report  in  favour  of  such  a  Railway  or 
against  such  a  Railway.  He  thought  this 
a  most  extraordinary  power  to  be  exercised 
by  three  Lonis  Commissionersof  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  stated — 

**  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  that 
^och  Reports  should  on  no  account  be  rej^arded 
in  any  other  light  than  as  intended  to  afford 
to  Pailiameot,  firstly,  additional  aid  in  the 


elucidation  of  the  facts  by  the  testimony  of 
witnesses  competent  by  knowledge,  habit,  and 
opportunity,  and  officially  responsible  :  and, 
secondly,  recommendations  founded  upon 
such  elucidation ;  that  their  purport  shonld  be, 
not  in  any  case  to  give  the  absolute  advice 
that  a  given  Railway  should  be  made,  but  to 
state  whether  or  not  there  were  public  reasons 
which  ought,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Depart- 
ment, to  be  decisive  against  it,  or  whether  it 
ought  to  be  postponed  until  its  merits  could  be 
examined  in  connexion  with  those  of  some 
other  scheme,  or  which  of  the  two  or  more 
contending  schemes  appeared  preferable,  in 
the  event  that  only  one  should  appear  likely 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  And  in 
particular  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  Committee 
that  no  such  Report  should  be  held  to  preju* 
dice  the  claims  of  private  persons,  the  ex- 
amination of  which  should  be  altogether  re« 
served  to  the  Houses  of  the  Legislature." 

The  Lords  of  the  Council  then  proceeded 
to  appoint  a  Sub-committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  whom  all  Railway  Bills  were  to 
be  submitted  previous  to  their  introduction 
into  Parliament.  The  Minute  of  these 
proceedings  of  the  Lords  of  the  Committee 
of  PHtv  Council  for  Trade,  were  not  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  until  the  7th 
of  August,  when  moat  hon.  Members  were 
gone  home,  or  were  anxious  to  go  home. 
This  Sub-committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
being  constituted,  they  proceeded  to  exe- 
cute their  duties  in  conformity  with  the 
directions  given  to  them.  He  must  nay 
that  great  injury  and  great  injustice  had 
arisen  to  the  public  in  consequence  of  the 
way  and  manner  in  which  this  Sub- com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  di- 
rected to  proceed.  With  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Minuter  published  by  that  Sub-committee 
might  not  have  much  weight ;  but  when 
those  Minutes  came  before  the  public  at 
large,  with  all  the  authoritative  circum- 
stance of  an  official  publication  in  the 
Gazette^  setting  forth  that  the  Committee 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  determined  to 
report  in  faTour  of  one  certain  railway, 
and  against  another  certain  railway,  he 
might  venture  to  say  without  exaggeration 
that  99  out  of  100  out  of  the  House  sup- 
posed that  the  Government  as  a  Govern- 
ment would  support  the  decision  of  its 
own    Board.     If  he  had  been  asked  the 

Suestion  he  should  have  felt  it  extremely 
ifficult  to  liave  said  that  the  Government 
would  not  have  felt  hound  to  support  a 
decision  of  its  own  Board.  It  was  true 
that  on  the  very  first  night  of  the  Session 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
dissolved  that  notion,  and  stated,  aa  he  had 
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done  before,  that  the  Government  would 
abstain  from  taking  any  part  in  the  matter ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  that  statement 
would  restore  confidence  to  the  country. 
But  unfortunately  these  Reports  or  Minutes 
of  the  Sub-committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  produced  very  ill  effects  in  the 
country  before  the  salutary  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  forth. 
Men  who  had  paid  up  21.  and  5/.  a  share^ 
preferred  making  a  sacrifice  of  every  shil- 
ling rather  than  adhere  to  a  scheme  against 
which  the  Sub- committee  had  made  its  Re- 
port* the  effect  of  which  was  to  reduce  the 
shares  to  a  discount;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  persons  had  been  induced  to  take 
shares  in  other  companies  by  reason  of  the 
Sub-committee  having  intimated  their  in- 
tention to  report  favourably  of  such 
schemes.  The  way  in  which  the  Sub- 
committee had  been  directed  to  make  their 
Reports  in  the  Gazette,  had  caused  more 
gambling  than  anything  he  ever  recol- 
lected in  his  life.  Coming  forth,  as  those 
Reports  did,  in  the  Gazette,  was  like  the 
coming  off  of  a  great  race ;  but  with  this 
difference,  that  everybody  knew  what  was 
the  result  of  the  race,  whereas,  in  the  case 
of  the  railways,  only  a  certain  few  knew 
anything  about  it.  They  were  told,  indeed, 
that  the  Committee  were  bound  to  secrecy  ; 
but  it  vfta  known  that  where  nine  or  ten 
people  had  a  knowledge  of  any  particular 
fact,  it  was  impossible  to  keep  it  a  secret. 
Some  people  told  their  wives  everything ; 
others  often  lost  their  memorandum  books; 
while  some  men  would  talk  in  their  sleep. 
There  were  a  hundred  ways  by  which  such 
frtcts  became  known.  Extraordinary  coin- 
cidences would  always  cause  extreme  sus- 
picion. For  his  own  part,  he  was  free 
from  any  imputations  of  the  kind,  for  he 
had  never  either  bought  a  share  or  sold 
one ;  but  certainly  he  had  heard  of  circum- 
stances which  threw  a  suspicion  upon  a 
Government  Board,  which  he  was  sorry  to 
see.  Unless,  therefore,  some  very  great 
advantages  were  expected  to  arise  from  the 
present  system  pursued  by  the  Sub-com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  worth  while  to  subject  a  public 
Board  to  such  suspicions.  There  were  im. 
menae  opportunities  and  great  temptations, 
and  under  these  circumstances  it  was  ex- 
tremely difficult  indeed  to  convince  the 
public  that  there  had  not  been  from  some 
cause  or  other  false  dealing.  But  the 
greatest  imputations  were  thrown  upon 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  consequence  of  the 
Reports  which  had  been  published  in  the 


Gazette.  He  was  very  doubtful  as  to  the 
advantages  which  were  to  be  derived  from 
the  publication  of  these  Reports.  As  far 
as  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
gave  reasons  for  their  recommendations,  he 
should  treat  them  with  respect ;  but  he  did 
not  think  that  with  the  very  limited  means 
they  had  at  their  disposal,  they  could  form 
any  accurate  judgment  upon  the  merits  of 
the  248  railways  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  which  was  about  the  number 
it  was  said  would  come  before  them  ;  or 
that  their  opinion  would  be  entitled  to 
much  consideration.  At  all  events  he  did 
not  think  they  were  able  to  form  an 
opinion  of  sufficient  value  to  induce  the 
House  to  tolerate  the  very  great  evils 
which  accompanied  the  mode  of  proceeding 
which,  without  any  Parliamentary  autho- 
rity, they  had  adopted.  In  his  opinion, 
these  Reports  of  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
more  objectionable  when  they  reported  in 
favour  of  any  railway  than  when  they  re- 
ported against  any  line.  He  could  understand 
why  the  Board,  for  want  of  accurate  in- 
formation, and  from  that  cautionary  spirit 
which  ought  to  regulate  their  conduct, 
might  report  against  a  certain  line  of  rail- 
way, but  that  after  hearing  only  an  ex  parte 
case  they  should  report  in  favour  of  a 
given  railway,  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  great 
hardship  on  private  parties,  and  on  all  con- 
cerned in  that  particular  scheme.  A  Re- 
port either  way  was  objectionable,  but  cer- 
tainly he  considered  a  Report  in  favour  of 
any  line  more  objectionable  than  if  it  were 
against  it.  He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  into  consideration  whe- 
ther the  advantages  attending  the  existence 
of  such  a  Board,  making  Reports  in  the 
way  they  had  hitherto  done,  would  com- 
pensate for  the  very  great  disadvantage,  and 
injustice,  and  sacrifice  of  property,  it  had 
entailed  on  the  country.  He  should  be 
glad  to  hear  that  some  other  less  objection- 
able course  was  adopted,  and  mainly  to 
correct  this  unwarrantable  assumption  of 
power  of  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which,  he  was  convinced,  had  never 
been  intended  by  the  Legislature.  It  had 
been  productive  of  unlimited  and  unmixed 
mischief.  He  should  be  happy  if  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  G.  Somerset)  could  discover 
some  mode  of  relieving  Railway  Commit- 
tees, who  certainly  would  endeavour  to  shift 
the  onus  of  decision  upon  some  other  party ; 
and  this  very  circumstance  would  tend  to 
give  additionable  weight  to  the  Reports  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  If 
those  Reports  were  found  to  decrease  the 
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attention  to  railway  schemes  by  Committees 
of  this  House,  that  of  itself  would  be  an 
eril  of  considerable  magnitude.  He  re- 
gretted that  he  could  not  support  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  iSL  Wortletf  understood  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  to  com- 
plain of  the  effect  of  the  publication  of 
the  Reports  of  the  Committee  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  upon  speculation  in  railway 
shares;  and  he  doubted  whether  in  that 
respect  the  regulations  were  not  disadvan- 
tageous; he  aoubted  whether  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  publish  the  result  of  the  inquiry 
before  the  Report  was  made  to  Parliament. 
Looking  at  the  immense  number  of  specu- 
lations, he  had  thought  that  some  such  in- 
quiry by  an  official  tribunal  would  have 
promoted  public  confidence,  and  assisted 
the  House  in  its  decision ;  but  publishing 
their  determinations  was  necessarily  pro- 
ductive of  the  evils  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham.  It  was  to  be 
borne  in  mind,  however,  that  this  mischief 
was  already  done-— that  the  consequences 
could  not  now  be  avoided ;  but  as  to  the 
other  part  of  the  question^  it  was  imposni- 
ble  not  to  feel  that  it  pressed  extremely  on 
the  attention  of  Parliament.  He  alluded 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  House  should 
deal  with  the  mass  of  projects  to  be 
brought  before  it.  That  was  a  matter  of 
the  utmost  urgency.  The  noble  Viscount 
(Viscount  Ho  wick)  bad  made  a  speech  on 
the  best  mode  of  securing  the  public  in* 
terests ;  but  he  feared  that  his  plan  was 
liable  to  one  objection,  which  alone  ren- 
dered it  inapplicable  to  the  present  occasion, 
vis.,  that  it  was  so  entire  a  change  in  the 
whole  system,  that  it  would  require  much 
more  extensive  organisation  than  the  House 
at  present  could  cive  to  it.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Gisbome)  had 
said  that  where  there  were  competing  lines 
it  was  necefisary  that  Government  should 
first  ascertain  which  was  the  best,  and 
then  require  tenders  for  the  completion  of 
it ;  but,  in  truth,  a  great  deal  more  must 
be  done.  Government  might  determine 
which  of  two  lines  was  the  better ;  but 
that  which  seemed  the  better  of  the  two 
might  not  really  be  the  best— a  third  line 
might  be  found  better  than  either,  or  that 
third  line  might  be  compounded  of  pvts 
of  the  two  former.  The  scheme  of  the 
noble  Lord  might  present  some  ^reat  advan- 
tages ;  but  he  bad  himself  admitted  that  it 
was  by  no  means  desirable  that  such  a  vast 
mass  of  speculation  should  be  deferred 
until  another  year.     Ytt,  if  the  noUe 


Viscount's  plan  were  adopted,  it  must  ne- 
cessarily be  deferred.  But  then  aroee  the 
question,  what  it  was  possible  for  Parlia^ 
ment  to  do  ?  It  was  in  immediate  expecta- 
tion of  having  a  great  quantity  of  business 
of  the  kind,  and  it  was  very  ill  furnished 
with  means  for  the  emergency.  The  be^t 
thing  the  House  could  do  was  to  consider 
well  the  mode  of  constituting  Committees, 
and  of  facilitating  business  before  those 
Committees.  That  was  the  utmost  it 
could  hope  to  accomplish  in  the  present 
Session,  and  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
subject  had  already  been  appointed.  He 
would  willingly  see  some  better  machinery 
provided  for  the  purpose,  but  he  was  not 
at  present  aware  of  any  means  of  doing  so 
on  this  occasion,  which  would  be  prefer- 
able to  those  adopted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Warhurton  expressed  his  concur- 
rence in  what  had  been  said  by  the  noble 
Viscount,  respecting  the  danger  of  sending 
capital  out  of  the  Kingdom,  to  be  em- 
ployed upon  railway  schemes  less  advanta- 
geous than  many  of  tboite  promised  to  be. 
It  was  material,  therefore,  not  to  discou- 
rage enterprises  in  this  country  which 
seemed  to  offer  a  beneficial  investment. 
He  had  listened  *  to  the  project  opened  by 
the  noble  Member  for  Sunderland,  and  the 
fault  of  it  seemed  to  be  that  it  would  be 
impracticable.  First,  engineers  were  to 
survey  the  country;  they  were  to  reject 
the  disadvantageous,  and  to  select  the  ad- 
vantageous line ;  then  the  line  was  to  be 
laid  l«fore  Parliament,  after  which  Parlia- 
ment was  to  take  the  matter  into  its  own 
hands,  and  to  constitute  a  Company  to  carry 
out  its  own  plan.  Another  part  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Viscount  was  this — that 
after  the  line  had  been  decided  upon,  the 
Company  was  to  go  before  some  other  body, 
and  tenders  for  the  execution  of  the  work 
having  been  made,  the  chciipest  was  to  be 
adopted.  This  course  would  occasion  some 
sort  of  a  moral  obligation  to  give  to  the 
Company  a  monopoly  for  a  term  of  years* 
and  that  monopoly  would  prevent  the  adop- 
tion of  those  improvements  which  must 
constantly  be  made,  until  we  had  arrived  at 
the  utmost  perfection  of  railway  oonstniction 
and  travelling.  He  was  opposed  to  any 
such  power  being  given  to  Government  i 
and  he  was  persuaded  that  if  railway  com- 
munication had  been  left  to  Government 
only  to  this  day,  we  should  not  have  had  a 
single  line  in  operation.  After  having 
beaten  down  the  Company  to  the  lowest^ 
a  term  of  years  must  necessarily  be  con- 
ceded to  them ;  and  yet  it  might  turn  out 
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before  long  that  another  line  ought  to  have 
been  taken,  and  that  the  public  convenience 
zequired  a  different  line.  If  a  different 
line  were  sanctioned,  would  not  the  Com- 
pany come  forward  and  complain  of  a  breach 
of  contract  and  of  injury  to  their  rights? 
There  ought,  in  fact,  to  be  no  rule  but  the 
rule  of  competition.  Circumstances  might 
arise,  requiring  the  establishment  of  a  new 
Company,  and  yet  upon  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  noble  Viscount,  the  Legislature 
would  have  tied  its  hands,  and  no  other 
but  the  old  bad  line  could  be  adopted. 
Whatever  might  be  the  course  pursued  in 
foreign  countries  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  combinations  and  amalgamations  would 
take  place  in  this  Kingdom ;  but  in  due 
time  new  companies  would  start  up  to  abate 
the  evils  uf  the  old.  Competition,  there- 
fore, after  all,  was  the  best  remedy,  and 
the  opinion  of  no  Committee  ought  to  go 
for  more  than  it  was  worth.  There  was  a 
danger  of  making  the  Committees  too  li- 
mited, and  if  they  were  they  would  often 
not  carry  with  thera  the  majority  of  the 
House  ;  for  the  opinion  of  a  limited  Com- 
mittee would  generally  be  disputed  by 
Members  interested  in  various  directions. 
Whatever  was  done,  he  hoped  that  no  at- 
tempt would  be  made  to  eive  a  monopoly 
to  any  party,  but  that  full  liberty  would  be 
given  to  any  rival  Company  to  open  a  new 
fine,  if  it  seemed  required  by  the  public 
advantage. 

Mr.  G.  Bankes  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken,  that  the 
only  principle  upon  which  in  this  country 
we  could  hope  to  receive  the  full  benefit  of 
railroads,  was  the  principle  of  competition. 
It  was  unfortuDate  that  that  Committee  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  which  was  established 
undoubtedly  for  the  very  best  purposes, 
should  have  had  the  effect  of  checking 
that  principle;  and  with  reference  to  the 
county  which  he  represented,  he  was  cer- 
tainly able  to  give  an  illustration  of  the 
mischief  of  it.  They  had  had  there  pro- 
positions of  several  railways  under  different 
and  powerful  bodies,  and  he  believed  be 
might  say  that  the  proportion  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  county  was  as  twenty  to 
one  in  favour  of  the  lines  proposed  by  the 
South- Western  Company,  one  of  those  being 
in  the  highest  degree  important,  as  it  went 
through  a  part  of  the  county  where  the 
roads  were  by  no  means  so  gooa  at  present 
aa  might  be  wished,  and  where  there  was 
flome  of  the  richest  land,  without  any 
ready  facilities  of  transit,  either  by  water 
or  land;  but  with  reference  to  the   new 


line  proposed  by  the  Great  Western,  the 
roads  there  were  very  good,  and  there 
was  every  facility  of  transit ;  the  other  plan 
had  also  this  benefit, — that  in  the  course  of 
time  it  would  restore  that  great  traffic 
which  they  had  lost  by  means  of  the  Great 
Western  Railway,  namely,  the  tra£Bc  from 
London  to  Exeter,  and  could  save  a  dis- 
tance of  from  thirty  to  forty  miles  be- 
tween those  two  places.  It  waa  per- 
fectly clear  that  if  that  line  had  been 
adopted,  it  would  have  been  supported  by 
the  public,  and  the  people  of  the  county 
which  he  represented  would  have  the  be- 
nefit they  lost  at  present  from  their  isolated 
position.  Again,  the  two  competing  lines 
of  the  South- Western  and  Great  Western 
both  proposed  coaaling  lines;  but  the  line 
proposed  by  the  South -Western  was  pre- 
ferable .  to  that  of  the  Great  Western,  as 
from  Dorchester  to  London  it  saved  nearly 
20  miles,  which  in  a  distance  of  150  miles 
was  considerable.  It  was,  however,  not  with 
surprise  that  he  heard  of  the  South- Western 
line  beinf^  rejected,  because,  long  before 
the  Report  was  published,  it  was  generally 
understood  that  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
decide,  as  it  did,  in  favour  of  the  Great 
Western  :  and  it  was  also  understood  that 
that  decision  would  be  accompanied  with  a 
recommendation  that  the  two  Companies 
should  combine  and  arrange  matters  be- 
tween them ;  and  that  it  was  said  had  been 
effected— so  that  the  consequence  was,  that 
the  county  he  represented  would  get  the 
worst  coasting  line,  and  would  lose  the 
other  line  entirely,  because  it  was  under- 
stood to  be  part  of  the  arrangement 
that  the  South-Western  were  never  to 
proceed  to  Exeter  by  any  line.  He  could 
not  venture  to  state  that  compromise  as  a 
fact ;  he  could  only  state  that  which  was 
generally  understood  to  be  the  result,  and 
that  tliey  should  lose  the  benefit  of  a 
railway  which  was  so  many  miles  shorter, 
more  direct,  and  had  so  many  advantages 
as  that  proposed  by  the  South- Western. 
That  might  be  taken  as  an  illustration  of 
the  disadvantage  of  the  present  mode  of 
proceeding  of  the  Commissioners.  He  was 
far  from  charging  for  a  moment  any  person 
composing  that  Commission  with  having 
given  any  intelligence,  or  of  any  improper 
conduct  whatever,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  such  a  charge  if  any  person  made  it,  was 
without  foundation;  and  if  he  did  not  sus- 
pect persons  in  the  higher  classes  he  waa 
unwilling  to  suspect  persons  in  an  inferior 
class ;  but,  looking  to  the  mode  in  which 
notice  of  iheir    decisioDs  was  given,  it 
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must  be  recollected  that  printers  would 
hare  to  be  employed,  that  some  little  time 
would  be  required  to  arrange  the  Papers 
for  publication^  that  they  must  pass  through 
a  great  many  hands,  and  in  some  cases 
there  was  great  reason  to  suppose  that  they 
had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  public 
before  publication,  —  at  least,  the  sus- 
picion was  so  strong  as  to  be  productive 
of  injury  and  prejudice.  But  he  ventured 
to  hope,  as  to  the  county  he  represented, 
that  the  better  line  which  had  been  sug. 
gested  and  abandoned,  under  the  authority 
of  the  decision  of  the  Committee,  would 
be  reviewed,  and  that  they  would  have 
the  proepect  not  only  of  a  line,  but  of  the 
best  line,  and  one  that  would  restore  to  them 
a  benefit  of  which  for  some  years  they  had 
been  deprived. 

^\tR,  Peel:  I  trust  that  this  debate  will 
not  lead  to  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of 
competing:  linesof  railway,  which  the  House 
is  at  present  utterly  incompetent  to  enter 
into.  Nodoubt  many  persons  are  disappoint- 
ed with  the  decisions  of  the  Boardof  Trade; 
it  may  be  that  they  have  good  grounds  for 
that  disappointment ;  but  this  House,  upon 
the  present  occasion,  is  utterly  incompe- 
tent to  form  any  opinion  upon  the  subject. 
Having  listened  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dorsetshire  with  great  atten- 
tion, I  will  only  say,  that  if  my  hon.  Friend 
ventures  to  assure  the  House  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  come  to  an  impolitic 
decision,  and  can  convince  the  House  that 
there  ii  a  better  line  than  that  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  recommended,  and  if 
the  promoters  of  that  belter  line  will  only 
goon  and  form  their  company  and  present 
their  Petition  to  this  House,  1  am  certain 
their  proposition  will  underi;o  full  and  fair 
consideration,  because  it  is  perfectly  un- 
derstood that  the  decisions  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  not  to  be  considered  conclusive 
on  the  judgment  of  the  House.  My  firm 
belief  is,  that  the  value  of  the  Reports  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  will  depend  upon  the 
statements  and  arguments  by  which  they 
are  accompanied  ;  and  if  my  hon.  Friend 
can  show  that  any  particular  statement  is 
unfair,  or  any  argument  fallacious,  with 
respect  to  the  lines  alluded  to  by  him,  I 
tbiok  that  his  rival  plan  will  stand  a  fair 
chance  of  being  adopted.  I  cannot  but 
think,  however,  that  we  are  undertaking 
to  condemn  rather  precipitately  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  That 
Board  was  appointed  at  the  close  of  the 
last  Session,  with  the  entire  aaoctioo  of 


the  House :  and  before  we  receive  any  Re- 
port from  that  Board,  there  seems  a  dis- 
position, which  I  cannot  think  a  wise  one, 
to  condemn  its  proceedings,  and  to  advise 
the  abolition  of  that  Board.  The  Board 
is  censured  for  having  published  its  Re- 
ports in  the  Gazette ;  but  I  think  it  acted 
most  wisely  in  so  doini?.  After  the  Board 
had  come  to  a  decision,  I  think  it  was 
its  duty  to  notify  to  the  public,  as  early  as 
possible,  what  that  derision  was.  If  the 
Board  had  kept  the  decisions  entirely 
secret,  or  attempted  to  do  so,  for  two  or 
three  months,  whilst  other  railways  were 
still  under  examination,  there  would,  in 
my  opinion,  be  a  much  greater  chance  of 
the  impressions  of  the  Board  gaining  pub- 
licity, of  their  getting  into  circulation,  and 
of  their  leading  to  unfair  play  and  undue 
speculation,  than  by  the  course  which  the 
Board  adopted,  namely,  that  of  determin- 
ing to  notify  to  the  public,  at  the  earliest 
opportunity,  the  decisions  at  which  it  had 
arrived,  while  it  reserved  to  itself  the  op- 
portunity of  stating  hereafter  what  were 
the  grounds  upon  which  it  had  formed 
those  decisions.  I  think  that  the  mem- 
bers, having  to  take  into  their  considera- 
tion  240  railway  schemes,  and  having  per- 
haps made  up  their  minds  with  respect  to 
100  or  160  of  those  schemes,  they  would, 
by  endeavouring  to  keep  their  decisions 
secret,  have  been  much  more  likelv  to 
have  given  an  unfair  advantage  to  some 
Individuals  over  others,  than  by  the  course 
which  they  have  actually  pursued.  In  the 
course  of  two  or  three  days,  we  »hall,  I 
understand,  have  before  us  the  Report  of 
the  Commitee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  with 
respect  to  a  certain  cla^s  of  railways.  That 
Report  will,  I  believe,  be  accompanied 
with  a  general  statement  of  the  principles 
upon  which  the  decisions  were  founded  ; 
and  we  shall  then  have  an  opportunity  of 
judging  of  the  reasons,  and  of  forming 
some  notion  whether  or  not  it  is  likelv 
that  those  reasons  will  meet  with  general 
concurrence  and  adoption.  But  it  is  in- 
finitely better  to  postpone  our  judgment 
until  we  are  in  possession  of  that  Report, 
which  is  expected  so  early,  than  now  to 
discuss  the  subject.  I  do  hope  that  the 
House  will  not  come  to  any  decision  to 
abandon  the  general  principle  which  has 
regulated  our  proceedings  in  respect  to 
railways,  until  we  are  convioced  by  expe- 
rience that  that  principle  is  not  good.  Do 
not  let  us  decide  on  abandoning  oor  pre- 
sent system  until  we  know  the  fol  eatent 
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of  I  he  enisting  evil.  We  hear  of  240  Rail- 
way BilU  10  bexonsidered ;  but  I  very  much 
doubt  whether,  after  a  little  discussion  and 
consideration,  that  number  will  not  be  con- 
sidefHbly  reduced.  Nevertheless,  with  that 
prospect  before  us,  the  wisest  course  for 
us  to  adopt  is  to  appoint  immediately 
a  Select  Committee.  I  assume  that  there 
will  be  a  pressure  of  railway  business  in 
the  present  Session,  even  if  the  number  of 
Bills  now  spoken  of  is  reduced  by  100. 
Let  us  suppose  the  possibility  of  having 
such  a  special  case — that  we  shall  have 
an  immense  number  of  Railway  Bills — it 
is  light  to  make  some  provision  to  meet 
that  pressure.  My  noble  Friend  has  al- 
ready obtained  the  assent  of  the  House  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  which 
will  consist  of  those  Gentlemen  roost  con- 
versant with  private  business,  and  whose 
opinions  will  entitle  them  to  the  confidence 
of  the  House.  Now,  I  hope  that  such 
Committee  will,  in  the  first  place,  apply 
themselves  to  Railway  Bills;  they  will 
have  to  deal  with  160  or  100  Bills  ;  and 
the  Committee  will,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  from 
its  formation  and  impartiality,  secure  con- 
fidence in  its  decisions.  There  is  a  great  im- 
pression, I  observe,  that  it  will  be  impossi- 
ble to  proceed  upon  the  principles  which 
have  hitherto  been  followed  in  respect  to 
railways ;  and  I  dare  say,  that  the  General 
Committee  will  adopt  some  new  rule  upon 
the  subject.  It  may  be  found  desirable, 
from  the  peculiar  pressure  of  the  present 
Session,  to  limit  each  Committee  to  five  or 
seven  Members  ;  and  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing, that  if  the  Members  of  these  Com- 
mittees will  give  their  constant  attention, — 
whether  they  confirm  the  Reports  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  dissent  from  them,  as- 
aigoing  their  reasons  for  such  dissent — 
the  Report  of  those  Committees  will  carry 
with  them  very  great  weight,  and  will 
have  a  great  influence  with  the  House. 
That  will  tend  much  to  diminish  the 
pressure,  and  thus  the  evil  will  not  be 
found  of  such  magnitude,  that  we  should 
despair  altogether  of  successfully  dealing 
with  it.  And  let  us  afterwards  take  mea- 
sures to  meet  the  evil  when  we  have  ascer- 
tained its  magnitude.  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House  to  deal  with  it ;  and 
suppose  that  we  should  find  that  we  have 
200  Bills  brought  before  us,  why  should 
we  not  sacrifice  some  time  by  applying 
ourselves  to  it,  to  meet  and  overcome  the 
difficulty?  We  should  greatly  recommend 
osnelves  to  the  country  by  saying  that 


these  are  the  evils  we  have  to  deal  with 
and  we  will  deal  with  them  in  such  «t 
manner  as  to  show  that  we  are  not  un- 
worthy of  the  confidence  reposed  in  us. 
For,  after  all,  appoint  as  many  tribunals 
as  you  will,  depend  upon  it  you  will  ulti- 
mately come  in  the  last  resort  to  this 
House  for  a  final  decision.  My  opinion 
is,  that  you  will  get  a  great  many  Mem- 
bers who  will  give  their  voluntary  at- 
tendance on  those  Committees ;  but  sup- 
pose that  we  could  not  get  that  voluntary 
attendance!  why  should  we  not  adopt  the 
principle  we  apply  to  election  Committees, 
and  impose  upon  the  Members  the  neces- 
sity of  giving  their  attendance  in  order  to 
come  to  a  decision  ?  Suppose  we  do  that, 
and  appoint  Committees  of  not  more  than 
seven  Members,  we  may  find  it  necessary, 
considering  the  number  of  competing 
Bills,  and  that  according  to  our  own 
principle  local  influence  must  be  excluded, 
to  give  to  the  Committees  a  power  of  se- 
lecting Members,  and  adopting  that  plan, 
the  business  may  I  think  be  despatched. 
At  least,  1  do  not  despair  of  this  House 
being  able  to  deal  with  the  difficulty,  and 
it  will  be  much  better  for  us  to  determine 
and  meet  it  than  to  contemplate  the  trans- 
ference of  our  authority  to  any  other 
tribunal.  I  have  found  that  it  is  not  very 
politic  to  pronounce  an  opinion  on  a  plan 
presented  for  the  first  time.  Now,  the 
plan  of  the  noble  Lord  I  never  heard  of 
before  to-oigbt.  If  I  had,  I  would  have 
undertaken  to  give  it  my  consideration  ; 
but  for  the  Government  to  promise  to 
give  a  plan  full  consideration,  that  plan 
being  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  total 
revolution  of  the  whole  system,  would,  I 
am  afraid,  produce  great  confusion  through 
every  part  of  the  country.  The  noble 
Lord  is  afraid  of  a  great  portion  of  capital 
being  sent  into  foreign  countries,  and  in- 
vested in  securities  of  much  less  value 
than  railways  in  this  country,  and  there- 
fore the  noble  Lord  says,  an  immediate 
decision  is  necessary  ;  but  it  is  perfectly 
certain  that  it  is  impossible  to  adopt  the 
noble  Lord's  proposed  plan.  That  plan,  as 
I  understand,  is  that  the  Government 
should  undertake  now  a  new  survey  of  all 
the  different  railway  schemes  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  ;  but  if  would  take 
a  long  time  to  complete  that  survey,  and 
the  noble  Lord's  plan  is  therefore  ini« 
practicable  in  a  day,  a  week,  or  a  month. 
Are  we  to-morrow  to  announce,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,    that    all  the 
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present  railway  achemea  muat  be  aua- 
pended^thai  we  must  constitute  a  Board 
aod  aend  engineers  to  determine  on  the 
propriety  of  all  tboae  plans?  Take  the 
case  of  the  Waterford  and  Kilkennv  Had- 
way  :  are  we  to  say  that  a  company  which 
has  been  going  on  under  our  sanction  for 
the  laat  twelve  or  fourteen  months,  in- 
volring  the  interests  of  private  individuals 
— ihatwherea  branch  railroad  from  another 
pasaing  near  a  town  has  been  proposed, 
and  a  second  scheme  has  also  been  pro- 
posed, and  discussion  has  been  going  on 
for  the  last  month,  and  has  finally  ended 
in  an  amicable  compromise  between  the 
two  —  that  this  whole  scheme  must  be 
auapended  until  a  new  survey  can  be  taken 
by  the  Government  engineers  ?  That  may 
be  a  very  good  plan,  but  it  must  inevita- 
bly lead  to  a  further  suspension  of  all 
railway  achemea.  If  that  course  were 
adopted  before  any  plan  could  be  ma- 
turely considered  and  carried  into  eaecn- 
tion,  this  Session  would  have  been  brought 
to  a  close.  If  this  were  a  res  integra — 
if  railways  were  now  to  be  commenced  ab 
iniiio^  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  might  be 
adopted,  aod  the  Government  might  de- 
rive a  great  rerenae  from  railways  by  un- 
dertaking to  make  them.  I  do  no  know 
what  effect  it  might  have  had  on  the  Con- 
stitution if  every  one  of  these  railways 
had  been  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  had  appointed  all  the 
officera  connected  with  them;  but  I 
very  much  doubt  whether  at  the  present 
moment,  if  the  Government  had  under- 
taken them,  even  with  the  benefit  of  this 
survey  for  making  railroads  direct  from 
one  place  to  another,  the  country  would 
have  been  provided  with  a  single  railroad. 
I  am  sure  that  the  country  would  not 
have  been  as  well  aupplied  with  railway 
accommodation  as  at  present.  I  never 
can  overlook  the  effects  produced  by  com- 
petition; nor  do  I  now  know  how  Go- 
vernment would  set  about  determining  in 
any  case  which  line  is  the  best;  that 
moat  depend  on  local  knowledge.  Two 
towns  might  aay,  *'  Let  as  have  a  railroad 
between  these  places— let  ua  consider 
what  is  the  best  line— what  interesu  are 
affected  by  it."  How  can  we  appreciate 
these  intereats?  All  depends  upon  local 
knowledge*  Under  the  preaent  system 
the  result  is  satisfactory  to  the  parties  con- 
cerned :  they  embark  their  money  in  the 
specolation,  aod  the  railwaT  ts  made.  If 
we  had  a  Government  board,  and  Govern- 


ment engineers,  I  do  not  know  how  we 
should  set  about  determining  the  courae 
to  be  pursued.  The  Government  must 
depend  upon  local  suggestions,  and  theae 
suggestions  would  invariably  be  influenced 
by  considerations  of  local  advantage,  aod 
perhaps  of  personal  profit.  In  consider- 
ing this  subject,  we  must  not  merely  look 
to  the  enormous  profits  made  by  some 
Railway  Companies,  but  we  most  alao 
bear  in  mind  the  losses  sustained  by 
others.  It  is  to  the  balance  of  profits  and 
of  losses  that  we  must  look,  in  consider- 
ing the  question.  When  we  find  railways 
at  a  premium  of  20  or  30  per  cent.,  may 
we  not  say  with  justice  that  that  fact  aog- 
gests  that  we  have  a  right  to  attach  cer- 
tain conditiona  to  those  railways?  We 
say  ''  We  will  not  interfere  with  your  spe« 
culation.  We  gave  you  a  preference; 
but  the  enormoua  premium  now  upon  the 
price  of  your  shares  entitles  ua  to  atipu- 
late  on  behalf  of  the  public,  and,  in  par- 
ticular,  of  the  poorer  classes,  for  certain 
privileges,  and  that  we  can  do  without 
any  disturbance  of  the  ordinary  course  of 
proceeding.**  On  the  other  hand,  ahall 
we  aay,  after  allowing  them  to  proceed  in 
their  course  for  some  time,  that  we  are 
going  to  appoint  a  new  Government 
Boa^,  sodden ly  stop  all  their  proceed- 
ings, and  render  null  and  void  all  that  haa 
been  done  by  the  eziating  Board  f  I  think 
we  ought  not.  We  allow  to  all  these 
speculations  a  free  competition,  and  with 
all  respect  for  the  noble  Lord,  of  whose 
plan  I  ahall  aay  no  more,  as  he  is  not 
present  to  hear  my  remarks,  I  must  aay 
it  is  my  deliberate  conviction  that  if  we 
were  to  adopt  that  plan  and  to  atop  the 
functions  of  the  Railway  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  reault  would  be 
that  we  should  not  have  a  aiogle  Railway 
Bill  passed  this  Session.  My  advice, 
therefore,  is  that  we  ahoold  addreaa  oor- 
selves,  through  a  Select  Committee,  to  the 
consideration  of  what  will  be  the  beat 
mode  of  constituting  our  Committeea  for 
the  consideration  of  Railway  Bills.  I  think 
we  should  wait  until  we  aee  the  Reporu 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  learn  froaa 
them  the  general  principles  which  guided 
the  proceedings,  and  then — reserving  to 
ooraelvea  full  power,  if  we  aie  over- 
whelmed with  the  prcasore  of  these  da- 
ties,  of  devising  some  remedy— that  we 
abould  at  preaent  determine  not  to  depart 
from  the  coorae  which  we  have  hitherto 
adopted,  bot  immediately  apply  onraalvea 
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to  coDsider  the  beit  mode  of  constituting^ 
Committees  upon  these  Bills.  If  you 
appoint  a  Government  tribunal  to  deier- 
mine  between  rival  lines  of  railway,  I  ask 
whether  it  will  not  be  subject  to  the  same 
suspicions  and  objections  as  the  Railway 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  Sup- 
pose they  were  called  on  lo  decide  be- 
tween the  three  lines  from  London  to 
York,  who  can  doubt  that  discontent 
would  follow  their  decision,  whatever 
it  might  beP  The  direction  of  the  line 
between  London  and  York  will  materially 
affect  the  prosperity  of  that  part  of  the 
country  throu^sh  which  it  passes;  and 
when^the  decision  of  that  tribunal  should 
come  to  be  made,  I  an»  certain  that  the 
shareholders  of  the  two  rejected  lines  would 
be  disappointed,  and  their  representatives, 
like  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  fur 
Dorsetshire,  would  be  making  speeches 
in  this  House  to  show  that  a  better  line 
might  have  been  adopted.  There  would 
be  rain  surmises  that  undue  influence  had 
been  used ;  and  that  such  a  tribunal  would 
be  subject  to  the  same  imputations,  although 
without  a  shadow  of  reason,  as  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  been  subjected  to,  I  have  not 
the  least  doubt.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  House  will  follow  my  advice,  and  let 
us  apply  ourselves  immediately  to  the 
consideration  of  the  best  mode  of  consti- 
toting  Committees  on  these  Bills,  without 
at  the  same  time  consenting  to  disturb  the 
ordinary  course  of  our  proceedings. 

Mr.  Bankes  wished  to  say,  in  explana- 
tion, that  he  was  not  the  representative  of 
any  of  the  proposed  lines  of  railway,  and 
merely  spoke  in  reference  to  the  interests 
of  the  county  he  represented.  He  bad 
not  a  share  in  any  railway  company. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  did  not  at  all  mean 
to  suggest  that  bis  hon.  Friend  had,  or 
that  he  represented  a  railway  company 
in  that  House;  but  what  his  hon.  Friend 
now  said  was  just  the  reason  which  con- 
tained his  objection,  viz.,  that  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  county  would  come  to 
that  House  and  express  fiimself  dissatisfied 
with  a  certain  decision,  as  injurious  in  its 
consequences  to  the  local  interests  of  that 
county. 

Mr.  Wakley :  The  ripht  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  made  a  very  useful  and  practical 
speech  ;  but  the  great  difficulty  which  he 
alluded  to  on  a  former  occasion  he  has 
passed  over  in  silence— what  is  to  be  done 
with  the  barristers  ?  The  Members  of  the 
House  will  be  completely  victimized  if  they 


are  to  be  disposed  of  in  fives  and  sevens, 
and  left  to  the  interminable  addresses  of 
barristers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  on  a  former  occasion  that  there  would 
be  great  difficulty  in  controlling  them. 
How  are  the  chairmen  to  be  selected  ?  and 
who  are  they  to  be? — because  it  appears 
ihat  barristers  will  yield  no  submission, 
unless  to  Members  of  their  own  profession. 
That  is  their  own  declaration.  In  ad- 
dressing: themselves  to  the  law  of  the  case, 
they  constantly  express  their  regret  that 
they  are  not  addressing  gentlemen  who 
are  learned  in  the  law.  Although  those 
gentlemen  profess  to  be  sitting  in  the 
Committee-room  as  makers  of  the  law, 
still  will  barristers  express  their  regret 
before  them  that  they  cannot  comprehend 
a  legal  argument.  I  shall  read  to  the 
House  a  few  remarks  upon  the  subject 
from  the  Morning  Chronicle^  a  paper  of 
considerable  note,  and  which  expresses 
in  a  great  deg^ree  public  opinion  in  refer- 
ence to  it.  The  subject  is  one  which  must 
not  be  overlooked,  because  it  is  notorious 
that  the  time  of  the  Committees  is  outrage- 
ously wasted  by  the  manner  in  which  we 
allow  their  business  to  be  conducted. 
Committees  are  adjourned  again  and  attain 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  barristers  of 
extensive  practice  to  resume  their  place 
as  leaders.  What  is  the  opinion  of  the 
public  respecting  the  tribunals  which  are 
formed  from  this  House,  as  expressed  to- 
day in  the  Morning  Chronicle?  That 
newspaper  says,— 

*'  It  may  be  that  couDsel  do  in  these  Rail- 
road Committees  make  gold  out  of  iron,  with 
*  express  train'  baste — peradventure,  also,  the 
fees  are  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  amount, 
iDtiicacy,  or  diflSculty  of  the  business  done ; 
but,  then,  it  is  not  for  doing  the  business  emi- 
nent, eloquent,  and  able  men  are  retained,  but 
for  overmastering  the  committee/* 

That  is  a  very  candid  declaration,  but 
it  is  perfectly  true.  The  object  of  the 
counsel  is  to  overmaster  the  Committee, 
to  control  the  Committee,  and  to  cause  it 
to  decide  not  in  accordance  with  truth 
and  justice,  but  in  accordance  with  what  is 
contrary  to  truth  and  justice.  Counsel 
are  employed  for  that  purpose,  and  it  is 
admitted.  What  is  the  remedy  proposed  ? 
The  same  journal  says,-—'*  Elevate  your 
Parliamentary  tribunal  to  the  intellectual 
stature  of  your  Parliamentary  bar ;"  or, 
in  other  words,  you  must  provide  out  of 
this  House  in  fives  and  sevens,  gentlemen 
whose  vigorous  intellects  and  capacity  of 
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mind,  will  eoable  them  to  contend  with 
the  higher  grade  of  barristers  who  plead 

00  those  occasions.  That  is  not  a  very 
complimentary  remedy,  although  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  it  is  wholly  uncalled  for. 

**  Elevate  your  Parliamentary  tribunal  to 
the  Intellectual  stature  of  your  Parliamentary 
bar,  and  the  remedy  for  proxilityy  diffuseness, 
the  introduction  of  extraneous  matter,  and 
such  shocking  bad  law  that  it  can  only  be 
called  *  crowner's  quest  law/  is  near  at  hand." 

They  should  not  speak  of  * '  crowner's 
quest  law/'  so  disrespect  fully  t  because  it 
was  made  by  lawyers  before  medical  men 
got  into  office,  who  brought  it  into  such 
disrepute  that  it  now  required  the  aid  of 
the  medical  profession  to  redeem  it,  and 
extricate  the  lawyers  from  the  difficulty. 

**  On  matters  of  fact,  the  writer  continued, 
allow  your  Committees  the  jurors'  province  of 
decision,  but  in  matters)  of  law  aid  them  by  a 
competent  legal  assessor,  having  judicial  re- 
sponsibility, and,  of  course,  assuming  judicial 
power.  It  is  not  from  any  vulgar  greediness 
of  gain,  as  is  coarsely  and  ignorantly  imputed, 
that  counsel  now  waste  the  time  of  committees 
in  frivolous  speeches  and  driflless  examina- 
tions and  cross-examinations,  but  it  is  because 
they  level  themselves  down— with  all  respect 
be  it  said— to  the  intelligence  of  a  Parliamen- 
tary tribunal,  high  in  mere  worldly,  but  low, 
very  low,  in  judicial  intelligence.  Placing  no 
reliance  at  all  on  the  judicial  discrimination  of 
their  judges.  Parliamentary  counsel  do  un- 
doubtedly often  address  to  Committees  the 
most  preposterous  propositions  in  law,  and, 
finding  such  absurdities  tolerated,  contend  for 
victory,  and  sometimes  obtain  it,  often  in  the 
teeth  of  lawy  of  fact,  and  common  justice." 

1  do  not  think  your  proposal  will  render 
those  proceedings  of  a  less  dubious  chsrac- 
ter.  Public  opinion  is  adverse  to  the  occu- 
pation of  the  time  of  this  House  in  the  con. 
sideration  of  railways.  It  is  briieved  out  of 
doors  that  there  sre  too  many  here  who 
have  a  deep  personal  interest  in  those 
speculations  to  decide  honestly  and  fairly 
for  the  public  good ;  and  nothing  can  be 
more  unfortunate  for  the  character  of  the 
Legislature  than  that  such  an  opinion 
should  generally  prevail.  It  is  already 
prevalent,  and  1  do  not  believe  that  any 
proposition  submitted  to  this  House  will 
have  the  effect  of  mitigating  the  evil.  So 
long  as  iuch  a  tribunal  is  resorted  to,  so 
long  will  this  House  and  its  decisions  be 
attacked,  as  regards  those  speculations 
and  undertakings  it)  which  it  is  known  that 
a  large  number  of  Members  actually  have 
a  personal  interest  The  Railway  Board 
was  presumed  to  have  been  constituted 


of  men  of  such  high  reputation  as  to  lead 
to  the  supposition  that  it  would  have  been 
free  from  every  reproach  or  imputation. 
But  is  it  so  ?  Allusion  has  ahead v  been 
made  to  the  nature  of  that  Committee,  but 
in  no  invidious  manner,  by  the  boo.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  their  decisions  in 
reference  to  the  railways  for  the  west  of 
England  have  given  great  dissatisfaction 
in  that  county.  If  then  a  Board  consti- 
tuted, as  that  Board  is  said  to  have  been, 
with  so  much  care,  cannot  be  free  from 
insinuations*  and  from  statements  of  the 
kind  I  hold  in  my  hand,  is  it  likely  that 
Committees  of  this  House,  formed  of  five 
or  seven  Members,  as  proposed  by  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet,  will  be  more  fortunate 
in  escaping  imputations,  not  only  as  re- 
gards their  character,  but  as  regards  the 
object  for  which  tbey  are  to  be  appointed  ? 
I  bold  in  my  hand  a  publication  called  the 
JEcoMomtsf,  from  which  1  shall  read  a  short 
extract  respecting  railway  speculations; 
for  it  really  is  a  circumstance  which  ought 
to  be  known  and  duly  considered  before 
any  Committee  is  appointed,  or  anything 
done  in  reference  to  an  evil  of  which  so 
many  complain.  The  writer  is  making 
some  comments  upon  the  speech  of  the 
late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
proceeds : — 

**  Now,  this  is  no  doubt  all  true  \  nor  have 
we  have  any  reason  for  believing  that  any  one 
connected  with  the  Board  is  interested  in  rail- 
ways; and  the  care  which  Mr.  Gladstone 
appears  to  have  exercised  to  secure  the  Board 
against  any  suspiaon  is  highly  creditable.  But 
there  are  many  other  facts  which  are  noto- 
riously true,  and  to  which  we  would  not  even 
allude,  did  we  not  know  them  to  l>e  so ;  and 
which,  we  think,  are  in  themselves  quite  suffi- 
cient to  excite  the  strongest  feelings  of  duap- 
probation  at  the  constitution  and  power  of  the 
Board.  It  appears,  that  shortly  after  the  ap- 
pointment of  5ir  James  Graham's  private  Se- 
cretary as  a  Member  of  this  Board,  his  brother 
was  engaged  by  the  South- Eastern  Railway 
Company,  at  a  large  salary  as  manager  of  that 
line,  in  which  position  he  still  continues." 

Here  I  must  obsefvcy  that  I  do  not  see 
why  the  name  of  the  right  bon.  Baronet 
opposite  should  be  introduced,  for  I  am 
sure  that  be  has  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
exercised  the  slightest  influence  in  the 
appointment  of  that  gentleman.  The  arti- 
cle goes  on  to  say^— 

**  The  Standing  Rules  of  the  House  require 

that  Railway  Companies  intending  to  apply 

I  for  an  Act  in  the  ensuing  Session  of  Parlia* 
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nent  should  deposit  plans  of  the  lines  with 
Ihe  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in  the  county,  and  at 
the  Board  of  Trade,  on  or  before  the  30ih  of 
November.  After  that  day,  however,  it  was 
known  that  this  order  had  not  been  complied 
with  by  the  South-Eastern  line,  and,  in  conse- 
quence, that  it  was  thought  impossible  for  them 
to  c^o  to  Parliament  in  the  next  Session  for 
their  several  new  lines.  The  consequence  was 
n  considerable  fall  in  their  shares.  Notwith- 
standing this,  however,  towards  the  end  of 
DeceiDber,  it  was  known,  that  among  others 
in  the  confidence  of  the  Directors,  Mr.  W. 
0*Brien  had  been  a  buyer  of  several  hundred 
shares  of  that  company;  and,  to  the  surprise 
of  many,  on  the  I7th  of  January,  the  Report 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  came  out  in  favour  of 
nearly  all  its  proposed  undertakings,  and 
mgaiost  nearly  all  its  opponents,  although  the 
line  wts  considered  entirely  out  of  Court  by 
its  omission  of  Standing  Orders  ;  and  on  the 
next  day  the  following  notice  was  posted  in 
the  Stock  Exchaosre  in  the  usual  course  of 
business: — 'If  100  new  Dover  shares,  bought 
in  the  name  of  William  0*Brien  at  8^  p.m., 
are  not  delivered  on  Wednesday,  2^nd  instant, 
they  will  be  bought  in  by  J.  W.  Scott,  Jan. 
18th,  1845;'  these  shares  at  that  time  being 
worth  22l.  premium.  It  was,  moreover,  stated 
that  this  was  only  a  part  of  much  larger  trans- 
actions." 

I  would  ask  the  right  hon  Baronet  or 
any  person  whether  it  is  possible  that  a 
stMteinent  of  that  kind  can  go  forth  to 
the  public  without  being  thoroughly  inves- 
tif^ated  and  refuted,  and  not  inflict  the 
greatest  possible  injury  on  the  utility  of 
the  Board  ?  If  the  Board  be  not  cleared 
from  the  imputations  which  have  been  cast 
upon  it  by  reports  of  this  description,  I 
am  confident,  unless  its  proceedings  be 
henceforth  thrown  open,  and  all  its  trans- 
actions  conducted  in  the  face  of  the  pub- 
lic, thai  every  decision  to  which  it  cornea 
will  be  questioned.  It  is  next  to  impos- 
sible, under  the  difficulties  in  which  we  are 
placed,  to  hope  to  make  any  proposition 
that  will  recr-ive  the  general  concurrence 
of  this  House  or  the  country.  The  whole 
subject  is  one  of  difficulty.  The  interests 
concerned  are  of  great  extent — diffused 
over  the  entire  surface  of  the  land.  Every- 
body, in  fact,  seems  engaged  one  way  or 
other,  in  railw^tys.  [An  hon.  Member  on 
the  Treasury  Bench:  Is  there  to  be  no 
tribunal?]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wanis  to  know  whether  there  is  to  be  a 
iribtinal?  That  is  the  difficuliy  to  be 
solved.  See  what  the  barristers  do  in 
Committees  of  thib  House;  seethediffi- 
culiy  of  controlling  them.  I  do  believe 
thai  you  must  propose  to  place  them  in  an 
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office  of  station  and  responsibility.    I  posi- 
tively conceive  it  to  be  your  duty,  as  you  are 
determined  to  maintain  the  power  of  this 
House  and  uphold  its  decisions,  to  make 
legal  gentlemen,  of  known  capacity,  chair- 
men or  assessors,  and  that  unless  you  do  so 
—unless  you  place  gentlemen  of  high  legal 
reputatiou  and  attainments  in  such  situa- 
tions, it  will  be  impossible  for  you  to  get 
through  the  railway  business  of  the  coun- 
try.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  unwil- 
ling to  confer  such  offices  upon  them;  but 
how  are  you  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty 
without  doing  so?    You  are  here  told  that 
the  nature  of  the  office  in  which  the  bai  . 
listers  are  at  present  engaged  is  "master 
ing  the  Committees,"  in  consequence  of  the 
Parliamentary  intellect  not  being  up  to  tti- 
high  standard  of  the  intellect  of  the  bar. 
If  the  bar  cannot  pay  common  respect  to 
thejudgment  of  Members  of  this  House, 
and  if  they  have  the  power  of  overruling  or 
protracting  by  their  talk  the  decisions  of 
this  House,  is  it  right  that  those  who  come 
here  to  obtain  useful  institutions  and  add 
to  public  benefits  should  be  plundered  as 
they  are  by  the  necessity  thereby  created  of 
incurring  a  useless   and  extravagant  ex- 
pense?    Is  it  not  monstrous  to  think  that 
the  procuring  of  one  Railway  Bill  should 
cost  more  than  100.000/.,  or  that  50,000/. 
and  60,000/.  should  be  the  ordinary  ex- 
pense attending  such  a  proceeding?  How 
can  such  a  fact  be  mentioned  without  re- 
flecting upon  the  character  of  this  House  ? 
It  may  be  said  that  Sir  H.   Halford  and 
other  eminent  men   of  the  profession   to 
which  1  belong,  are  making  large  incomes 
through  the  public,  as  well  as  barristers. 
But  no  one  complains  of  that.     There  is 
besides  no  analogy  in  the  two  cases,  for  in 
the  one  of  which   I    complain,  what  do  I 
find?     A  number  of  agents  employed  to 
do  what?    To  spend  other  people's  money 
in   procuring  the  success  of  a  measure  be- 
fore this  House,     f  am  told  by  Members 
of  the   House   that   gentlemen   are    fre- 
quently engaged  as  leading  counsel  in  four 
or  five  Committees  at  a  lime.    Q"  More."] 
Some  hon.  Member  says  **  more."    1  ask, 
then,  is  that  fair  to  the  public?     Cannot 
that  system    be  controlled  ?     Is  there  no 
means   of   preventing    it?       h  has  been 
stated,  loo,  that  those  gentlemen  are  paid, 
not  for  the  performance  or  finishins:  of  the 
work  in  hand,  but  by  the  day.     If  I  weie 
paid  to  speak  by  the  day,  I  do  not  know 
when  1  should  stop.     And   so  ii    is  wiili 

others.     Give  a  man  a  wig,  aud  pay  hiui 
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by  the  day,  and  there  ii  nu  knowing  when 
he  will  fttop  It  is  really  a  nerioui  qiie«tion. 
aod  I  think  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  find 
it  so  before  the  end  of  the  Session,  if  some, 
thing  lie  not  done  in  time.  If  it  be  noto- 
rious that  barristers  treat  ivith  contempt, 
and  almost  with  scorn,  the  jud^sroeot  and 
opinions  of  the  gentlemen  whom  they  ad- 
dress, it  it  not  right — does  not  common 
8en«e  demand — that  \  ou  should  place  some 
person  upon  the  iribunul  who  would  have 
»ome  control  over  them,  and  be  able  to 
keep  their  speeches  within  the  pale  of  rea- 
son ?  Unlesjt  you  do,  certain  I  am  thai 
the  public  will  suffer  the  greatest  possible 
injury. 

Sir  James  Graham  said :  It  is  perhaps 
scarcely  necessary  for  me  to  say  that,  after 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Govemmenty  nothing  was  fur- 
ther from  my  intention  than  to  address  one 
word  to  the  House  upon  this  subject.  I 
certainly  was  not  prepared,  however,  for 
the  introduction  of  my  name  in  this  discus- 
Mon«  inasmuch  as  f  thought*  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  intended  to  introduce  it, 
he  would  at  least  have  had  the  courtesy 
to  infmm  me  that  such  was  his  intention ; 
but  I  do  not  complain  in  the  least  that, 
without  any  notice,  he  has  introduced  my 
name  on  the  present  occasion  in  a  manner 
so  direct  and  so  intelligible.  I  have  heard 
before  something  like  an  allusion  to  the 
subject  which  forms  the  topic  of  the  article 
that  the  hem.  Gentleman  has  read ;  and 
ray  name  now  being  mentioned  in  direct 
terms,  I  am  sure  that  the  House  will  feel — 
though  it  is  always  painful  in  a  public  as- 
sembly to  speak  of  oneself —  1  am  sure  that 
the  flousc  will  feel  that  this  discussion  is 
forced  upon  me.  I  will  state*  having  held  a 
seat  in  this  House  for  nf>w  nearly  thirty 
years,  having  seen  the  first  commencement 
of  railway  speculation,  having  had  a  seat  in 
tilts  House  in  1825«  when  so  much  specu- 
lation was  on  foot,  and  having  taken  an 
active  part  in  the  private  business  of  this 
House,  that  I  never  in  my  life  thought  it 
consistent  with  the  discharge  of  my  duty 
either  to  hold  a  share  in,  or  to  form  any 
connexion,  directly,  or  indirectly,  with  any 
railway  company  or  speculation  whatever. 
So  much  for  myself.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  two  relatives  of  mine  to  whom  also 
the  hon.  Gentleman  referred — the  Messrs. 
O'Brien.  Those  two  genth  men  were  edu- 
cated professionally  for  the  army,  and  they 
have  served  in  different  braochea  of  that 
service.  Having  to  make  their  way  in  life, 
they  did  not  think  it  incompatible  with 


their  station  or  their  honour  to  apply  the 
scientific  information  whidi  they  had  de- 
rived profeadonally  to  aid  in  the  execution 
and  superintendence  of  railroads.  The  office 
of  private  secretary  to  myself  being  vacant, 
I,  relying  on  the  honour  and  intelligence 
of  one  of  those  gentlemen,  removed  him 
Iran  the  oocu|fttioa  in  which  be  was  then 
engaged  in  ocnnexion  with  the  railroad, 
and  made  him  my  private  secretary.     My 
expecutiona  with  regard  to  hia  integr  y, 
honour,  and  intelligence,  have  not  been  dis* 
appointed.  He  served  me  faithfully :  I  was 
mokt  anxious  to  retain  his  services.     No 
application,  either  directly  or   indirectly, 
was  made  by  me  in  his  favour  to  obtain 
the  situation  which  he  now  holds  in  con- 
nexion with  the  Board  of  Trade;  it  was 
a  great  loss  to  me  when  he  was  taken  from 
me;  I  regret  it  extremely,  and  I  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  his  selection  for  his 
office,  which  he  now  holds  in  the  Board  of 
Trade.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Newark  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  thought 
that  he  was  a  gentleman  well  fitted  for  the 
situation  to  which  he  was  appointed,  and 
which  he  now  holda.     Upon  his  appoint- 
ment, it  was  made  a  condition  with  Mr. 
O'Brien,  as  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  the  other  evening,  that  any  connex- 
ion which  he  might  then  have  with  any 
railway  speculation    should    immediately 
cease,    and   that   any   railroad    shares  of 
which  he  might  be  possessed  should  be  sold. 
I  am  informed  by  Mr.  O'Brien  that  with 
these  injunctions  he  immediately  complied. 
He  was  connected  with  two  railways,  and 
he  sold  the  shares  that  he  had  in  them,  1 
think  in  October,  when  his  appointment 
took  place.     From  some  regulation  with 
which  I  am  not  conversant,  the  shares  in 
speculations  which  are  pending,  and  which 
have  not  yet  received  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament, are  represented  by  what  is  called 
'*  scrip."  and  in  order  that  that  scrip  may 
be  saleable,  the  party  in  whose  favour  it  is 
issued  must  sign  some  document,  where  it 
will  appear  even  after  he  hax  parted  with 
the  scrip.  —  consequently   Mr.   O'Brien^a 
name  does  appear  in  one  or  more  schemes 
with  respect  lo  railways  about  to  be  brought 
before  Parliament ;  but  1  am  assured  that 
the  sale  took  place  in  the  month  of  Octo- 
ber, and  that  bis  name  only  appears  as  a 
matter  of  form.     Some  wrong  conclusioa 
might  have  been  come  to  by  the  writer  in 
the   Eetmomiti  with   regard  to  the   Mr. 
O'Brien  connected  with  the  Dover  Rail- 
way, on  account  of  the  identi;y   of  the 
name ;  and  he  might  have  supposed  that 
the  gentleman   to  whom   he  refers,  and 
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the  one  who  has  now  a  seat  at  the  Railway 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  are  one 
and  the  same  person.  That  is  not  so.  There 
are  two  brothers.  The  one  alluded  to  by 
the  Economxt  was  also  educated  for  the 
military  service,  and  he  has  been  in  the 
employment  of  a  railroad  company  in  the 
north  of  £ngland.  For  a  short  time,  on 
the  appointment  of  the  gentleman  now 
connected  with  the  Railroad  Department 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I  took  the  brother 
83  njy  private  secretary  who  is  now  the 
object  of  comment  in  the  Economist  An 
appointment^  one  of  large  emolument  I  be- 
lievcj  was  offered  to  hiin  by  some  railway 
company.  I  could  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  his  advancement,  and  with  great  reluct- 
ance I  parted  from  him.  1  can  assure  the 
House  that  neither  directly  nor  indirectly 
has  there  been  any  communication  between 
the  gentleman  filling  the  responsible  situa- 
tion at  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  gentle- 
man mentioned  in  the  Economist  as  to  spe- 
culating in  shares.  Amidst  all  the  great 
advantages  of  railway  speculations  there 
are  some  disadvantages,  and  none  greater 
could  befal  the  State,  than  that  the  charac- 
ter of  public  men  should  be  implicated  in 
many  transactions  of  this  description.  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  think,  then,  that  1  have 
acted  improperly  in  at  once,  upon  a  natural 
impulse,  stating  to  the  House  the  whole 
truth.  With  regard  to  myself,  I  can  only  say, 
that  I  have  no  connexion,  direct  or  indirect, 
with  any  railroad  speculation.  With  respect  to 
others,  if  any  doubt  remain,  and  I  can  hardly 
believe  there  should — if  there  be  any  doubt 
as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  that  J 
have  made  respecting  the  conduct  of  those 
two  gentlemen—one  being  a  public  ser- 
vant, and  the  other  being  immediately 
connected  with  him, — if  there  be»  I  say, 
any  suspicion  on  the  part  of  any  Member 
of  this  House,  let  an  inquiry  be  insti- 
tuted. It  would  be  a  most  proper  matter 
for  an  inquiry,  and  by  the  result  of  that 
inquiry  let  those  gentlemen  stand  or  fall. 
Every  one,  I  am  sure,  would  be  ashamed  to 
entertain  an  unjust  suspicion  of  another 
against  whom  no  imputation  could  be  sus- 
tained, and  who  at  the  same  time  challenged 
an  inquiry.  Do  not  let  us,  then,  without 
proof  whisper  away  the  character  of  two 
honourable  men  who  have  served  their  coun- 
try in  various  capacities,  though  they  are  nut 
powerful  or  men  of  high  station.  To  return 
to  the  subject  more  immediately  under 
discussion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  will  excuse  me  if  I  say,  that  I  can- 
not leturn  him  the  compliment  which  he 


paid  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  on  having  made  ''  a 
practical  epeech."  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  began  by  unscrupulously  con- 
demning the  constitution  of  Railroad  Com- 
mittees appointed  by  the  House ;  and  he 
said  that  a  Committee  of  five  or  seven  Mem- 
bers could  not  be  competent  to  rise  to  the 
heights  of  law  and  justice  without  having  a 
lawyer  to  preside  over  them,  and  moreover, 
that  suspicion  was  apt  to  be  excited  as 
to  the  purity  of  their  motives.  Then  where 
will  the  hon.  Gentleman  find  his  competent 
tribunal  ?  The  Board  of  Trade  is  already 
an  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  suspi- 
cion. The  Railway  Department  consists 
of  men  of  honourable  professions,  presided 
over  by  a  Peer  of  the  realm,  against  whom, 
amid  all  this  Jealousy,  no  allegation  has 
been  made.  There  is  General  Pasley,  a 
most  distinguished  general  officer;  Mr. 
0*Brien,  who  has  served  in  the  army  with 
the  purest  reputation ;  and  the  other  gen- 
tlemen are  most  useful  and  honourable 
men — one  of  whom  in  this  House  was 
always  viewed  as  an  authority — I  allude  to 
Mr.  Porter.  Yet  with  a  tribunal  so  con- 
stituted, the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  satis* 
fied.  If  you  cannot  trust  a  Commission 
appointed  by  official  men — ^if  a  tribunal 
constituted  as  the  one  I  have  just  described 
be  not  worthy  of  your  confidence — if  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  be  not 
trustworthy,  practically,  then,  where  are 
you  to  find  your  tribunal }  Can  it  be  be- 
lieved that  a  Committee  of  this  House 
carefully  selected  and  acting  under  strict  re^ 
lations,  acting  in  the  face  of  the  public,  under 
the  full  pressure  of  public  opinion — have 
}ou  arrived  at  the  day,  I  say,  when  the 
purity  of  such  men's  motives  is  to  be  doubt- 
ed ?  Anything  more  degrading  to  this  House 
cannot  be  imagined,  and  nothing,  as  I  am 
persuaded,  can  be  less  true  than  the  whis- 
perings of  impure  motives  that  have  been 
referred  to.  I  quite  agree  with  what  has 
fallen  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  his  advice  be  taken,  and  if 
we  apply  ourselves  honestly  to  the  task  of 
appointing  Committees  in  such  a  manner 
as  that  we  shall  bring  public  opinion  to 
bear  on  every  part  nf  the  conduct  of  the 
Members  of  those  Committees,  this  diffi- 
culty will  be  overcome,  and  this  duty  will 
be  satisfactorily  performed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck)  has  entered  the 
House  since  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  and  I  see  behind  him  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham,  also  a  member  oi 
L*2 
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the  leBrned  profession.  I  believe  that  the 
liberties  of  this  country  are  so  much  in- 
debted to  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe^ 
and  I  know  so  well  that  amongst  its  dis- 
tinguished members  are  to  be  found  so 
iiiany  advocates  of  the  freedom  and  defen- 
ders of  the  rights  of  people,  that  I  am 
ashamed,  in  the  presence  of  the  members 
of  that  learned  profession,  to  say  one  word 
in  its  behalf;  but  I  must  say,  that  my  ex- 
perience, even  before  Committees  of  this 
House,  leads  roe  to  come  to  the  conclusion, 
that  though  there  there  may  have  been 
sometimes  abuses  in  the  needless  consump- 
tion of  time,  yet  that  without  the  aid  of 
an  intelligent  Bar,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  duties  of  Committees  to  be  properly 
performed.  As  to  the  fact  that  three  or  four 
leaders  may  sometimes  be  engaged  in  ten  or 
twelve  Conimittees  at  the  same  time,  I 
would  ask  what  would  the  people  of  England 
8ay  if  they  were  not  allowed  the  choice  of 
their  own  advocate  ?  What  will  your  consti- 
tuents say  if  you  attempt  to  bind  them 
down,  and  to  dictate  to  them  in  such  a  mat- 
ter? They  are  entitled  to  have  the  aid  of  the 
ablest  men,  men  of  their  own  choice,  so  that 
their  case  may  be  represented  and  their  in- 
terests preserved  in  the  most  effective  man. 
ner.  And  1  say,  that  it  is  our  duty  to  our 
constituents,  and  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, to  leave  them  perfectly  free  in  the  choice 
of  their  coun^l.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House  not  to  restrain  any  un« 
due  license  on  the  part  of  the  Bar,  if  they 
seem  disposed  to  abuse  the  liberties  which 
they  posiess ;  but  I  must  say,  that  when 
serving  on  Committees,  I  have  never  seen 
even  ■  he  slightest  intimation  to  legal  gentle- 
men unheetled  by  them,  if  it  were  conveyed 
in  such  n  manner  as  a  gentleman  ought  to 
receive  and  to  respect.  Now,  I  do  not  wish 
to  prolong  this  discussion,  and  it  would  be 
vain  for  me  to  say  more  after  what  has  been 
said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  entirely  con- 
cur in  the  advice  which  he  gave  to  this 
f  louse,  and  I  believe  that  the  moral  effect 
of  these  discus^don8  will  be  good.  In  per- 
sonal matters,  1  am  always  sorry  to  intrude 
myself  upon  the  notice  of  the  House ;  yet, 
from  the  position  that  I  occupy i  anything 
affecting  me  as  a  public  man  does  in  some 
degree  touch  upon  public  interests,  and  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will  pardon 
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Mr.  Wakley,  to  explanation,  said,  that 
the  p.iper  fro.n  which  he  had  read  had 
l)p«*n  put  into  his  hands  since  he  h^d 
entered  the  House,  or  he  should  certainly 
have  intimated  to  the  n|*hi  hon.  Bdronet 


that  he  was  going  to  mention  hit  name« 
He  had  not,  however,  in  fact,  the  paper 
ten  minutes  before  he  rose  to  spehk,  and 
what  would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  have 
said,  if  his  name  being  in  a  document 
from  which  he  quoted,  he  had  omitted  to 
read  it  ? 

Mr.  BrothertOH  thought  that  there  was 
much  greater  reason  to  complain  of  the 
length  of  the  speeches  and  proceedings  of 
Membeia  of  that  House  m  the  private 
Committees,  than  of  the  addresses  of  the 
Bar.  He  was  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Railway  Bill  which  had  been  so 
particularly  alluded  to  by  the  nohle  Lord 
the  Member  for  Sunderland.  That  Com- 
mittee had  sat  for  sixty-one  days,  and  he 
had  voted  in  not  less  than  101  divisions 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bdl  before  it. 
The  reason  of  this  was,  that  a  certain 
number  of  Members  of  the  Commit  lee 
were  determined  that  the  Bill  should 
not  pass,  and  they  divided  on  the  moat 
frivoloiM  objections.  The  Jbarristera  en- 
gaged against  the  Bill  were  encouraged 
to  raise  points,  and  to  make  ob^eclioos  lo 
its  progress  which  they  otherwise  would 
not  have  thought  of  doing.  With  regard 
to  the  frequent  adjournments  of  Com- 
mittees on  Private  Bills,  he  had  had  con- 
siderable experience  on  this  subject;  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  a  vast  number  more 
such  adjournments  look  place  for  the 
convenience  of  Members  of  that  House 
who  wished  to  be  present,  than  at  the  re- 
quest of  batristers.  In  consequence  of 
iiis  observations  he  had  always  been  iu 
favour  of  having  a  Fiivaie  Commitiee 
constituted  of  either  five  or  seven  Mem- 
bets;  and  he  was  satisfied  that  if  this 
were  done,  many  of  the  grounds  of  com- 
plaint which  now  existed  would  be  re- 
moved, and  amongst  other  things,  the 
speecites  of  counsel  would  be  shortened. 
Bui,  whatever  tribunal  was  formed,  to 
which  the  decision  on  these  questions  was 
relerred«  it  would  be  found  that  some  ob- 
jections would  be  raised.  He  thought, 
iiowcver,  that  a  Committee  composed  of  a 
few  Members  wouhl  be  the  best  tribun.i|, 
and  there  would  be  a  pretty  good  cer- 
tainly of  reguUrity  of  attendance  on  their 
parts. 

Mr.  Darby  wuhed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for   Pin»burv   had    ai tended    Private 

_  ♦ 

Cummittefs  as  often  as  he  bad  done,  and 
the  h(in.  Membei  would  not  have  s^id  ih«*t 
the  Committers  were  ovrrridden  by  the 
Bar.     As  for  the  assertion  thai  the  B^r 
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wasted  the  time  of  the  Committee,  his  ex- 
perience  did  not   warrant  such  a  state- 
ment.    The  hon.  Member  had  slated  the 
'*  Crowner's  Quest  Law"  would  not  have 
fallen  into  such  disrepute  formerly,  had  it 
not  been  that  it  had  been  administered  by 
lawyers  instead  of  medical  men ;  did  the 
hon.  Member  then  mean  to  suggest  that 
medical  men  should  be  appointed  to  act 
as  assessors  on  these  Railway  Committees  ? 
He  thought  that  it  would  be  most  im- 
proprr  to  interfere  to  prevent  the   fullest 
discussions  before  these  Committees,  for 
it   would    lead   parties  that   were  disap- 
pointed in  obtaining  their  object  to  assert 
that  their  cases  had  not  been  heard  by 
the  Committee.     The  hon.  Member  also 
complained  of  certain  leading  counsel  ob- 
taining so  much  of  the  business  before 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  and  that  in 
consequence  many  Committees  were  kept 
waiting  day  after  day  until  it  suited  the 
convenience  of  such  counsel  to  attend. 
He  (Mr.  Dacby)  did  not  believe  that  it 
often  happened  that  Committees  had  to 
wait   for  the  attendance  of  the  leading 
counsel ;  at  any  rate  he  was  sure  that  it 
was  not  the  case  as  regarded  the  Private 
Committees  on  which  he  had  served. 

Mr.  Wallace^  in  reply,  said  that  he  was 
gratified  with  the  tone  of  the  discussion 
throughout;  and  after  what  had  taken 
place  he  should  not  think  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  House.  If  he  should  happen 
to  be  Chairman  of  any  Committee  on  a 
Private  Bill,  he  should  propose  that  they 
should  not  be  compelled  to  break  up  their 
sitting  immediately  it  was  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  taken  the  Chair,  but  that 
they  should  be  enabled  to  go  on  until 
they  had  finished  the  point  before  them ; 
for  as  it  was,  the  agents  often,  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  delay,  impeded  the  pro- 
gress of  a  Committee  until  the  Speaker 
took  the  Chair.  If  this  suggestion  was 
not  adopted,  he  should  take  care  to  adopt 
the  proceeding  followed  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Private  Committees  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  whenever  an  attempt  was  made  to 
prolong  the  proceedings  unnecessarily— to 
appoint  the  meeting  at  a  very  early  hour  the 
next  day.  He  would  always  commence 
with  assuring  the  counsel  or  agent,  if  an  at- 
tempt was  made  to  break  up  a  Committee 
of  which  he  was  a  Member,  by  announc- 
ing that  the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair, 
that  he  should  adjourn  it  to  next  morning 
at  nine  o'clock.  This  would  soon  put  an 
end  to  any  such  attempts  at  delay.  He 
could  not  conceive  on  what  principle  the 
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railway  companies  were  allowed  to  keep 
up  their  high  charges,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  divide  8  or  10  per  cent,  profits, 
while  the  average  rate  of  interest  was  be- 
tween 2  and  3  per  cent.  He  was  so  far 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  of  that  even- 
ing as  to  feel  assured  that  it  would  at- 
tract further  notice  to  the  subject,  and. 
above  all,  as  he  considered  that  the  sug. 
gestions  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
were  most  valuable,  and  as  under  these 
circumstances  he  did  not  conceive  that  he 
should  have  much  support,  he  should  not 
divide  the  House,  but  would  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Medical  Officers  of  Poor  Law 
Unions.]  Mr.  Wakley  wished  to  move 
for  a  Return 

"  Containing  a  description  of  the  diplomas, 
licenses,  or  other  letters  testimonial,  that  are 
admitted  and  sanctioned  by  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  as  legal  qualifications  which 
entitle  Medical  Practitioners  to  be  appointed 
Medical  OflScers  of  Poor  Law  Unions  io  Ena- 
land  and  Wales." 

Since  the  passing  of  the  New  Poor  Law 
Act,  great  confusion  had  existed  as  to  the 
qualifications  of  persons  who  it  was  con- 
sidered were  entitled  to  be  appointed  me- 
dical officers  to  Poor  Law  Unions.  A 
great  many  medical  men  believed  that 
unqualified  persons  were  admitted  to  such 
offices,  while,  at  the  same  time,  highly 
qualified  persons  were  excluded  from  being 
medical  officers  of  Unions.  It  appeared 
that  the  Commissioners  had  the  power  of 
dismissing  the  medical  as  well  as  all  other 
paid  officers  of  Unions ;  indeed  this  was 
obvious  from  the  Interpretation  Clause  of 
the  Act.  By  another  Clause  of  that  Act, 
also,  the  Commissioners  had  the  power  to 
declare  what  were  the  qualifications  re- 
quired of  persons  holding  offices  under  the 
Unions.  The  question  as  to  the  qualifi- 
cation of  medical  officers  to  Poor  Law 
Unions,  and  the  decisions  of  the  Commis- 
sioiiers  on  the  point,  had  been  a  constant 
subject  of  discussion  before  medical  asso- 
ciations, and  the  matter  had  also  been 
considered  by  a  Committee  of  that  House. 
In  March,  1842,  the  Commissioners  hav- 
ing  had  their  attention  called  to  the  sub- 
ject, issued  a  general  order  and  rule  as  to 
medical  relief,  and  in  part  of  which  the 
qualifications  of  medical  officers  to  Poor 
Law  Uniun^  are  stated.  The  part  to 
which  he  alluded  was  as  follows  : — 
"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  of  the  said 
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the  learned  profession.  I  believe  that  the 
liberties  of  this  country  are  so  much  in- 
difbtetl  to  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe, 
and  1  know  so  well  that  amongst  its  dis- 
tinguished members  are  to  be  found  so 
iiiany  advocates  of  the  freedom  and  defen- 
ders of  the  rights  of  people,  that  I  am 
ashamed,  in  the  presence  of  the  members 
of  that  learned  profession,  to  say  one  word 
in  its  behalf;  but  I  must  say,  that  my  ex- 
perience, even  before  Committees  of  this 
House,  leads  me  to  come  to  the  conclusion, 
that  though  there  there  may  have  been 
sometimes  abuses  in  the  needless  consump- 
tion of  time,  yet  that  without  the  aid  of 
an  intelligent  Bar,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  duties  of  Committees  to  be  properly 
performed.  As  to  the  fact  that  three  or  four 
leaders  may  sometimes  be  engaged  in  ten  or 
twelve  Committees  at  the  same  time,  I 
would  ask  what  would  the  people  of  England 
say  if  they  were  not  allowed  the  choice  of 
their  own  advocate  ?  What  will  your  consti- 
tuents say  if  you  attempt  to  bind  them 
down,  and  to  dictate  to  them  in  such  a  mat- 
ter? They  are  entitled  to  have  the  aid  of  the 
ablest  men,  men  of  their  own  choice,  so  that 
their  case  may  be  represented  and  their  in- 
terests preserved  in  the  most  effective  man- 
ner. And  I  say,  that  it  is  our  duty  to  our 
constituents,  and  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, to  leave  them  perfectly  free  in  the  choice 
of  their  counsel.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House  not  to  restrain  any  un- 
due license  on  the  part  of  the  Bar,  if  they 
seem  disposed  to  abuse  the  liberties  which 
they  pf)8sess ;  but  I  must  say,  that  when 
serving  on  Committees,  I  have  never  seen 
even  'he  slightest  intimation  to  legal  gentle- 
men unheeded  by  them,  if  it  were  conveyed 
in  such  n  manner  as  a  gentleman  ought  to 
receive  and  to  respect.  Now,  I  ilo  not  wish 
to  prolong  this  discussion,  and  it  would  be 
vain  for  me  to  say  more  after  what  has  been 
said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  entirely  con- 
cur in  the  advice  which  he  gave  to  this 
House,  and  I  believe  that  the  moral  effect 
of  these  discussions  will  be  good.  In  per- 
sonal matters,  I  am  always  sorry  to  intrude 
myself  upon  the  notice  of  the  House ;  yet, 
from  the  position  that  I  occupy,  anything 
affecting  me  as  a  public  roan  does  in  some 
degree  touch  upon  public  interests,  and  1 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will  pardon 
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Mr.  Wakley,  in  explanation,  said,  (hat 
the  paper  fro.n  which  he  had  read  had 
been  put  into  his  hands  since  he  had 
entered  the  House,  or  he  should  certainly 
have  intimated  to  the  ri|;ht  hou.  Baronet 


I  that  he  was  going  to  mention  hit  name. 
He  had  not,  however,  in  fact,  the  paper 
ten  minutes  before  he  rose  to  spebk,  and 
what  would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  have 
said,  if  his  name  being  in  a  document 
from  which  be  quoted,  be  had  omitted  to 
read  it  ? 

Mr.  Brother  tan  thought  that  there  was 
much  greater  reason  to  complain  of  the 
length  of  the  speeches  and  proceedings  of 
Membeit  of  that  House  in  the  private 
Committees,  than  of  the  addresses  of  the 
Bar.  He  was  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Railway  Bill  which  had  been  so 
particularly  alluded  to  by  the  nohle  Lord 
the  Member  for  Sunderland.  Thai  Com- 
mittee had  sat  for  sixty-one  days,  and  he 
had  voted  in  not  less  than  101  divisions 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  before  ii. 
The  reason  of  this  was,  that  a  certain 
number  of  Members  of  the  Comaiittee 
were  determined  that  the  Bill  should 
not  pass,  and  they  divided  on  the  most 
frivolous  objections.  The  Jl>arristers  en- 
gaged against  the  Bill  were  encourage<l 
to  raise  points,  and  to  make  objections  lo 
its  progress  which  ihey  otherwise  would 
not  have  thought  of  doing.  With  regard 
to  the  frequent  adjournments  of  Com- 
mittees on  Private  Bills,  he  had  had  con- 
siderable experience  on  (his  subject;  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  a  vast  number  more 
such  adjournments  took  place  for  the 
convenience  of  Members  of  that  House 
who  wished  lo  be  present,  than  at  the  re* 
quest  of  bairisters.  In  consequence  of 
his  observations  he  had  always  been  i" 
favour  of  having  a  Fiivaie  Committee 
constituted  of  either  five  or  seven  Mem- 
bers; and  he  was  satisfied  that  if  this 
were  done,  many  of  the  grounds  of  com- 
plaint which  now  existed  would  be  re* 
moved,  and  amongst  other  things,  the 
speecties  of  counsel  would  be  shortened. 
Bui,  whatever  tribunal  was  formed,  «> 
which  the  decision  on  these  questions  was 
referred,  it  would  be  found  that  some  ob- 
jections would  be  raised.  He  thought, 
however,  that  a  Committee  composed  of  a 
Tew  Members  would  be  the  best  tribunal, 
and  there  would  be  a  pretty  good  cer- 
tainly of  regularity  of  attendance  on  their 
parts. 

Mr.  Darby  wished  that  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Finsbury  had  attended  Private 
Committees  as  often  as  he  had  done,  and 
the  hnn.  Meoibei  would  not  have  said  ihf^t 
the  Coiiimillees  were  overridden  by  ihe 
Bar.     As  fur  the  assertion  that  the  Bar 


ion.  Mfmber    -cus    a_    

He  ihoD^t  itafti    ic    won. a   be  7KM   n- 

pio^ti  ut  mtafaic  Id  prevest  :=«    ^'ui.«  : 

diMmuoD*  befm  ihcw   CoiBiiune«.  :« r 

II   -moM  \c*d   pwntx   tbu    «etc  diup- 

pomwd  ™  obiaintBz   bar  objert  to  wen  i 

»hai  itiMT  cues  b^  Boi  been  haid  b»  i 

\he  Comaittte,    Tag  Hot.  Member  aiao 

c«mplkiMd  of  eenuD  le»dio5  codiimI  oh- 

Winwg  i»  nwh  of  .j^   buMiwM   before  I 

Commmw*  cw  Pmwe  Bill.,  and   ihM  is  j 

cMMe^WMc  un  C<»«w«e.  ««»  Iwpt 

«a>U.«  d&,  >fla  d>,   4„ui  ,1   iwed    [he  1 

conmieiHx  of  Mrk  ctnnet    la  aiiend.  | 

He  (,Mi.  l>.ij)  i^  aM  tiriiew  ihat  it 

often  k»fpmd  iW  GHMiwei  iud  to  1 

««K   fat  ihe  Mlwrt^ee  .u'   ,!»  IcmUhc  I 
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<lntd«t>wHmae.   H  w  j-^ 


iijoie  iii.  n  le  TonsifiefeU  in. it  (he  «.i». 
JM.OQS  m  -ne  Ftm  Lord  of  iti«  Treasury 
were  nwu  >fti«at)ie.  uii  m  undrr  ih^M 
virrnni^iaiirea  ne  aid  no)  mnv-vit*  ih»t  h« 
iiotitil  iia**  miicti  luuooM,  he  »h.  ul<t  not 
di^We  the  tloM*,  bui  m>u:d  en.vltiw  b<« 
Morioo. 

MoiiQQ  withdrawn. 

UsioKs.]      Mf.   tVaJtUif  «i.h«d   to  move 


"  CoDiaininc  a  dewription  afth*ai{ 
licpns**,  or  other  IcOers  iMnmnniiil  il 
adiDilted  and  sanctinned  hy  ihn  l''iii 
CDmini  SSI  oners  u  leijal  oiml.ri.^iinin* 
«ntule  Medical  Praclmon^r*  u  («  ,,nr 

Medical  Hfficer*  of  Poor  L-w  L i»  ,i 

land  and  Walei." 
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Sracethe  pamo^  of  the  Siw  9.v.t  L.x 
Act,  ^eat  confiiiian  h^d  f.xiair.tl  a  u;  h.h 
aaaliiicaiiont  of  prrtnna  iruii  it  •iN'U.o- 
^tdtred  were  eniiiiwl  to  o>  1(:i>>.iij'ciI  i"'- 
atot  oAcrra  lo  Pxir  Ldi«  '.'i'<.ii*  '^ 
^rtat   mt 
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Boards  of  Guardians  to  appoint  any  person  to 
be  a  medical  officer,  unless  such  person  at  the 
time  of  his  appointment  shall  possess  one  of 
the  four  foUowiojf  qualifications;  that  is  to 
say: — 

"  1 .  A  diploma  from  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  in  London,  together  with  a  degree  in 
medicine  from  an  university  in  England,  le- 
gally authorized  to  grant  such  a  degree,  or  to- 
gether with  a  diploma  or  license  of  the  Royal 
College  of  Physicians  of  London. 

"  2.  A  diploma  from  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  in  Ix>ndon^  together  with  a  certificate 
to  practise  as  an  apothecary  from  the  Society 
of  Apothecaries  of  London. 

*'  3.  A  diploma  from  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  in  London,  such  person  having  been 
in  actual  practice  as  an  apothecary  on  the  first 
day  of  August  1815. 

"  4.  A  warrant  or  commission  as  surgeon  or 
assistant-iurgeon  in  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  or 
as  surgeon,  or  assistant-surgeon,  or  apothecary 
in  Her  Majesty's  Army,  or  as  surgeon,  or  as- 
sistant-surgeon in  the  service  of  the  Honour- 
able East  India  Company,  dated  previous  to 
the  1st  day  of  AuguM,  1826." 

These  four  rules  weie  accompanied  with 
the  following  proviso^— 

''  That  if  it  shall  not  be  practicable  for  the 
Board  of  Guardians  to  procure  a  person  re- 
siding within  or  near  the  district  In  which  he 
is  to  act,  and  duly  qualified  in  one  of  the  four 
modes  recited  in  Art.  3,  to  attend  on  the  poor 
in  such  district,  or  that  the  only  person  resident 
in  or  near  such  district,  and  so  qualified,  shall 
have  been  dismissed  from  office  under  the  seal 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  or  shall  be 
judged  by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  be 
unfit  or  incompetent  to  hold  the  office  of 
medical  officer,  then  and  in  such  case,  the 
Board  of  Guardians  shall  cause  a  special 
minute  to  be  made  and  entered  on  the 
usual  record  of  their  proceedings,  stating 
the  reasons  which,  in  their  opinion,  make  it 
necessary  to  employ  a  person  not  qualified  as 
required  by  Art.  3,  and  shall  forthwith  transmit 
a  copy  of  such  minute  to  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners for  their  consideration;  and  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  may,  if  they  think 
fit  so  to  do,  permit  the  employment  by  such 
Board  of  Guardians  of  any  person  duly  li- 
censed to  practise  as  a  medical  man,  although 
such  person  shall  not  be  qualified  in  one  of 
the  four  modes  required  by  Art  3.  Art  5. 
Provided  also,  that  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commist toners  first  had  and  ob- 
tained, to  continue  in  office  any  medical  of- 
ficer duly  licensed  to  practise  as  a  medical 
man  already  employed  oy  anv  such  Board  of 
Guardians,  although  such  medical  officer  may 
not  be  qualified  in  one  of  the  four  modes  re- 
quired by  Art.  3." 

Thus,  then,  it  appeared  that  those  who 
had  obtained  medical  diplonids  in  Ireland 


and  Scotland,  as  well  as  those  who  bad 
obtained  medical  degrees  m  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  universities,  however  great  their 
professional  abilities  might  be,  were  not 
qualified  to  act  as  medical  officers  to  Poor 
Law  Unions.  There  did  not  however,  ap- 
pear to  be  snylhinfi^  in  the  Act,  namely, 
the  4th  and  5th  William  IV.,  to  call  for 
such  eiclusion.  The  result,  however,  was, 
that  it  was  put  in  force,  and  it  had  caused 
great  dissatisfaction  amongst  members  of 
the  medical  profession,  both  in  Scotland 
and  Ireland.  The  discontent  on  the  sub- 
ject had  increased,  as  this  eiclusion 
had  been  made  one  of  the  pretexts  for  in- 
troducing a  general  Medical  Bill,  and  thus 
break  down  that  protection  to  the  medical 
practitioner  which  was  given  in  1817,  hy 
ihe  measure  commonly  called  the  Apoibe- 
caries*  Act.  After  this  order,  dated  in 
March,  1842,  which  certainly  was  most 
loosely  drawn  up,  a  communication,  dated 
early  in  1843,  was  made  by  the  Presidents 
of  the  Colleges  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons 
in  Dublin  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners, 
which  was  answered  at  some  length  by  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners.  On  this  sub- 
ject the  Poor  Law  Commiasioners,  in  their 
Report  in  1843,  observe— 

**  With  respect  to  the  first  of  these  subjects, 
we  explained  in  the  last  annual  Report  (s.  31) 
the  nature  of  the  difficulty  which  we  had 
found  in  the  biate  of  the  law  affecting  the 
validity  in  England  of  medical  qualifica- 
tions deiived  from  a  Scotch  source.  We  then 
slated  that,  according  to  the  best  legal  advice 
which  we  had  been  able  to  obtain,  it  appeared 
to  us  that  a  person  having  merely  a  medical 
qualification  derived  from  an  university  orother 
body  qualified  to  grant  medical  diplomas  in 
Scotland  or  Ireland,  could  not  be  considered 
as  coming  within  the  words  '  persons  duly  li- 
censed to  practise  as  a  medical  man*  in 
(s.  109)  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act. 
Since  the  date  of  that  Report,  we  were  in- 
duced  to  consult  the  Attorney  General  and 
Mr.  Martin  on  the  subject ;  and  they  gave  it 
as  their  opinion  that  persons  having  a  surgical 
diploma  or  degree  from  a  Royal  College  or 
University  in  »Scotland  or  Ireland,  are  legally 
as  competent  to  be  medical  officers  under  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  as  persons  having 
the  diploma  of  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons 
in  London  ;  but  that  persons  having  only 
Scotch  or  Irish  medical  qualifications  are  not 
as  such  competent  to  practise  pharmacy  in 
England  and  Wales.  Accordingly,  by  a  letter 
dated  the  3tst  of  August,  1843,  which  was 
sent  to  all  the  Unions,  we  stated  that  we  con- 
sidered ourselves  justified  by  this  opinion  in 
admitting  persons  having  a  surgical  diploma 
or  degree  from  a  Royal  College  or  University 
in  Scotland,  to  the  same  righu  under  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Ace,  as  Members  of  the 


dOl 


Medical  Officers  of  {  Feb.  1  i } 


Poor  Law  Unions* 


:J02 


Royal  CoUeg€  of  Surgeons  of  London ;  and 
we  added  that  we  should  be  prepared  to  con- 
sent to  such  arrangements,  and  to  make  such 
modifications  in  our  general  order  of  March, 
1842,  as  might  be  necessary  to  give  effect 
in  any  Union  to  the  Attorney  General's 
opinion.'* 

The  letttT  of  the  Commissioners,  and  the 
opinion  of  the  learned  counsel,  were 
printed  as  a  supplement  to  the  annual 
Report,  and  were  as  follow  :  — 

**  Poor  Law  Cornminion  Office^  Somenet 
Houu,  August  31, 1843. 
"Sir,— -In  consequence  of  a  communication 
made  to  them  by  Her  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  have  consulted 
the  Attorney  General  and  other  counsel  on 
the  competency  of  medical  practitioners  pos- 
sessing Scotch  and  Irish  qualifications  to  act 
as  officers  in  a  Union  or  parish  under  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act.  The  effect  of  this 
opinion  (a  copy  of  which  is  annexed  for  your 
information)  is  as  follows : — 

'*  1 .  That  persons  having  a  snrgical  diploma 
or  degree  from  a  Royal  College  or  University 
in  Scotland  or  Ireland,  are  legally  as  com- 
petent to  be  medical  officers  under  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act,  as  persons  having  the 
diploma  of  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  in 
London. 

*'  2.  That  persons  having  only  Scotch  and 
Irish  medical  qualifications,  are  not,  as  such, 
competent  to  practise  pharmacy  in  England 
and  Wales.  The  Commissioners  think  that 
they  are,  by  this  opinion,  justified  in  admitting 
persons  having  a  surgical  diploma  or  degree 
from  a  Royal  College  or  University  in  Scot- 
land or  Ireland  to  the  same  rights,  under  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  as  members  of 
the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  of  London. 
The  Commissioners  will  therefore  be  prepared 
to  consent  to  such  arrangements,  and  to  make 
such  modifications  in  their  General  Order  of 
the  12th  March,  1842,  as  may  be  necessary  to 
give  effect  to  the  above-recited  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General.    I  am,  &c. 

(Signed)         **  £.  Chadwick,  Sec. 

« To  the  Clerk  of  the  Guardians 
of  the Union." 

"  Qnestion  arising  out  of  the  case  laid  be- 
fore Sir  Frederick  Pollock  and  Mr.  Martin : 

'*  Whether  persons  on  whom  medical  de- 
grees, diplomas,  or  licences,  have  been  con- 
ferred by  the  Universities  or  other  medical 
authorities  in  Scotland  or  Ireland,  are  com- 
petent to  be  appointed  and  to  act  as  medical 
officers  under  the  4th  and  5th  William  IV., 

c.  rer 

^Opinion. 
'*  We  are  of  opinion  that,  as  far  as  the 
question  of  surgery  is  concerned,  those  per- 
sons who  have  a  surgical  diploma,  or  degree 
from  a  Royal  College  or  University  in  Scot- 


land or  Ireland,  are  (in  point  of  law)  as  com- 
petent to  be  appointed  and  to  act  as  medical 
officers,  under  the  statute  referred  to,  as  the 
persons  who  have  the  diploma  of  the  Royal 
College  of  Surgeons  in  London.  With  respect 
to  pharmacy,  the  right  to  practise  (in  England 
and  AVales)  is  confined  to  those  who  have  a 
licence  or  certificate  of  the  Apothecaries' 
Company,  and  other  persons  whose  rights  are 
savea  by  the  Apothecaries'  Acts  :  and,  in  our 
opinion,  persons  having  Scotch  and  Irish  me- 
dical degrees  are  not  among  such  last-named 
persons. 

(Signed)        "  Frederick  Pollock, 
'*  Samuel  Martin. 

"  Temple,  Aug.  8, 1843." 

It  was  curious  that,  notwithstanding  this 
opinion  of  ihe  then  Attorney  General,  Sir 
F.  Pollock,  and  Mr.  Manin,  bearing  date 
the  8ih  of  August,  1843,  that  persons 
holding  surgical  diplomas  and  degrees 
from  Scotch  or  Irish  Colleges  or  Univer- 
sities were  competent  to  act  as  Medical 
Officers  in  Poor  Law  Unions,  the  general 
order  of  March,  1842,  had  remained  un- 
altered.  The  consequence  was,  that  medi- 
cal practitioners  still  appeared  to  be  in  as 
great  a  stale  of  uncertainty  and  confusion 
as  ever  with  regard  to  who  were  and  who 
were  not  duly  qualified  to  hold  appoint- 
nients  as  medical  officers  in  connexion 
with  Poor  Law  Unions.  The  object  of  the 
Motion  he  now  submitted  to  the  House 
was,  to  procure  from  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners a  clear  and  distinct  statement 
of  the  qualifications  which  they  deemed 
necessary  to  enable  medical  gentlemen  to 
hold  such  appointments  as  medical  offi- 
cers. He  believed,  that  the  publication 
of  the  Return  for  which  he  now  moved, 
would  afford  very  great  satisfaction,  for  he. 
had  no  doubt  it  would  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  from  the  Commissioners,  that 
they  had  to  a  certain  extent  altered  their 
general  order  of  March,  1842,  and  brought 
it  into  conformity  with  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  Sir  F.  Pollock,  in  August, 
1843.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  for  the  Return. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  the  right  of  per- 
sons holding  diplomas  of  Scotch  and  Irish 
colleges  to  practise  generally  in  ccmnexion 
with  the  Poor  Law  Unions  in  England, 
was  a  matter  involved  in  some  doubt. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  would 
surely  admit  that  the  opinions  of  the 
present  Chief  Baron,  and  of  Mr.  Martin, 
Queen's  Counsel,  were  entitled  to  the 
greatest  respect  on  a  matter  of  law,  and 
as  to  the  construction  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
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liament.  The  Poor  Law  Commismonen 
were  bound  t)  execute  their  functions 
in  conformity  with  law.  Among  other 
statutes  regulating  medical  practice  in 
this  country  was  the  Apothecaries'  Act ; 
and  in  the  opinion  signed  by  the  Chief 
Baron  and  Mr.  Martin,  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  just  read,  they  distinctly 
NiAted,  that  practitioners  holding  surgical 
diplomas  or  degrees  from  colleges  or  uni- 
versities in  Scotland  or  Ireland  might 
legally  practise  as  surgeons  in  England ; 
but  that,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Apothecaries'  Act,  which  was  the  law  of 
the  land,  they  could  not  act  as  general 
practitioners.  That  was  to  say,  they  could 
not  both  prescribe  and  make  up  medicines 
^-they  could  not  practise  pharmacy.  He 
understood  general  practitioners  to  be  those 
who  could  prescribe  as  physicians,  who 
could  practise  as  surgeons,  and  who,  if 
necessary,  could  compound  and  administer 
the  drugs  they  prescribed ;  and  it  was  most 
advisable  that  in  Poor  Law  Unions  thev 
should  have  the  services  of  practitioners  of 
this  description.  It  was  with  the  view  of 
offering  facilities  for  the  general  practi- 
tioner that  he  sought  to  alter  the  law 
relating  to  medical  practice,  and  more  espe- 
cially to  repeal  the  Apothecaries'  Act,  which 
was  the  great  impediment  to  the  general 
practice  in  Eneland  of  Scotch  and  Irish 
medical  men.  He  (Sir  J.  Graham^  did 
not  feel  the  least  difficulty  or  hesitation  in 
laying  upon  the  TaUe  sdl  the  Papers  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had 
allude<l,  and  among  them  the  opinion  of 
the  Chief  Baron  and  Mr.  Martin,  which 
stated  directly  that  the  Apothecaries*  Act 
was  the  impediment  to  the  practice  of  Iri^h 
and  Scotch  medical  men  in  thu  conntrv. 

• 

Tlie  Poor  Law  Commissioners  were  bound 
by  the  law  as  it  stood  to  say  that  no  Scotch 
or  Irish  practitioner,  however  eminent  for 
his  talent^-however  satisfactorily  he  might 
liave  passed  his  examinations,  could  be  em« 
ployed  in  any  Poor  Law  Union  in  this 
country,  unless  he  was  prepared  to  forego 
all  the  advantages  which  his  services  as  a 
general  practitioner  offered  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians.  The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
had  brought  out  roost  strongly — ^he  could  not 
have  done  so  more  prominently— the  great 
grievance  with  which,  among  others,  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  proposed  to  deal  in  the 
liill  it  was  his  intention  to  submit  to  the 
House.  He  must  add,  that  after  the 
opinion  given  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
and  Mt.  Martin,  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners issued  4  circular   to  the  Boards  of 


Guardians,  stating  that,  though  Scotdi  and 
Irish  practitioners  could  not  practise  phar- 
macv,  vet  that,  if  their  services  were 
strictly  restricted  to  surgery,  they  might 
be  employed.  He  begged  to  express  hia 
obligation  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Wakley)  fur  having  brought  forward  so 
prominently  one  very  great  defect  of  the 
existing  law  relating  to  medical  practice. 

Mr  fVakley  said,  the  circumstanre 
which  had  siruck  the  members  of  the  mi*- 
dical  profession  as  most  extraordinary 
was  this, — that,  after  the  opinion  he  had 
read,  no  general  order  bad  been  issued  by 
the  Commissioners  to  alter  ihe  general 
order  promulgated  in  1842.  The  opinion 
of  the  Attorney  General,  obtained  in  1843, 
clearly  showed  that  medical  men  possess, 
ing  diplomas  or  degrees  from  Scorch  or 
Irish  Colleges  could  legally  praoiise  as 
medical  officers  to  Poor  Law  Unions  iR 
England  ;  and  yet  no  tt«>ps  were  taken  to 
alter  the  general  order  which  had  be«*n 
issued  a  year  and  a-half  previously  on  this 
subject.  He  hoped  that,  when  the  rtght 
hon.  Baronet  brought  forward  his  Bill  on 
the  subject  of  Medical  practice,  he  would 
recollect  that,  inasmuch  as  the  present 
Chief  Haron  had  given  it  as  his  opinion 
that  Irish  and  Scotch  surgeons  could 
practise  surji^ery  and  medicine,  though  not 
pharmacy,  which  was  ihe  preparation  of 
medicine,  in  Poor  Law  Unions,  it  was  not 
necessary  to  repeal  the  Apothecaries'  Act 
in  order  to  admit  those  gentlemen  to  legal 
practice. 

Sir  J.  GraAam  said,  his  impression  was, 
that,  after  the  opinion  of  Sir  F.  Pollock 
and  Mr.  Martin  had  been  obtained,  a 
general  order  on  the  subject  was  issued  by 
tiie  Commissioners,  but  be  could  not  posi« 
lively  stale  ibat  such  was  the  case.  He 
was,  however,  quite  certain  that,  either  in 
the  form  of  a  circular  letter  or  of  a  gene- 
ral order,  the  eflfccl  of  that  opinion  was 
intimated  to  the  various  Bu««rds  of  Guar* 
dians. 

Return  ordered. 

Emplotmbvt  i!t  WoRKiiouaes.] 
Captain  Pechell  rose  to  move  lor  the  Re- 
turn  ordered  the  25ih  of  July,  of  all  Union 
'  Workhouses  under  the  Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  ID  which  the  pau|)er  inmates 
thereof  are,  or  have  been,  einploved  in 
grinding  or  crushing  b*  nes  by  means  of 
mills,  machinery,  or  otherwise;  toicflher 
with  the  date  of  such  erection  ol  mills 
or  other  machinery,  and  the  names  of  th« 
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Chairman  and  Vice-Chairnnan  of  the  Beard 
of  Guardians  of  every  ^uch   Union  Rt  the 
period;  also  the  cost  of  the  said  bone?, 
including  all   expenses   of   carriage  and 
other  incidental  expenses,  and  the  amount 
which   the  same  have  produced   in  their 
manufactured  state,  and  whether  the  same 
have  been  sold  by  tender,  or  fixed  price, 
or  otherwise.  This  Return  was  ordered  on 
the  25th  6f  July  lasi;  but  although  there 
was  ample  time  between  that  period  and 
the  prorog«ition  of  Parliament  to  obtain 
the  information  and  prepare  the  Return, 
ii  had  not  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.     The  Order  made  by  this  House 
would  be  sent  to  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners, who  were  responsible  for  the  pro- 
durtion  of  thei»e  Return?,  and  who  were 
under  the  direction  of  the  right  hon.  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the   Home  Depart- 
ment ;  but  lie  was  in  possession  of  facts 
which   showed  that  the   information  re- 
quired for  these  Returns  was  furnished  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  long  before 
the  Prorogation  of  Parliament.    They  had 
heard  during  the  discussion  this  evening, 
that  barristers  who  were  engaged  before 
Select  Committees  of  that  House  some- 
times endeavoured    to  overmaster   those 
Committees,  and  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  these  Poor  Law  Commissioners  were 
endeavouring  to  overmaster  that  House, 
as  they  appeared   to  have  overmastered 
the  rigiit  hon.   Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J. 
Graham).     The  non-production  ol  these 
Returns  had  been  attended  with  great  in- 
convenience.    The  re-appointment  of  the 
Committee  to  investigate  the  operation  of 
the  Act  relating  to  Gilbert  Unions  had 
already   been   moved ;  and   he  (Captain 
Pechell)  had  hoped  that  the  information 
derived   from  these  Returns  would  have 
afforded   some  means  of  comparing  the 
condition  of  the  workhouses  under  that 
humane  law,  as  contrasted  with  the  New 
Poor  Law,  and  the  condition  of  the  work- 
houses under  the  management  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners.     The  Commissioners 
had  been  enabled,  in  some  measure,  to  de- 
feat him   in  this  object.     The  right  hon. 
B      Bet  had  promised,  at  the  end  of  the 
last  Session,  that  these  Returns  should  be 
produced,  and  he  believed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  really  intended  to  act  up 
to  his  profession.     But  during  the  recess, 
while  the  right  hon.   Baronet  and  other 
hon.  Members  of  that  House  were  recreat. 
iiig  themselves  on  the  moors  or  on   the 
anks  of  the  Rhine,  he  touk  the  oppor  tu 


nity  of  visiting  a  Poor  Law  workhouse — 
or,  as  it  was  called  in  the  country,  a  Poor 
Law  '*  bastile.*'  Now,  it  so  happened 
that  a  mill  for  the  grinding  or  crushing;  uf 
bones  for  the  purpojies  of  manure  was 
erected  in  that  very  *' bastile,**  and  it  was 
shown  to  him  as  one  of  the  features 
of  the  place.  Whea  he  saw  the  place, 
he  thought  it  was  a  dep6t  for  bone  of 
a  very  different  description.  When  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  staled 
last  Session  that  this  intolerable  nuisance 
should  wholly  cease,  he  relied  upon  that 
declaration;  and  he  certainly  did  not  ex- 
pect that  in  November  or  December  last 
he  would  have  witnessed  a  continuanre 
of  this  most  objectionable  system.  He 
hoped,  when  these  Returns  were  laid  be- 
fore them,  that  the  House  would  be  given 
to  understand  whether  those  pruciices  of 
crushing  or  grinding  bones  by  mills,  ma- 
chinery, or  otherwise?,  would  any  lunger 
be  allowed  to  continue,  and  whether  the 
workhouses  under  the  management  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  were  in  those 
respects  similarly  situate  with  those  of  the 
Gilbert  Unions.  At  present,  indeed, 
there  was  no  positive  authority  for  assert- 
ing that  any  such  practice  did  exist,  save 
the  evidence  which  had  been  extracted 
from  witnesses,  who  were  generally  un- 
willing to  give  it ;  but  when  the  Return^i, 
for  which  he  had  moved,  were  before  the 
House,  it  would  be  ascertained  how  far 
the  system  was  prevalent,  and  it  would 
then  be  impossible  for  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners to  continue  it  any  longer.  He 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site would  support  him,  and  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  exert  himself  to  put  an  end 
to  practices  of  which  he  had  last  Session 
expressed  his  disapprobation;  notwith- 
standing which,  those  Returns  would  be 
able  to  inform  him  and  the  House  that 
mills  for  grinding  and  crushing  bones, 
as  in  the  workhouses  which  he  had  re- 
cently visited,  were  still  in  the  course  of 
being  erected,  and  in  full  operation.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  for  the 
Returns. 

Sir  •/.  Oraham  begs^ed  to  assure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  that  he  had  last 
Session  pressed  upon  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners'attention  the  fact,  that  it  whs 
his  urgent  desire  that  those  Returns  should 
be  laid  before  the  House  previous  to 
the  termination  of  the  last  Session,  and 
he  believed  that  every  care  and  dili»;;ence 
was  used  to  comply  with  the  Orders  of  the 
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IfoDte,  but,  notwithManding,  it  was  found 
impossible  to  complete  them  until  the 
Session  had  closed.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment, however,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer,  that  the  Returns  were 
quite  ready,  and  that  in  the  course  of  four 
or  five  days  they  should  be  laid  before  the 
House.  He  had  done  all  in  his  power  to 
forward  their  production;  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member  that  he 
had  not  been  up  the  Rhine,  although  he 
must  admit  that  be  had  for  a  short  time  been 
upon  the  moors.  He  might  take  occasion  to 
remark  that  he  had  expressed  his  opinion 
with  respect  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  Motion  before; 
and  had  declared  his  conviction  that 
labour  of  the  description  referred  to, 
should  no  longer  be  continued  in  the 
Poor  Law  workhouses.  There  were  many 
circumstances  which  rendered  that  labour 
most  disagreeable  and  offensive^  such  as 
the  very  disgusting  smell  which  necessa- 
rily arose  from  the  bones  in  warm  weather, 
which,  with  other  causes,  made  it  a  mat- 
ter of  deep  regret  that  that  particular  spe- 
cies of  labour  should  be  had  recourse  to  in 
workhouses.  At  the  same  time  he  was 
bound  to  say,  that,  notwithstanding  all  the 
jealousy  of  the  power  of  the  Commissioners 
at  Somerset  House,  it  would  appear  that 
their  authority  was  very  limited  indeed ; 
for,  although  the  practice  of  crushing  and 
grinding  bones  was  not  prescribed  for  the 
paupers  by  any  law,  nor  appointed  in  the 
Poor  Law  Act,  much  less  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
who  bad  expressed  his  disapprobation  of 
it,  and  still  less  by  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, who  also  disapproved  of  it,  yet 
it  was  nevertheless  persevered  in  by  the 
local  authorities.  Now,  if  the  Commis- 
siooers  had  had  the  power,  they  would 
have  put  an  end  to  it  instantly.  But  they 
had  not;  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
the  practice  was  continued,  and  became 
an  illustration  of  what  local  management 
was,  when  unchecked  by  any  proper  su- 
perintending authority.  As  the  law  stood 
at  present,  the  Parliament  might  expreas 
its  disapprobation  of  such  a  practice^the 
Secretary  of  State  might  advise  its  dis* 
continuance,  and  state  his  opinion  that  it 
was  not  an  expedient  mode  of  employing 
pauper  labour,  as  he  had  done  on  the 
present  occasion,  and  yet  the  local  au- 
thorities had  the  supreme  power,  and  night 
disregard  any  such  interference.  Cer- 
tainly, however,  they  might  regret  such  an 


exercise  of  local  authority,  the  example 
proved  that  the  Poor  Law  Commiasiooers 
had  not  the  power  to  stop  it. 

Viscount  Ebrington  said,  that  as  one  who 
was  connected  with  an  Union  workhouse 
where  bones  were  ground  and  crushed  by 
machinery,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  the  present  occasion.  If  those 
bones  were  to  be  crushed  at  all,  by  whom 
was  it  10  be  done?  By  free  and  in- 
dependent labourers  only,  and  not  by 
paupers  f  Certainly  it  was  a  new  doctrine 
for  him  to  hear,  that  work  which  was  too 
offensive  for  paupers  should  be  performed 
by  free]  labourers ;  for,  performed  under 
proper  regulations  in  the  open  air,  or  in 
well-ventilated  sheds/ it  was  not  unwhole- 
some. Being  convinced,  that  as  one  of 
the  Guardians  in  this  case,  he  had  not 
been  a  party  to  ordering  any  unjust,  un- 
fair, or  unwholesome  employment  for  the 
paupers  of  the  South  Molton  Union,  he 
trusted  that  they  and  those  of  other 
Unions  which  had  adopted  the  same  sys- 
tem, would  persevere  in  it  as  long  as  the 
law  allowed  them  to  do  so.  [Sir  C. 
Lemon:  Hear,   hear.] 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  although  the 
noble  Lord,  echoed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cornwall  (Sir  C.  Lemon),  had  so  lauded 
the  practice,  he,  nevenheleas,  hoped  that 
it  would  soon  be  checked.  He  could  not 
but  call  to  the  recollection  of  the  House 
a  petition  which  had  been  presented  to 
them  from  a  pauper  who  had  been  broQKht 
to  death's  door  by  his  treatment  in  a  cer- 
tain workhouse,  where  it  was  made  a 
matter  of  punishment  that  he  should  be 
sent  to  the  bone-mill.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  noble  Lord,  who  was  fighting  so 
nobly  for  his  absent  colleaguea,  could 
maintain  his  position  ;  and  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  contiooe  bta 
opposition  to  the  practice,  and  insist  upon 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  issuing  pe- 
remptory orders  upon  the  aobject.  That 
was  the  more  necessary,  aa  in  the  poor- 
house  which  he  (Captain  Pechell)  bad  in 
his  mind,  the  Guardians  actually  thought 
that  they  were  carrying  into  effect  the 
opinions  of  the  Commissioners  with  regard 
to  the  employment  of  panperf,  by  con- 
tinuing that  practice,  and  imagined  thai 
they  bad,  by  so  doing,  made  it  the  model 
of  a  Baatile.  He  had  only  to  hope  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  repeat  to  bis  col- 
leagues at  Sooth  Moltoo  what  he  had 
heard  of  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
and  of  the  Coromiiaiooers,  and  that  he 
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Mfould  tell  them  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  giveo  up  their  heartless  and  cruel 
system,  which  was  both  offensive  to  the 
ideas,  and  repugnant  to  the  tastes  of  all 
but  themselves, 

Mr.  Wakley  :  Finding  that  this  prac- 
tice actually  has  got  advocates,  and  that, 
too,  in  the  noble  Lord,  and  in  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cornwall, —find- 
ing that  it  has  actually  advocates  too  in 
this  House,  I  must  say,  that  I  fear  the 
local  interests  are  much  stronger  than  I 
was  at  first  inclined  to  believe.  I  thought 
that  it  was  by  some  accident  that  the  atro- 
cious practice  had  fallen  under  the  notice 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member ;  but  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  rise  in  his  place  in 
this  House,  and  ask,  "  How  is  this  labour 
to  be  performed,  if  it  is  not  done  by  the 
paupers?"  does,  I  confess,  confound  me. 
Well,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  cer> 
taioly  have  more  to  do  than  I  thought 
they  had.  1  must  say  that ;  and,  more- 
over, I  am  bound  to  acknowledge,  that 
they  have  t>een  the  protectors  of  members 
of  my  profession  against  the  parsimony  of 
the  local  Boards  of  Guardians.  Why, 
under  the  circumstances  which  have  been 
stated,  1  should  be  inclined  to  give 
ibem  more  authority.  1  certainly  am 
of  opinion  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  not  delay  asking  for  more  au- 
thority to  be  given  to  those  Commis- 
sioners within  forty-eight  hours.  What, 
Sir,  the  paupers  to  be  employed  in  crush- 
ing and  grinding  bones  in  a  state  of  rot- 
tenness  and  decomposition  !  Such  a  poi. 
aonous,  odious,  filthy,  abominable  occupa- 
tion ;  and  that,  too,  to  be  defended  by  a 
noble  Lord,  in  his  place  in  this  House ! 
The  noble  Lord  surely  can't  have  spent 
any  time  in  a  workhouse.  It  is  really 
most  distressing  to  hear  such  statements 
made  in  Parliament;  and,  I  fear,  if  the 
noble  Lord  has  sanctioned  such  practices 
in  his  own  workhouse,  that  the  practice 
in  question  is  but  too  general  throughout 
the  country,  and  that  it  will  be  found  ne« 
cessary  to  give  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
power  to  check  and  prohibit  them.  I  have 
already  stated  that  the  Commissioners  have 
protected  the  members  of  my  profession 
against  the  avarice  of  the  Guardians.  Of 
one  case,  I  may  now  tell  the  House.  In 
a  Union,  of  which  I  will  not  now  mention 
the  name,  but  may  do  so  hereafter,  a  me- 
dical officer  was  dismissed  '* because,"  it 
was  said/'  he  had  been  too  liberal  in  giving 
food  to  the  paupers."  Without  one  case  be- 


ingalleged,or  one  proof  specifically  brought 
against  him,  of  the  truth  of  this  charge,  he 
was  sent  away  on  that  general  ground  ;  and 
I  am  informed  that  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners had  no  power  whatever  to  pro- 
tect that  individual  from  such  treatment, 
though  at  the  same  time  I  was  told  that, 
if  they  had  possessed  any  such  power,  they 
certainly  would  have  exerted  it  in  his  be- 
half. Under  the  circumstances  which  have 
been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  ask  him  to  apply  to  this 
House  for  power  to  give  the  Commis- 
sioners authority  to  put  down  such  abu- 
minable  practices. 

Mr.  Roebuck  was  not  about  to  address 
I  he  House  upon  the  immediate  subject  of 
debate,  but  he  could  not  but  make  a  few 
remarks  with  reference  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  It  ap- 
peared that  because  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners seemed  lo  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  not  what  he  had  on  particular 
occasions  in  that  House  declared  them  to 
be,  or  as  he  had  considered  them  formerly, 
he  now  called  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
not  to  allow  forty- eight  hours  to  pass  before 
he  had  applied  to  the  House  for  an  increase 
of  their  power.  Letthehon.  Member  then 
look  back  to  the  long  course  of  invective 
which  had  been  used  with  respect  to  those 
Commissioners,  and  let  others  regard  the 
expiessions  which  had  been  applied  to 
them.  Let  them  recollect  how  those  gen- 
tlemen had  been  attacked  as  the  "  three 
tyrants  of  Somerset  House."  Or  as  an 
hon.  Member  reminded  him — as  *'  pinch 
paupers,"  and  that  every  other  term  of  re- 
proach had  been  applied  to  them ;  and 
then  let  them  reflect  upon  the  speech  they 
had  just  heard.  He  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  before  he  again 
hastily  expressed  his  opinions  on  such 
subjects,  to  place  more  faith  in  those 
who  had  more  accurately  and  carefully 
considered  those  matters.  He  had  been 
one  of  those  against  whom  the  finger  of 
scorn  had  been  pointed  by  hon.  Members, 
because  they  had  ventured  to  support  the 
Poor  Law.  He  now  fixed  his  finger  of 
scorn  against  those  hon.  Gentlemen. 
There  were  persons  who  were  so  careless, 
that  they  did  not  mind  what  expressions 
of  opinion  they  gave  utterance  to,  so  as  it 
suited  the  matter  in  hand.  When  it  suited 
one  of  those  persons,  he  could  talk  of 
'*  the  three  tyrants  of  Somerset  House.*' 
But  again  he  could  come  round  and  talk, 
if  it  suited  him,  of  increasing  the  power 
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of  thoM  tyrants  withio  forty-eight  hourf. 
Sucha  course  might  be  taken  by  one  who 
lought  alone  for  popular  influence  and 
applause,  but  it  could  not  be  adopted  by 
him  who  entered  public  life  with  a  sense 
of  the  dei»p  responsibility  reshng  upon  his 
shoulders,  which  he  thereby  incurred,  and 
who  was  ready  to  encounter  the  opposi- 
tion of  his  opponents,  as  well  as  willing  to 
meet  the  hostility  of  his  friends,  in  the 
execution  of  what  he  conceived  to  be  bis 
duty.  All  he  had  risen  for  on  the  present 
occasion  was  to  impress  upon  the  hon. 
Members  the  magnitude  of  the  doty  which 
always  devolved  upon  them,  not  hastily  to 
come  to  any  conclusion  upon  questions 
which  might  be  brought  before  them,  and 
above  all,  not  to  rely  upon  the  arts  of  po- 
pularity seekers  and  dfma^ogues,  anxious 
only  to  obtain  applause  for  themselves. 
He  had  seen  one  singular  instance  in  the 
hon.  Member's  speech  of  an  acknowledg. 
ment  of  error  in  his  past  conduct,  and  he 
hoped  (hat  it  would  induce  modesty  of  con« 
duct  in  those  who  might  hereafter  be 
called  upon  to  express  their  opinion  on 
great  public  questions. 

Sir  C  Lemon  said,  that  as  far  as  expres- 
sions of  disapprobation  went,  there  cer- 
tainly  did  appear  to  be  a  condemnation  of 
the  practice  of  bone  crushing  in  poor- 
houses,  and  he  would  not  have  risen  but 
be  l>elieved  that  it  was  a  particular  de- 
scription  of  labour  not  remarkably  offen- 
sive to  those  engaged  in  it,  nor  in  any  way 
unwholesome.  He  had  aeen  a  good  deal  of 
the  labour,  nnd  could  speak  of  it^  and  be 
was  sure  that  it  was  neither  more  un- 
healthy, offensive,  nor  injurious  than 
breaking  stones,  or  any  other  employment 
of  that  oalare.  He  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that,  if  he  cut  off  that  source 
of  employment  from  the  paupers,  he  should 
at  Irast  suggest  some  other  means  of  using 
tbeir  time  and  labour.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  told  them  that  the  6rst 
time  he  hsd  ever  been  withio  the  walls  of 
a  workhouse  was  recently,  although  he 
had  heard  bim  frequently  speak  upon  their 
misnianaKement,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
bon.  Member  would  take  more  frequent 
opportunities  of  enlarging  his  knowledge 
respecting  them. 

Mr.  fVakley  said,  that  be  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  Parliamentary  or  not,  that 
improper  motives  should  be  attributed  to  a 
Member  of  the  House.  It  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  that  he  had 
made  >t«iiements  in   thst  House  for  the 


purpose  of  acquiring  popularity  ;  but  he 
«vas  as  incapable  of  doing  ao  aa  the  boo. 
Member  himself,  or  any  other  Member  of 
that  House.  He  Qiterlv  denied  that  he 
had  ever  acted  in  the  manner,  or  with  the 
views  imputed  to  him;  and  be  could  de- 
clare that  he  had  never  used  any  language 
with  respect  to  the  Foor  Law  Commis- 
sioners, or  any  one  else,  which  he  was  not 
now  prepared  to  adopt,  and  to  repeat. 
What  he  had  said  was.  that  if  the  practice 
to  which  the  present  notice  referred  were 
actually  in  operation — a  practice  which  he 
had  always  opposed— and  that  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  could  not  put  a  atop 
to  it,  he  was  prepared  to  give  them  sofli« 
cient  power  to  do  so  immediately. 

Mr.  Henley  declared,  that  be  could  not 
but  feel  surprised  that  the  hon.  Memt>er 
who  had  juat  sat  down  should  have 
thought  fit  to  praise  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, who  were  the  persons  who 
taught  the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  go 
upon  the  contract  system  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  organisation  of  the  New  Poor 
Law,  and  that  a  man  of  hia  quick  per- 
ceptions should  have  fallen  into  the  trap 
which  had  l)een  laid  for  him  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department.  Public  opinion,  which  was 
the  best  corrector  of  abuses,  had  been 
expressed  unequivocally  on  the  subject 
before  the  Houae ;  and  here  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  when  pressed  upon 
to  interfere  and  do  away  with  the 
system  which  they  have  hitherto  gone 
upon,  were  unable  to  act— a  natural  con- 
sequence of  that  one-sided oess  of  the  law 
which  left  them  power  to  do  mischief, 
but  deprived  them  of  the  means  of  domi; 
good.  But  with  regard  to  this  practice  of 
bone-crushing,  what  was  the  f<ict7  If 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  bad  not  the 
hf>nour  of  originating  it,  the  credit  cer» 
tainly  was  to  be  given  to  the  Assist- 
ant Poor  Law  Commisiiionera,  who  went 
al>out  the  country,  saying.  *'  What  a  ca- 
pital mode  of  lal>our  this  is  ;'*  or  talking  to 
the  various  l>oards,  and  auggeating  it— 
**  Oh,  let  the  people  try  bone-crosbin£, 
and  you  will  be  sure  of  keeping  them  out 
of  the  house.**  Who  waa  the  peraon  who 
had  the  honour  of  having  made  the  origi- 
nal suggestion  be  did  not  know,  but  be 
knew  that  it  had  originated  in  his  county, 
as  he  had  mentioned.  He  could  not  but 
express  his  surprise  at  the  short  memory 
of  the  boo.  Meml>er  for  Fin^bniy,  who 
had  now  praised  the  Commis8iont*rs  for 
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their  treatment  of  medical  men,  but  who 
had  formerly  said  very  different  things  of 
the  Board. 

Mr.  Crawford  said,  that  when  he  heard 
ao  increase  of  power  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  proposed,  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  protest  against  any  such 
measure.  He  did  not  deny  that  there 
had  been  abuses  with  respect  to  (he 
grinding  and  crushing  of  bones  ;  but  there 
were  other  means  of  remedying  such 
abuses,  without  increasing  the  power  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners.  Those, 
and  other  evils,  arose  from  the  system  of 
making  the  entrance  into  the  Poor  Law 
workhouses  the  sole  condition  of  relief. 
He  was  afraid  evils  were  necessary, 
but  he  was  desirous  of  limiting  them  as 
much  as  possible ;  and  he  wished  to  see 
some  better  method  of  employing  the 
poor  adopted,  whilst  he  was  unwilling  to 
attempt  to  remedy  the  present  abuses  by 
friving  increased  power  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners. 

Law  of  Sbttlbment.^  Sir  J.  Graham^ 
in  rising  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  laws  re- 
lating to  parochial  settlement,  and  to  the 
removal  of  the  poor,  said — 1  do  assure  the 
House  that  I  am  at  all  times  must  unwill- 
ing to  occupy  unnecessarily  any  part  of 
their  time,  yet  when  I  consider  the  magni- 
tude and  importance  of  the  subject  which 
I  venture  on  the  present  occasion  to  bring 
under  your  consideration — when  I  am 
about  to  explain  the  course  which  I  think 
should  be  taken  on  this  important  subject, 
I  am  afraid  I  must  claim  some  portion  of 
your  indulgence,  for  I  cannot  do  justice  to 
myself  with  reference  to  the  extent  of  the 
changes  i  am  about  to  propose,  without 
explaining  to  the  House  the  reasons  which 
have  led  me  to  recommend  those  changes. 
When  I  last  addressed  the  Hou«e  on  the 
subject  I  ventured  to  remind  them  of  its 
immense  importance.  It  is  only  necessary 
to  state  two  or  three  facts  to  bring  that 
importance  prominently  to  your  recollection. 
It  is  a  melancholy  fact,  but  still  a  fact^  that 
no  less  than  one- tenth  of  the  whole  popu- 
lation of  England  and  Wales  receive  relief 
from  the  poor-rate  in  the  course  of  the 
year.  A  multitude  no  less  than  1,500,000 
persons  in  this  country  receive  relief  from 
the  poor-rate.  The  magnitude  of  the  sum 
also  thus  paid  is  very  great.  I  can  bring 
this  fact  to  the  recollection  of  the  House  in 
various  ways.     I  may  state  it  thus :  it  is  no 
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exaggeration  that  dnoe  the  termination  of 
the  war  in  1815,  notwithstanding  all  that 
has  been  said  of  the  neglect  of  the  interests 
of  the  poor — notwithstanding  all  that  has 
been  said  of  the  inhumanity  of  the  law,  of 
the  culpable  negligence   with  which  the 
wants  of  the  poor  are  regarded  by  the  rich, 
independently  of  all  private  charity,  and  of 
the  benefactions  of  our  charitable  institu- 
tions— since  the  termination  of  the  war  no 
less  a  sum  has  been  levied  from  the  rate- 
payers of  this  country  than  200,000,000/., 
a  sum  amounting  to  more  than  one-fourth 
of  the  capital  of  the  national  debt.     Think, 
then,  of  the  magnitude  of  the  sum — think 
again  of  the  number  of  the  recipients — all 
these  considerations    are   intimately  con- 
nected with  the  subject  which  I  now  ven- 
ture to  bring  under  your  notice.     It  de- 
pends on  the  settlement  of  the  individual 
the  first  day  he  claims  relief  what  shall  be 
the  locality  in  which  he  shall  receive  it ;  and 
if  he  happens  not  to  be  "  settled*'  in  the 
place  where  destitution  arises,   the   next 
question  is,  shall  he  be  relieved^-shall  he 
be  removed?    Now,   what  must   be   the 
effect  upon  the  habits,  the  feelings,  and  all 
the  associations  of  the  individual  who  ap- 
plies for  relief,  when,  in  addition  to  desti- 
tution and  poverty,   these  two  questions 
arise— shall   he    be    relieved?    and    shall 
he  be  permitted  to  receive  relief  in  the 
place  where  he  has  resided,  the  residence 
he   has  freely  chosen,  or  shall  he  be  re« 
moved  from    that  place  with  which   his 
associations  and  habits  are  bound  up,  to 
some  far  distant  locality,  in  which  all  those 
ties  shall  cease  to  exist  ?  Painful  it  must 
be  to  tell  him  that  he  cannot  receive  relief 
in  the  place  where  he  has  resided.    Pardon 
me  for  thus  introducing  a  subject  so  inti- 
mately connected  with   the  interests  and 
feelings  of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  com- 
munity.    Its  magnitude  deserves  considera- 
tion, and  its  difficulty  and  importance  make 
me   diffident   in  proposing  any  legislative 
change.     Yet    I  am  satisfied — I  am  con- 
scientiously satisfied,  that  important  changea 
and  modifications  of  the  existing  Law  of 
Settlement,  with  reference  both  to  the  in- 
terests and  the  feelings  of  the  poor,  are  in- 
dispensable.    Actuated  by  that  strong  im- 
pression, I   venture  to  bring  under  your 
notice  the  Bill  which  I  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  towards  the  close  of  last  Ses- 
sion.    And   those  Gentlemen   who   were 
present,  and  who  did  me  the  honour  of  at- 
tending to  the  remarks  I  made  on  the  oc- 
casion of  introducing  it,  will  recollect  that 
I  seized  with  anxiety  the  opportunity  of 
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the  approaching  reoeas  to  lay  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  public,  in  the  hope  that  during  the 
recesii  it  would  undergo  free  discussion, 
and  that  I  might  receive  aid  from  that  dis- 
cussion, and  profit  by  the  hints  which 
might  be  thrown  out.  In  that  expecta- 
tion I  have  not  been  disappointed.  From 
various,  I  may  say  almost  innumerable 
quarters,  I  have  received  valuable  sug- 
gestions. And  it  i^  now  my  duty  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  result  of  the  best 
consideration  I  have  been  enabled  to  give 
to  those  suggestions  and  comments.  In 
the  fiill,  as  I  introduced  it  last  Ses8ion» 
there  were  four  subjects  prominently 
treated.  First,  there  was  the  Law  of  Set- 
tlement. On  that  branch  of  the  subject  I 
proposed  great  alterations;  namely,  that 
all  other  heads  of  settlement  should  forth- 
with, not  only  prospectively,  but  retro- 
spectively, be  repealed,  and  that  a  birth 
settlement  should  be  substituted.  As  to 
the  second  branch,  relating  to  removal,  I 
need  not  detail  the  seven  checks  on  sum- 
mary  removal  proposed  to  be  introduced. 
For  the  present  I  will  only  refer  to  one, 
which  was  the  suggestion,  that  five  years' 
continued  residence  in  any  locality  should 
not  give  to  the  party  so  residing  an  abso- 
lute settlement,  such  as  would  convey  the 
right  to  his  descendants^  but  should  place 
him  in  a  novel  situation,  without  a  settle- 
ment, but  with  the  privilege  of  irremov- 
ability. The  strongest  objections  made 
to  the  Bill  1  laid  on  the  Table  last  Session 
were^  first,  to  the  substitution  of  birth  set- 
tlement, both  prospectively  and  retrospec- 
tively ;  and,  secondly,  to  the  propoeititm 
that  parties  not  having  a  settlement,  but 
residing  for  five  years,  should  be  irre- 
movable. The  objections  taken  to  the  first 
two  heads  namely,  birth  settlement  and 
irremovability  after  a  five  years'  residence, 
are  very  nearly  of  the  same  character  and 
almost  identical.  Various  objectioot  have 
been  taken  to  these  propositions*  It  was 
urged  that,  looking  to  the  fact  that  so 
large  a  number  of  persons  as  one-tenth  of 
the  whole  population  are,  as  I  have  men- 
tioned, in  receipt  of  parochial  relief,  a 
sudden  and  retroactive  change  in  the  na- 
ture and  gronnd  of  their  aettlement, 
coupled  witn  the  prospective  alteration  of 
five  years'  industrial  residence  conferring 
the  right  of  irremovability,  would  bring 
about  such  a  dislocation  of  the  whole 
system  of  law  bearing  on  the  interests  of 
the  poor  as  would,  if  brought  into  imme- 
diate operation,  lead  to  consequences  which 
must  be  deplored.     It  would  produce  liti- 


gation in  innumerable  instances,  and,  on  the 
whole,  it  would  cause  too  great  a  shock  to 
the  established  system.  In  cases  where 
the  property  was  in  the  hands  of  one  or  of 
a  small  number  of  individuals,  such  a 
change  would  be  a  strong  inducement  to 
pull  down  cottages,  and,  to  use  a  terrible 
word,  better  understood  in  the  sister  coun- 
try than  in  England,  to  **  dear "  estates. 
This  would  have  the  effect  of  driving  the 
rural  population  from  their  peaceful  ham- 
lets, their  small  gardens,  and  little  posses- 
sions, into  the  towns  and  more  congregated 
masses  of  the  labouring  community.  I 
cannot  state  the  objections  more  clearly 
and  forcibly  than  by  reading  to  the  House 
one  of  the  memorials  I  have  received.  I 
might  select  many  of  the  statements  which 
have  been  made  against  this  first  part  of 
the  measure  laid  on  the  Table  last  Siessioo, 
but  I  may  be  permitted,  for  the  sake  of 
brevity  and  clearness,  to  read  a  Memorial 
from  Thetford  Uniun,  in  the  county  of 
Norfolk.     It  is  as  follows : — 

**  The  Memorial  of  the  Board  of  Gaardians 
of  the  Thetford  Union,  in  the  counties  of  Nor- 
folk and  Sufiblk,  showelh — ^That  your  memo- 
rialists beg  most  respectfully  to  express  their 
unanimous  dissent  from  the  proposed  altera- 
tion in  the  Law  of  Settlement,  more  espe- 
cially those  clauses  which  relate  to  settlement 
by  birth,  and  irremovability  of  persons  after 
five  years*  residence.  That  with  regard  to 
settlement  by  birth,  your  memorialists  are  of 
opinion  it  would  be  a  great  inducement  to  the 
owners  of  the  entire  or  the  principal  part  of 
parishes,  to  clear  them  as  much  as  possible  of 
the  population,  by  purchasing  or  building  cot- 
laires  in  adjoining  towns  and  more  open 
parishes,  where  the  poor  would  be  compel  led 
to  reside,  and  where,  of  course,  their  children 
would  be  bora,  thus  relieviug  their  own 
parishes  at  the  expense  of  others.  I1iat  wi*h 
respect  to  the  irremovability  of  residents  of 
five  years,  your  memorialists  consider  the  same 
objection  applicable,  as  care  would  be  taken 
to  remove  them  before  the  five  years*  residence 
was  completed,  and  that  it  wou!d  operate  very 
much  against  the  poor  by  forcing  them  from 
the  rural  parishes,  where  cottage  rents  are 
oomparatively  low  and  gardens  easily  ob- 
tained, to  towns  and  more  populous  parishes, 
where  renu  are  much  higher.  That  it  would 
also  remove  many  from  tJie  spot  where  their 
lalMur  is  required,  and  thus  add  a  long  walk 
to  their  day*s  work." 

I  am  bound  to  state  that  these  objections 
are  clearly  laid  before  us,  and  tliey  appear 
to  me  well  worthy  of  being  taken  into 
consideration.  It  is  my  wvh  to  meet  these 
objections,  after  having  given  ibem  the  best 
attention  in  my  power.   I  am  not  therefore 
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prepared  any  longer  to  propose  that  a  re- 
troactive effect  should  he  given  to  hirth 
settlement.  What  I  now  propose^  with 
the  permission  of  the  House>  is,  that  hirth 
should  only  have  a  prospective  effect.  1 
Bee  very  great  advantages  in  limiting  the 
proposition  as  regards  birth  settlement  to 
a  prospective  operation.  We  have  intro- 
duced lately  a  great  statistical  improve- 
ment. Our  mode  of  registering  hirths,  as 
recently  enacted,  was  a  very  great  im- 
provement upon  the  former  law;  in  the 
first  enactment  the  place  of  birth  was  not 
inserted  on  the  register — that  was  a  great 
defect^  but  it  has  now  been  supplied. 
Every  birth  Is  now  registered^  and  the 
place  of  hirth  is  also  recorded.  This  com- 
plete system  of  registration  will,  from  the 
present  time,  give  immense  facilities  for 
proving  the  places  of  birth,  which  will 
prove  very  advantageous  in  carrying  into 
effect  the  measure  I  am  explaining  to  the 
House.  Although  it  is  quite  clear  that 
in  the  aggregate  the  interests  of  town  and 
country  are,  in  our  state  of  society,  iden* 
tical,  yet  it  cannot  be  too  much  impressed 
upon  the  House  that  the  interests  of  town 
and  country  districts  with  reference  to 
rates  do  not  always  run  in  the  same  di- 
rection.  It  is  quite  clear  that  hirth  settle- 
ment is  in  favour  of  the  towns  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  rural  districts.  The  towns 
are  the  great  marts  of  industry — the  great 
centres  of  capital,  and  they  attract  labour 
from  the  rural  districts.  Thus  the  town 
population  occasionally  becomes  redundant 
(ju  account  of  the  supply  of  labour  from 
those  districts.  On  the  other  hand,  irre- 
movability after  five  years  residence,  would 
be  a  measure  favourable  to  the  rural  districts, 
but  would  not  confer  benefit  on  the  towns. 
Parties  are  attracted  to  the  towns,  the 
marts  of  industry,  by  the  greater  demand 
for  labour ;  thus,  it  is  clear,  that  conferring 
a  settlement  by  five  years  industrial  resi- 
dence, would  cause  a  great  burden  to  the 
towns,  and  confer  great  advantages  on  the 
rural  dibtricts.  But  1  am  bound  to  hold 
the  balance  evenly  ;  I  am  bound  not  to  im- 
pose upon  the  towns  the  extra  burden  of 
irremovability,  unless  countervailed  by  a 
contract  in  birth  settlement.  Thus,  I  am 
disposed  to  forego  these  two  portions  of  the 
measure,  namely,  no  longer  to  insist  on  birth 
settlement  being  obtained  retrospectively, 
and  to  withdraw  the  proposition  that  five 
years  industrial  residence  should  confer  the 
advantage  of  irremovability.  Although  this 
proposition  as  to  irremovability  is  with- 
drawn, I  hope  the  House  will  pardon  me 


if  I  draw  their  attention  to  the  great 
advantages  which  the  other  limitations 
bearing  on  removability  will  confer  on  the 
poorer  classes.  My  object  is  to  impose  re- 
strictions upon  removal.  I  propose  that 
parties  should  not  be  removable  in  these 
cases — first,  in  that  of  a  man  who  had  or- 
dinarily resided  and  worked  at  or  near  the 
parish  for  five  years,  and  who  had  not  been 
convicted  of  felony  or  misdemeanour.  This 
provision  will  be  applicable  to  natives  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  as  well  as  to  the 
people  of  thb  country.  First,  I  propose 
that  no  woman  residing  with  her  hus- 
band at  the  time  of  his  death  in  the  parish 
of  his  settlement  shall  be  removable  to  her 
own  parish  after  his  death.  Secondly,  I 
propose  that  no  widow,  whether  living  in 
her  husband*s  parish  or  elsewhere,  shall  be 
removable  for  twelve  months  after  his 
death.  Thirdly,  I  propose  that  no  child 
under  sixteen  years  of  age  shall  be  remov* 
able  from  its  father.  Fourthly,  that  no  le- 
gitimate or  illegitimate  child  under  sixteen 
years  of  age  shall  he  removable  from  its 
mother.  And,  fifthly,  that  no  one  becoming 
chargeable  by  sickness  pr  accident,  shall  be 
placed  under  order  of  removal  till  he  or  she 
has  received  relief  for  forty  days  consecu- 
tively. I  now  come  to  that  which  1  con- 
sider, and  that  which  probably  the  House 
will  regard,  as  the  most  important  provision 
of  the  measure  which  I  intend  to  submit  to 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  The  pro- 
vision which  1  now  mean  to  lay  before  you 
is  one  of  such  great  importance  as  to  induce 
me  very  much  to  wish  that  some  time 
should  elapse  before  it  becomes  necessary 
for  me  again  to  press  it  upon  the  attention 
of  the  Legislature ;  for  1  earnestly  desire 
that  it  should  receive  the  fullest  attention, 
and  undergo  the  most  searching  investiga- 
tion. When  I  last  addressed  myself  to  this 
subject,  I  referred  to  the  authority  of  a 
celebrated  political  economist  in  support  of 
the  views  which  I  took  of  this  part  of  the 
great  question  now  before  the  House ;  and 
1  may  again  refer  to  opinions  of  Dr.  Adam 
Smith,  without  any  fear  of  weakening  the 
position  which  I  have  taken  up,  and  for 
which  I  feel  it  my  duty  strenuously  to 
contend.  Adam  Smith  doubts,  and  I  think 
with  much  reason,  whether  any  poor  man 
ever  reaches  the  age  of  forty,  without  ex- 
periencing hardship  and  injustice  from  the 
Law  of  Settlement.  He  thinks,  and  so  do 
I,  that  it  is  monstrous  for  a  poor  man  to  be 
confined  as  to  his  residence,  his  labour,  or 
his  rights,  within  the  narrow  limits  of  a 
parish  or  a  township.   It  is  upon  this  prin- 
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dple  tbflt  I  found  the  new  and  important 
provision  which  it  is  my  intent  ion  to  intro- 
duce to  the  notice  of  the  House.  But  be- 
fore I  proceed  further,  I  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  this  ma- 
terial factj— that  there  are  in  England  and 
Walei  as  many  as  14^500  parishes  and 
townships.  It  requires  no  observations 
from  me  to  show  how  narrow  the  limits 
are  which  so  minute  a  subdivision  ne- 
cessarily creates;  and  within  those  li- 
mits does  the  existing  state  of  the  Poor 
Law  confine  and  restrain  the  labour  of  the 
poor  man.  I  think,  and  I  hope  the  House 
will  likewise  think  ho,  that  it  would  be  an 
immense  advantage  to  tbe  poor  man,  and 
no  disadvantage  to  the  wealthier  classes,  at 
once  to  remove  that  restriction.  By  re-> 
ducing  the  number  of  places  within  which 
settlements  may  be  acquired^  I  expect  to 
be  able  to  give  a  more  free  circulation 
to  the  labours  of  the  poor.  I  do  not 
propose  that  the  whole  of  the  14,500  places 
should  be  rated  in  a  mass ;  on  the  contrary, 
I  think  that  a  national  poor-rate  would  be 
most  objectionable ;  but  I  am  sure  that  no 
▼alid  objection  can  be  urged  to  substituting 
630  divisions  for  14,500.  There  are  in 
Enffland  620  Unions.  Now,  if  I  should  be 
so  uirtunate  as  to  induce  the  House  to  sub- 
stitute settlement  by  Unions  for  parochial 
settlement— if  I  can  reduce  the  number  of 
districts  conferring;  the  right  of  settlement 
from  14,500  to  620,  I  shall  consider  my- 
self as  having  efi'ected  a  great  change  for 
the  better,  and  as  having  bestowed  an  im- 
mense advantage  upon  the  ratepayers,  and 
upon  tho!<e  who  may  become  the  recipients 
of  those  rates.  The  House,  I  am  sure, 
will  not  overlook  the  fact,  that  in  what  I 
now  propose  there  is  nothing  new — cer- 
tainly nothing  new  in  principle,  because 
from  the  time  the  Act  of  Elizabeth  was 
passed,  down  to  the  reign  of  Charles  II., 
tbe  law  of  parochial  settlement  was  un- 
known. When  a  geneml  amendment  of  the 
Poor  Laws  took  iHace  in  the  reign  of  King 
WiUtaro  IV.  a  grest  change  was  made, 
and  in  that  change  I  for  one  concurred ; 
and  1  was  one  of  those  who  most  especially 
desired  to  sere  the  principle  of  settlement 
according  to  Unions  fully  e&tablished  and 
recogni)»ed  With  the  leave  of  the  House 
I  propose  now  to  read  tbe  thirty- third  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  by  which  this  important 
alteration  was  effected  :— 

**  And  be  it  further  enscted,  that  in  any 
rniun  alresdy  fofmeU,or  which  may  hereafter 
ht  formvd,  in  pursuance  of  or  undct  tbe  pro- 


I  visions  of  this  Act,  it  shall  and  may  be  lawfsl 
for  the  Goardians  elected  by  the  parishes  form- 
ing such  Union,  by  any  writing  under  tlie  hands 
of  all  such  Guardians,  to  agree,  subject  to  the 
approbation  of  the  said  C<KDraissioiiers,  for  or 
on  behalf  of  tbe  respective  parishes  forming 
stfch  Union,  that  for  the  purposes  of  settle* 
meet  such  parishes  shall  be  consideied  as  one 
parish." 

That  Clatise,  as  the  House  will  see,  was 
not  a  binding  or  a  compulsory  enactment, 
but  on  the  contrary,  was  a  permissive 
Clause,  and  we  who  were  the  promoters  of 
the  measure  indulged  a  hope  that  that 
provision  would  voluntarilT  be  carried  into 
general  operation;  but  it  unfortunately 
hi.ppened,  that  to  carry  the  intention  of 
this  Clause  into  full  effect,  it  was  neceaeiary 
that  in  all  cases  the  consent  of  all  the 
Guardians  must  be  previously  obtained,  and 
thus  was  thu  Clause  rendered  nugatory. 
It  will  be  seen  that  Parliament  adopted 
that  principle ;  but,  if  the  principle  be  a 
good  one,  it  should  be  adopted  universally 
and  simultaneously ;  and  ilf  this  principle 
be  adopted,  1  am  prepared  to  state  the  mode 
by  which  I  propose  that  it  should  be  car- 
ried into  effect;  but  before  I  state  that 
mode  I  wish  to  sustain  the  position  which 
I  have  taken  up  by  authorities  from  various 
quarters — authorities  both  from  towns  and 
from  rural  districts,  all  of  which  plainly 
suggest  the  course  that  I  am  now  resolTed 
to  recommend  to  the  House.  They  all 
agree  that  the  change  which  I  now  propose 
will  be  of  immense  advantage  to  all  parts 
of  the  country,  and  to  every  class  of  the 
community.  1  am,  aware,  however,  that  I 
should  weary  the  House  if  I  went  through 
the  whole  of  the  authorities  with  which  I 
have  thought  it  well  to  arm  myself.  In 
order,  therefore,  not  to  exhaust  the  atten- 
tion and  the  patience  of  hon.  Members,  I 
propose  to  confine  myself  to  four  authorities 
on  this  important  subject — fnur  authorities 
selected  from  a  far  greater  number  which 
have  been  supplied  to  me.  The  first  to 
which  1  wish  to  direct  the  oonsideraiion  of 
the  House  are  Re»olution8  passed  by  the 
Board  of  Guardiatis  of  the  Bly  thing  Union, 
on  the  27th  of  January  last,  and  they  are 
in  these  words:— 

**  1 .  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Board 
that  all  parochial  seiilem^nts  are  bad  in  prin- 
ciple, and  tend  to  oppress  the  labouring  nsan 
unjustly. 

**  2.  That,  in  order  to  provide  a  remedy 
for  this  evil,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  tb^t 
the  system  of  parochial  settlement  l)e  en- 
tirely abolished  ;  and,  in  liea  thereof,  that 
districts  l>e  formed  of  whole  Unions,  for  Uie 
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imrpotM  of  seltlemeDt  and  the  general  ma- 
nagement  of  the  poor.*' 

Those  Resolutions,  I  think,  will  be  viewed 
at  evidence  of  a  very  strong  kind ;  but  the 
next  authority  which  I  have  to  produce 
will  not,  1  expect,  prove  to  be  less  weighty ; 
it  consists  of  observations  made  on  the  Bill 
by  Mr.  Francis  Cooper,  assistant-overseer, 
and  Mr.  William  Royston,  relieving  officers 
of  the  Manchester  Union,  men  of  great 
practical  experience  in  this  matter,  and 
these  are  the  terms  in  which  they  pro- 
nounce their  opinion :— * 

"  Whatever  course,  however,  the  Legisla- 
ture may  deem  roost  fit  to  take  in  reference  to 
these  important  matters,  we  would  most  stre- 
nuously urge  upon  those  in  authority,  if  they 
wished  to  make  the  present  or  future  Unions 
more  beneficial,  the  absolute  necessity  of 
making  all  the  townships  in  a  union  as  one  for 
the  purpose  of  settlement  and  assessment.  As 
the  law  now  stands,  one  part  of  a  Union  can 
remove  paupers  to  another,  and  enter  into  liti- 
gation, as  if  they  had  no  connexion.  It  de- 
stroys that  feeling  of  mutual  interest  and  iden- 
tification which  should  exist ;  and  each  Guar- 
dian gives  his  attention  (more  or  less)  exclu- 
sively to  the  cases  and  interests  of  his  own  par- 
ticular township." 

I  shall  nowy  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
read  an  extract  from  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Hall,  one  of  the  Assistant  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, who  had  the  charge  of  the  me- 
tropolitan district,  and  also  instituted  very 
strict  and  minute  inquiries  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  himself  to  make  a  correct  and 
useful  Report.  Mr.  Hall  gives  his  Report 
in  this  form : — 

**  Much  of  the  diflSculty  that  I  expected 
would  follow  the  administration  of  the  Law  of 
Settlement,  according  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  would  be  done  away  with,  if  settlement 
were  not  a  parochial  accident,  but  were  made 
to  relate  to  uiiions  or  rather  larger  territorial 
divisions— as,  for  instance,  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, the  City  of  Westminster,  and  the  several 
metropolitan  Parliamentary  boroughs.  There 
is  a  growing  opinion  ttiat  rating  as  well  as  set- 
tlement ought  to  he  more  widely  and  so  more 
equally  spread,  that  is,  over  districts,  instead 
of  parishes.*' 

I  beg  leave  now  to  trouble  the  House  with 
one  more  extract ;  it  is  from  the  able  Re- 
port furnished  by  the  Society  of  Clerks  of 
Unions  in  the  northern  district  of  ^glaud. 
They  set  forth  the  district  to  whicli  their 
Report  refers^  and  with  which  they  are 
officially  connected,  and  they  conclude  by 
an  expression  of  their  opinion  on  the  subject 
now  before  the  House.  The  places  named 
in  the  Report  are  as  follows : — 
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''AUrincham,  Bolton,  Buryi  Bakewell 
Burnley,  Chorlton-upon-Medlock,  Chorley 
Congletouy  Chapel-en-le-Fritli,  Huddersfield , 
Hayfield,  Kendal,  Leek,  Manchester,  Mac- 
clesfield, Northwich,  Nantwich,  Prescot, 
Stockport,  Stoke-upon-Trent,  Wigan,  War« 
ringtoo,  West  Derby,  and  Wolstantooi  and 
Burslem." 

They  then  proceed  to  say  :— 

"  That  for  the  purposes  of  relief  and  settle- 
ment,  the  distinction  of  parishes  and  town- 
ships should  no  longer  exist,  and  that  each 
Union  should  become  liable  for,  and  chargeable 
with  the  relief  and  maintenance  of  its  poor.*' 

1  am  quite  aware  that  the  House  cannot 
by  a  single  measure  remedy  all  the  evils* 
or  even  the  anomalies  of  the  Poor  Laws ; 
but  I  know  not  of  any  single  proposition 
calculated  to  produce  so  many  and  such 
great  advantages  as  that  which  I  now  bring 
forward  for  the  adoption  of  the  House. 
There  is  none  by  which  unjust  restriction 
can  be  more  effectually  removed — none  by 
which  labour  can  be  made  more  beneficially 
to  circulate.  As  to  the  particular  mode  in 
which  these  objects  are  to  be  effected,  I 
propose  that  in  all  cases  where  dispute,  or 
the  probability  of  litigation  may  arise,  pro- 
ceedings shall  be  carried  on  by  the  Guar* 
dians  of  Union,  and  not  by  the  parochial 
authorities.  I  propose  at  the  same  time, 
to  retain  all  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill  which  I  brought  in  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  and  I  propose  also 
to  retain  the  principle  of  amicable  ar- 
rangement in  cases  of  doubtful  settle- 
ment; to  allow  of  its  being  adopted  in 
every  case  where  it  was  admissible  under 
the  former  Bill.  To  this  I  may  add,  that 
I  propose  to  remove  the  discretionary 
power  from  the  local  or  parochial  autho- 
rity to  the  the  General  Board  of  Guardians. 
From  this  I  expect  that  the  poor  of  all 
classes  will  derive  great  advantage.  I 
quite  admit  that  all  anomalies  cannot  be 
remedied  by  the  plan  which  I  propose,  but 
I  think  and  hope  it  will  go  much  further 
towards  effecting  that  object  than  any  sin- 
gle suggestion  which  has  yet  been  made. 
And  now  with  regard  to  the  distribution 
of  the  burden, — that  which  1  mean  to  sug- 
gest is,  that  in  every  Union  an  average  of 
the  rates  should  be  taken  during  the  seven 
years  antecedent  to  the  month  of  March, 
1844,  and  that  this  average  should  regulate 
the  relative  proportions  payable  by  each 
component  part  of  every  union  ;  and  this, 
as  I  said  before,  it  to  be  computed  upon  an 
average  of  the  seven  years  preceding  Lady- 
day,  1844.  I  do  not  deny  that  the  fluctu- 
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iticms  of  trade  have  in  many  cases  rendered 
unequal  the  burdens  borne  in  different 
parts  of  the  country;  manufactures  ebb 
and  fiow :  they  have  been  transferred 
from  Wiltslure  into  Yorkshire;  and  in 
one  place  there  may  exist  manufacturing 
prosperity  with  undiminished  means  of 
Bupport,  while  in  another  those  means 
may  have  altogether  vanished:  but  my 
plan  will  benefit  the  poor  without  doing 
injustice  to  the  rich.  I  feel  that  I 
ahould  weary  the  House  if  on  the  present 
occasion  I  were  to  set  forth  all  the  advan- 
titfes  which  I  anticipate  from  the  proposed 
scheme;  but,  entertaining  the  opinions 
which  I  do,  I  submit  this  plan  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  with  perfect  con- 
fidence.  I  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  I 
have  no  intention  of  pressing  this  measure 
to  a  second  reading  till  there  is  time  to 
collect  the  opinions  of  persons  best  informed 
upon  these  subjects,  and  I  commit  the 
plan  to  this  examination  with  entire  con- 
fidence as  to  the  merits  of  the  measure. 
I  commit  it  to  the  favourable  consideration 
of  all  men  of  humanity  who  have  hitherto 
laboured  sedulously  to  promote  the  well- 
being  of  the  poor;  and  especially  I  commit 
it  to  the  protection  of  those  whose  sense  of 
justice  would  lead  them  equally  and  fairly 
to  distribute  a  burden  intended  to  sustain 
sinking  humanity,  and  which  ought  to  be 
levied  on  the  rich  for  the  defence  of  the 
poor;  finally,  I  commit  the  measure  to 
the  consideration  of  hon*  Members  now 
present,  in  the  full  confidence  that  it  will 
be  found  not  altogether  unworthy  of  the 
adoption  of  the  House. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  he  would  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  expressing  his  regret 
at  having  heard  his  right  hon.  Friend  pro« 
pose  the  last  article  of  his  measure.  He 
would  give  his  risht  hon.  Friend  credit 
for  the  attention  which  he  had  paid  to  this 
important  question ;  but  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  substitution  of  Union  for  parish 
settlements,  instead  of  being  a  benefit  to 
the  poor  man  would  prove  the  greatest  in* 
Jury  that  could  be  inflicted  on  him,  for 
then  there  would  be  no  disposition  among 
those  well  to  do  in  a  parish  to  take  care  of 
their  poorer  neighbours,  and  to  set  them 
to  work,  as  those  who  could  not  set  em- 
ployment|woold  be  thrown  on  the  Union ; 
and  whenever  a  time!  of  difficulty  should 
arise,  they  would  find  vast  numbers  of  per- 
sons thrown  on  the  rates  because  they  were 
Union  and  not  parochial  rates.  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  his  right  hon.  Friend 
say  that  there  had  been  no  parochial  set* 


tlement  till  the  13th  and  14th  Charles  D. 
c.  18, 85  the  fact  was  that  even  in  the  early 
part  of  the  reign  of  Eliaabetb  these  was  a 
parochial  settlement  gained  by  three  years' 
residence;  and  by  the  30th  Eliaabeth, 
c.  21^  a  poor  man  was  directed  to  be  sent 
back  to  where  he  had  been  one  year 
settled.  He  regretted  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  given  up  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  confer1^ed  a  right  of  settlement  after 
five  years*  residence.  In  1838  he  had  made 
an  attempt  at  legislation  on  this  subject, 
which  was  supported  by  the  present  Lord 
Spencer  and  the  late  Lord  Abinger.  What 
he  proposed  then  was  to  make  every  man 
who  had  been  resident  for  ayear  in  a  pariah 
entitled  to  parochial  relief.  If  thia  BUI 
should  proceed,  what  he  would  propose 
would  be  that  every  man  who  had  been 
resident  in  a  parish  for  a  year  should  he 
relieved  as  one  of  the  parochial  poor.  The 
efiect  of  this  would  be  to  set  at  liberty  all 
thoee  who  wero  now  tied  down  to  their 
respective  parishes  through  fear  of  being 
removed.  The  proposal  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  birth  should  give  a  right  of 
settlement,  would  not  remove  the  complaint 
of  the  poor  man,  that,  after  passing  the 
best  years  of  his  life  in  industrious  labour 
in  one  part  of  the  country,  he  might  at  the 
end  of  his  life  be  thrown  back  on  a  parish 
whero  he  was  then  a  total  atranger,  merely 
because  he  had  been  bom  there.  FSir  /. 
Orakam  :  But  you  forget  the  restrictions 
on  removal.]  Some  of  Aem  were  hi  exist* 
ence  already.  Under  the  present  law  a 
woman  was  not  liable  to  be  removed  from 
her  husband.  There  was  one  clause  fai 
this  Bill  to  which  there  oould  be  no  objeo* 
tion^^that  under  which  a  widow  eoold 
not  be  removed  from  the  parish  where  she 
had  been  resident  with  her  husband  for  a 
year.  He  considered  that  lettbg  e?erir 
person  who  had  been  resident  In  a  parish 
for  a  year  be  relieved  as  a  casual  pauper 
would  remove  much  of  the  difficulty  and 
hardship  existing  under  the  present  Law 
of  Settlement.  There  wu  anotlier  point 
to  which  he  would  advert.  Formerly  every 
man  who  paid  a  poor  rate  obtained  a  set- 
tlement ;  but  this  was  afterwards  limited 
to  persons  rated  at  10/.  a  year.  The  eon- 
sequence  was  that  now  the  poorest  persons 
In  a  parish  were  obliged  to  contribute  to 
the  ratea  as  well  as  others,  and  those  who 
acted  as  justices  of  the  peace  found  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  saying  who  should  be 
compelled  to  pay  the  ntes.  To  do  away 
with  all  parochial  assessments  and  sahstt* 
tuting  for  them  Union  asstssmenls,  maUiig 
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tfie  poor  belonff  to  Unions  and  not  to  pa- 
rttheft,  would  nave  the  efiect  of  entirely 
destroying  all  the  care  that  parishes  had 
hitherto  exercised  over  their  own  poor. 
The  complaint  would  he,  as  it  was  now  of 
half  the  parishes,  against  the  charges  of 
these  Uniona  The  parishes  which  really 
took  care  of  their  poor,  which  managed 
their  poor  kindly  and  set  them  all  to  work, 
and  upon  which  they  were  a  very  small 
charge,  would  hecome  a  Union,  and  would 
have  none  of  the  inducements  to  continue 
that  care ;  and  he  was  satisfied  when  this 
proposition  came  to  he  known»  that  it 
would  meet  with  great  objections  from  very 
many  parts  of  the  country.  He  conceived 
that  he  should  not  he  nerformine  his  duty 
if  he  had  not  stated  this.  He  should  wish 
that  residence,  and  residence  alone,  should 
entitle  a  man  to  •  settlement ;  and  if  the 
BiU  proceeded  further^  he  should  feel  it  to 
be  hiB  duty  to  propose  a  clause  by  which 
every  person  who  was  resident  for  one  year 
in  a  parish  should  be  relieved  as  casual  poor, 
and  not  be  passed  out  of  such  parish.  If 
that  were  done  he  was  convinced  they 
would  very  much  ameliorate  the  present 
Law  of  Settlement,  do  away  with  a  great 
many  grievances  under  which  the  poor 
now  laboured,  and  prevent  the  still  further 
oomplication  of  an  already  complicated 
enactment. 

Mr.  Bright  was  quite  of  opinion  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brecon,  that  when 
this  proposition  of  the  Government  became 
known  throughout  the  country,  there 
would  be  a  very  strong  opposition  mani* 
fested  to  it.  StUl  he  was  inclined  to  hope 
that  there  would  be  a  disposition  to  co- 
operate with  the  Government  in  endea* 
vouring  to  arrive  at  some  better  settle- 
ment  of  the  question  than  that  which  now 
etisted.  Though  he  looked  upon  this  new 
measure  with  some  fear,  and  he  might  per- 
haps say  with  some  litde  suspicion,  yet  he 
confessed  he  had  seen  in  the  county  in  which 
he  lived,  cases  of  hardship  so  terrible  that  he 
should  be  very  glad  indeed  to  co-operate 
with  any  party  in  arriving  at  some  settle- 
ment which  might  remove  what  he  could 
not  help  regarding  as  a  disgrace  to  the 
country  in  which  we  live.  He  was  not 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  should  re- 
mark on  the  Government  withdrawing  the 
dause  by  which  removal  was  prevented 
after  a  residence  of  five  years  in  a  parish. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  that 
dause  would  have  met  with  the  most  stre- 
nuous opposition  from  all  the  towns  in  the 
kingdom;  and  he  believed   there  would 


have  been  no  good  in  the  Bill  which  would 
be  deemed  a  sufiicient  compensation  for  the 
evils  such  a  clause  would  have  created.  It 
might  not  be  known  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  it  had  been  the  practice  for  a  long 
time  for  landed  proprietors  in  almost  every 
part  of  the  country,  to  be  very  anxious 
that  there  should  not  be  residing  upon 
their  estates  and  in  their  parishes  a  larger 
number  of  labourers  than  their  tenants 
could  easily  employ.  That  number  had 
been  very  small  in  many  districts,  owing 
to  the  extremely  bad  cultivation  of  the 
soil ;  and  all  kinds  of  tricks  and  manceu- 
vres  had  been  practised  in  the  country 
parishes  to  prevail  on  the  labourers  to 
settle  in  towns.  Now  he  lived  in  a  town- 
ship which  had  a  very  light  poor-rate*— not 
more,  probably,  than  from  9d.  to  1«.  in  the 
pound  in  the  year.  Some  time  ago  it  be- 
came the  duty  of  the  relieving  officers  of 
that  township  to  send  a  labourer  and  his 
family  back  to  the  township  or  Union  of 
Reith,  near  Richmond  in  Yorkshire.  As 
soi>n  as  the  order  had  been  made  and  the 
preparations  completed  for  removing  the 
man  and  his  family »  he  received  from  the 
clerk  to  the  Guardians  of  the  Union  to 
which  he  belonged  a  Post  Office  order  for 
20s.,  which  was  paid  him  on  condition  that 
he  removed  from  the  township  which  was 
ahout  to  remove  him,  over  the  Ixnrder  to  the 
next  township,  that  he  might  escape  the 
legal  nrooeedinss  which  were  taken  to  ob- 
tain his  removfU  to  his  own  parish.  The 
Post  Office  order  was  inclosed  in  a  letter 
which  was  as  follows  :-— 


^^BtUktiiewlUehmond,  Vcrhkkt, 
totk  Oetober,  1843. 
**  Anthony  Pratt,*— I  send  you  this  sovereign 
on  the  conditions  you  state  in  your  letter- 
namely,  to  remove  to  aootber  township.    On 
receipt  inform  me. 

Yours  tmtyi 

*'  JoBv  Aldbesov.'* 

There  was  the  letter,  and  there  the  Post 
Office  stamp  upon  it !  But  there  was  another 
fact,  this  man  was  removed  by  the  relieving 
officer  of  the  township  he  lived  in,  and  at  a 
a  great  expense  he  was  taken  from  Rochdale 
to  the  Richmond  Union,  to  some  station  on 
the  railway  between  York  and  Darlington, 
and  thence  by  some  oonvejranoe  to  the 
Union  house,  where  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians was  sitting.  When  the  pauper  and 
his  family  arriv^,they  were  delivered  into 
the  care  of  the  Guardians,  and  the  Roch- 
dale relieving  officer  returned  the  same 
afternoon ;  but  he  had  scarcely  cone  one 
mile  on  his  journey  home  before  he  over* 
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took  this  ftmily  of  paupers  on  their  way 
back  to  Rochdide.  Thus  the  Guard!  an  t 
Richmond  had  not  had  the  pauper  in  their 
possession  for  more  probably  than  three 
hours  before  they  began  to  bargain  with 
the  man  as  to  the  sum  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  pay  him  in  order  to  get  him  to  re- 
turn to  Rochdale*  They  accordingly  paid 
him  a  certain  sum^  and  prevailed  on  him 
to  go  back :  he  went  back,  and  was  seen  in 
Rochdale  some  two  or  three  days  afterwards. 
He  stated  this  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  with  the  enormous  pauperism  at  pre- 
sent existing  in  the  country,  it  was  an  ex- 
tremely difficult  matter  to  settle  the  pauper 
at  all ;  but  it  would  be  an  exceedingly  un* 
just  thing  that  means  should  be  given  to 
the  landed  proprietors  to  expel  the  labourers 
from  their  estates  and  parishes,  and  settle 
them  in  towns,  after  the  lapse  of  a  very 
short  period.  He  had  no  objection  to  it« 
provided  these  towns  were  fairly  treated, 
and  not  subjected  periodically  to  fluctua- 
tions in  trade,  which  compelled  them  in 
self-defence  to  throw  back  on  the  parishes^ 
in  the  moet  cruel  manner  he  confessed,  a 
eonsiderable  number  of  those  who  in  pros- 
perous times  were  employed  by  them. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  the  latter  part 
of  his  speech,  described  the  mode  in  which 
he  intended  to  fix  the  rates  in  the  Unions 
for  the  future.  He  understood  the  right 
hoo.  Baronet  to  say  that  each  township  or 
parish  in  a  Union  should  in  future  pay  a 
proportion  of  the  rate  equal  to  the  propor* 
tion  which  it  had  paid  for  the  seven  years 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  There 
seemed  to  be  fairness  in  that,  if  all  parts 
of  the  country  were  as  stagnant  as  many 
parts  were ;  for  instance^  in  the  county  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  politically  con- 
Bected  with,  where  he  dared  say  there 
were  townships  in  which  the  population 
remained  pretty  nearly  the  same  from  ge- 
Beration  to  generation ;  but  let  him  inquire 
of  any  person  acquainted  with  the  manu- 
facturing districts,  and  he  would  find  that 
that  state  of  things  would  be  absurd  and 
unjust  in  the  course  of  a  few  years.  For 
example,  a  township  at  this  moment  might 
have  almost  no  rates  and  no  population,  and 
in  ten  yean  time  it  might  possess  three  or 
four  large  manufactunnff  establishmenis,  or 
•oal  pits  might  be  opened,  and  thus  m  either 
ease  draw  a  very  considerable  population. 
This  might  require  great  chanses;  but,  if 
he  understood  the  nght  hon.  Baronet,  in 
this  new  township,  with  its  great  popula- 
tion, and  large  amount  of  rateable  property, 
the  rates  would  not  increase  in  proportion 


to  the  increased  neceasities  of  the  place; 
and  he  was  therefore  inclined  to  think  that 
that  part  of  the  Bill  would  be  found  to 
work  with  very  great  difficulty,  or  possibly 
not  at  alL  He  was  not  di^iosed  to  find 
fault  with  the  Bill :  he  admitted  the  gigan- 
tic nature  of  the  evil  which  Government 
proposed  to  remedy,  and  he  certainly  would 
give  the  subject  the  utmost  consideration, 
hoping  that  it  would  be  treated  calmly  and 
without  irritation. 

Mr.  Henlof  said,  that  if  the  view  he 
took  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  correct,  this  was  the  first 
step  to  break  up  the  parochial  system  of 
England.  The  country  had  for  several 
years  past  seen  the  parochial  system  atroo^y 
contrssted  with  the  Union  sjstenii  and  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  the  mi^M 
system  appeared  in  a  veiy  favourable  point 
of  view,  when  so  contrasted.  To  this  mea- 
sure, then,  as  the  first  attempt  at  breaking 
up  that  sjrstem,  he  could  not  give  an  nn» 
qualified  assent  How  &r  were  tbey  to 
go,  in  breaking  up  the  parochial  sjsteas  in 
this  country  ?  For  ecclesiastical  as  well  aa 
pauper  purposes,  the  same  arguments  might 
he  used  in  order  to  destroy  the  parochial 
system;  it  was  somewhat  strange,  he 
Uiought,  that  the  Government  should  apply 
what  he  must  consider  a  small  remedy  to 
a  great  eviL  What  were  they  going  to  do 
with  the  poor  manf  Their  object  ought 
to  he  to  let  him  go  wherever  he  could  get 
a  better  market  ror  his  labour.  This  sys- 
tem of  Unions  would  not  effect  that ;'  it 
would  not  enable  him  to  eo  from  Hamp- 
shire to  Cornwall  if  he  Uked ;  but  that 
was  what  he  wanted  to  be  able  to  do. 
For  some  time  the  legislature  had  bem 
making  it  impossible  for  the  poor  man  to 
get  away  from  the  spot  where  bis  &ther 
and  he  were  bom ;  the  Bill  went  certainly 
to  enlarge  these  little  spaces,  but  the  re- 
medy was  too  small,  for  what  the  poor  man 
wanted  was  to  be  able  to  go  all  over  Eng- 
land with  his  kbour  to  sell.  He  must 
enter  his  protest  against  the  commencement 
of  the  destruciicm  of  the  parochial  system 
of  England. 

Mr.  Brotherion  did  not  wish  to  consider 
this  measure  with  recard  to  the  manufac- 
turing districts  exclusively ;  on  the  whole 
he  was  sure  it  was  conceived  on  a  principle 
which  was  very  much  in  favour  of  the  poor 
man.  The  measure  was  a  great  improve- 
ment on  the  Bill  of  last  Smiou,  particu* 
larly  as  to  the  settlement  within  Unioofr 
Tlic  removals  from  one  pariih  to  another 
within  the  same  Unions  were  at  present  a 
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•ouTce  of  difficulties  and  bardsbips  which  it 
was  desirable  to  avoid.  He  bad  always 
been  of  opinion  that  there  should  be  an 
equitable  rate  for  the  support  of  the  poor, 
but  be  was  aware  of  the  difficulty  of  ac 
oomplishing  that  object  in  all  cases.  In 
the  district  where  he  resided,  no  cottage 
under  a  certain  value  was  allowed  to 
be  erected,  while  in  a  neighbouring  town- 
ship the  case  was  very  different,  and  the 
consequence  was  a  proportionate  burden  on 
the  rate-payers.  It  was  from  that  quarter 
that  the  gentry,  who  resided  elsewhere, 
obtained  their  servants.  For  this  reason 
he  thought  it  was  equitable  that  the  rate 
should  be  made  for  the  whole  Union.  He 
could  see  the  reason  why  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  adopted  the  plan  he  had  proposed. 
It  bad  been  remarlced  that  there  were  some 
townships  containing  very  few  inhabitants, 
which  in  a  few  years  might  become  very 
populous,  while  others  would  not  increase 
much.  But  if  the  rate  was  to  be  founded 
on  the  data  furnished  by  the  seven  years 
preceding  the  year  1844  or  1845,  and  the 
rate  made  thereon  was  to  remain  for  ever, 
he  thouffht  it  would  not  be  an  equitable 
rate.  He  should  therefore  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  periodical  revision  of  the  rate, 
say  every  seven  years,  so  as  to  make  it 
equitable.  He  was  disposed  to  think  this 
a  measure  which  would  give  satisfaction, 
and  be  beneficial  to  the  country,  and  there- 
fore he  would  throw  no  obstacle  iu  the  way 
of  its  passing. 

Viscount  Ebringion  was  reminded  by 
what  fell  from  the  gallant  Member  of  a 
subject  which  he  wished  to  press  upon  the 
attention  of  the  right  lion.  Baronet.  These 
small  tenants  generally  got  exempted  from 
the  payment  of  the  rates ;  and  thus  the  share 
which  their  landlords  properly  ought  to  bear, 
was  thrown  upon  that  of  the  neighbours.  The 
general  outline  of  the  measure,  he  must  say, 
he  heartily  approved  of;  the  right  hon. 
Barooet  had,  in  facts  proposed  to  grant 
really  a  great  boon  to  the  working  popula- 
tion of  this  country.  He  wished  here  to 
florrect  an  error  which  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  fallen  into»  in  supposine  that  it 
was  no  boon  to  the  labourer  to  allow  him 
to  change  his  place  of  abode,  in  order  to 
seek  for  work  within  the  Union,  because 
there  were  some  districts  in  which,  within 
a  short  distance,  there  was  a  great  dis- 
parity of  wages.  He  rejoiced  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  with  the  apparent 
assent  of  the  House,  had  thought  fit  to 
give  some  credit  to  a  much  maligned 
dass  of  per8Qn9-*the  political  economists. 


He  hoped  the  same  charity  would  be  ez« 
tended  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
and  to  their  Secretary,  Mr.  Chadwick,  who 
was  doing  all  in  his  power  to  advance  the 
sanatory  and  moral  condition  of  the  poor. 
There  was  another  thing  he  wished  to 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  baronet.  A  dif* 
ficuTty  was  likely  to  arise  in  the  Union  with 
which  he  was  connected.  The  furthest  point 
now  allowed  in  combining  Unions  together 
for  the  establishment  of  district  schools 
was  fifteen  miles.  That  rule  formed  a 
complete  barrier  to  the  plan.  He  was 
sure  he  need  not  urge  on  the  House  the 
propriety  of  sparing  no  expense  for  the 
pniper  education  of  the  rising  generation, 
upon  whose  character  must  depend  the  fu- 
ture welfare  of  the  Empire.  The  means  of 
giving  education  within  the  walls  of  a 
small  Union-house  were  necessarily  very 
defective,  while  to  do  it  effectually  required 
an  expense  and  apparatus  which  would 
suffice  for  a  larger  number  of  children. 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
take  this  subject  into  consideration,  and 
see  if  he  could  not  in  some  cases  extend 
the  limits  within  each  district  in  which 
schools  might  be  established.  He  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  his  measure,  and 
would  give  it  his  support. 

Mr.  £.  B,  Denison  thought  that  the 
country  must  feel  under  great  obligations 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ror  his  attempt  to 
deal  with  the  present  Law  of  Settlement ; 
for  no  law  could  be  more  absurd  }n  its  pro- 
visions, or  more  cruel  in  its  operation.— « 
What,  for  instance,  could  be  more  absurd 
or  cruel  towards  a  man,  who  had  been  bom 
and  brought  up  in  a  town,  than  that  he, 
upon  his  unfortunately  becoming  charge- 
able, should  be  liable  to  be  removed,  along 
with  his  wife  and  children,  to  some  distant 
parish,  the  name  of  which  he  perhaps  never 
heard  of,  because  neither  he  nor  his  father, 
nor  his  grandfather,  had  ever  gained  a  set* 
tlement  in  the  parish  in  which  he  lived.«« 
Nothing  was  more  certain,  than  that  a  man 
removed  from  a  parish,  where  his  habits 
had  been  formed,  and  his  employment  of  a 
settled  character,  to  another  parish  where 
no  similar  employment  could  be  found,  re« 
mained  along  with  his  family  a  burden  upon 
the  parish  for  life.  The  present  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  met  this  case  half-way— 
but  not  more  than  that;  for,  although  it  did 
not  refer  back  to  the  birth-place  of  the  father 
or  grandfather,  it  did  to  that  of  the  man 
himself;  and  he,  therefore,  along  with  hia 
young  family,  would  be  liable  to  be  removed 
to  the  place  of  hisbirtbi  on  bocomiDg  charge* 
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able,  although  he  might  have  lived  and 
worked  several  yean  in  another  parish. — 
The  Bill  circulated  during  autumn  con 
tained  a  clause  to  the  effect,  that  if  a  man 
resided  for  five  jears  in  a  parish,  he  should 
not  he  liable  to  be  removed  therefrom,  al- 
though he  had  not  been  bom  there ;  this 
was  a  reasonable  and  humane  provision. 
He  (Mr.  Denison)  should  have  preferred 
three  yean  to  five,  or  one  to  three.  But 
this  clause  was  now  struck  out,  and  the 

E super  would  have  to  depend  solely  upon 
is  birth  settlement.  It  was  most  d^r. 
able  that  the  birth-place  should  be  the 
general  place  of  settlement;  but  still  he 
thought  that  a  working  roan  had  a  fair 
right  to  ask  for  support  in  that  parish  in 
which  he  had  worked  as  an  industrious, 
honest  man  for  three  yean ;  and  that  he 
should  not  be  liable  to  be  sent  back  along 
with  a  young  family  to  the  parish  which 
he  might  have  left  as  a  boy ;  but  that  he 
should  he  entitled  to  relief  in  that  parish 
where  his  chidren  were  bom— provided  he 
had  resided  there  for  three  or  at  most  five 
years*  Although  he  ^txj  much  preferred 
the  Bill  of  bst  autumn,  he  thought 
the  present  one  a  great  improvement 
upon  the  exbiin^  system,  and  he  should 
therefore  give  it  generally  his  cordial 
iupport* 

Sir  /.  GmJUmtf  in  reply,  thanked  the 
House  for  the  favourable  reception  they  had 

given  to  his  Bill.  He  must  say,  that  when 
e  made  the  proposition  he  was  almost 
alarmed  at  the  great  extent  of  it,  and  cer- 
tainly he  was  astonished  at  the  observa- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  two  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, whose  objection  wan,  that  the 
measure  was  still  insufficient.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  had  said  that  the 
change,  to  be  effective,  should  impose  no 
check  upon  the  Hampshire  labourer  wishing 
to  go  to  Liverpool,  or  on|the  Norfolk  labour- 
er wishing  to  go  to  Manchester.  Why, 
if  that  principle  were  adopted,  it  would 
amount  to  a  total  repeal  of  the  Law  of  Set* 
t  ement.  Then,  the  hon.  Member  for  York- 
shire had  urged,  that  wherever  a  party 
resided,  fir  however  short  a  period,  he 
should  there  have  a  settlement.  That,  again 
would  be  the  total  abolition  of  the  Law  of 
Settlement.  Such  extensive  propositions 
could  not  be  entertained ;  and,  with  respect 
to  what  had  been  ssid  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brecon,  he  would  answer  that  by  re* 
lerring  to  the  Act  of  13  and  14  Charles  IL, 
sec.  12.  What  were  the  words  of  the 
Act?— 
*  Whereas  the  necessityi  numberi  and  con* 


tinual  inciease  of  the  poor,  not  only  within  the 
cities  of  LondoD  and  Westminster^  with  the 
liberties  of  each  of  them,  hot  also  through  the 
whole  kingdom  of  England  and  dominion  oC 
Wales,  is  very  great  and  exceeding  bnrdeii» 
some,  being  occasiooed  by  reason  of  some 
defects  of  the  law  concerning  the  settling  of 
the  poor,  and  for  want  of  a  doe  provision  of 
the  regalaiions  of  relief  snd  employment  in 
such  parishes  or  places  where  they  are  legally 
settled,  which  doth  enforce  many  to  turn  in- 
corrigible rogues,  and  others  to  perish  for 
want,  together  with  the  neglect  of  the  fiuthful 
execution  of  snch  laws  and  statutes  as  hsve 
formerly  been  made  for  the  apprehending  of 
rogues  and  vagabonds,  and  for  the  good  of  the 
poor  :  for  remedy  whereof,  and  for  the  prevcnu 
ing  the  perishing  of  any  of  the  poor,  whether 
young  or  old,  for  want  of  such  soppUes  as  are 
necessary,  may  it  please  yonr  most  excellent 
Majesty,  that  it  may  be  enacted ~and  be  it 
enacted  by  the  King's  Most  Excellent  Ma* 
jesty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the 
Commons  in  this  present  Parliament  as- 
sembled, and  by  the  authority  of  the  same^ 
that  whereas,  by  reason  of  some  defects  in  the 
law,  poor  people  are  not  restrained  from  going 
from  one  parish  to  another,  and,  therefore,  do 
endeavour  to  settle  theasselves  in  those  p^ 
rishes  where  there  is  the  best  stock,  the  largest 
commons  or  wastes  to  build  cottaces,  and  the 
most  woods  for  them  to  bom  and  destroy,  and 
when  they  have  consumed  it  then  to  another 

Earish,  and  at  last  become  rognes  and  vag^ 
onds,  to  the  great  discouragement  of  parishes 
to  proride  stocks  where  it  is  liable  to  be  de* 
voored  by  strangers :  be  it  therefore  enacted, 
by  the  authority  aforesaid,  that  it  shall  and 
may  be  lawfol,  open  complaint  made  by  the 
chnrchwardens  or  orerseers  of  the  poor  of 
any  parish  to  any  justice  of  the  peace,  within 
forty  days  after  any  such  person  or  persons 
coming  so  to  settle  u  aforesaid,  by  their 
warrant  to  remove  and  convey  snch  person  or 
persons  to  such  parish,  where  he  or  they 
were  last  legally  settled,  either  u  native, 
householder,  apprentice  or  servant,  for  tha 
space  of  forty  days  at  the  least.." 

[Colonel  Wood:  *«Hearr  Forty  days' 
reddence  previous  to  that  Act  I]  Prom 
the  time  of  Elixabeth  down  to  that  Act  the 
Law  of  Settlement  was  unknown.  Partiei 
wandered  from  parish  to  parish*  attracted 
by  woods  and  oommona  and  other  advan* 
tagea,  of  which,  as  rogues  and  vagabonda, 
they  made  thmselves  mastcfg;  and  the 
justioee  were  directed  to  send  them  to  the 
parishes  whence  they  came;  Until  the 
passing  of  the  Poor  Law  Aoieiidment  Act 
the  administration  of  the  fund  for  the  le* 
lief  of  the  poor  was  strictly  parochial.  The 
parochial  administration  thus  ceased,  the 
union  administration  then  began.  Therefore 
there  was  nolhingnew  m  thepriocipleof  the 
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KIL  li  was  a  mere  extenrion  of  the  de- 1 
tails.  He  would  only  detain  the  House  to 
notice  the  two  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Viscount 
Ebrington).  First,  with  regard  to  the 
district  schools-— this  question  was  much 
discussed  when  the  enactment  passed  last 
year ;  he  had  purposely  so  framed  the  dis- 
tances in  that  measure  that  it  was  only 
applicable  to  large  towns  and  to  populous 

fioes.  He  believed  that  as  yet  there  had 
"dly  been  a  district  school  formed  under 
the  kct,  and  it  was  desirable  to  have 
some  experience  of  its  working  before  the 
principle  was  extended  further.  Then^ 
with  respect  to  the  rating  of  small  tene- 
ment8»  he  did  not  wish  to  encumber  the 
question  of  the  Law  of  Settlementt  in  itself 
a  very  difficult  subject,  with  the  additional 
difficulty  of  the  question  whether  in  rating 
small  tenements  the  burden  should  fall  on 
the  landlord  or  on  his  tenant.  That  sub- 
ject would  properly  come  under  discussion 
when  the  not  less  iroportantj  and  cer- 
tainly not  less  difficult,  question  of  rating 
should  be  considered;  and  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  think  he  had  acted  with 
prudence  by  not  involving  one  difficult 
question  with  another. 

Mr.  Wakky  had  only  one  word  to  say, 
in  consequence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
havinff  alluded  to  the  favourable  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  had  been  received.  In 
offering  no  opposition  to  the  introduction 
of  the  Billy  he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  inferred 
that  he  was  favourable  to  its  provisions. 
It  was  a  tremendous  measure:  it  was  a 
measure  of  enormous  importance,  and  it 
was  an  attempt  to  break  up  the  parochial 
system  in  this  country,  which,  if  carried 
into  e£kct,  would,  he  believed,  operate  in 
a  very  extraordinary  manner  on  the  social 
condition  and  feelings  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  The  hon.  Member  behind  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  feared  that  it  would 
1^  to  something  else,  and  in  another 
direction.  What  he  feared  was,  that  it 
would  have  a  direct  tendency  towards  per- 
petuating the  power  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  [Mr.  Boebuck:  Hear, 
hear],  and  render  permanent  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  he  would  like  to  see 
expunged  from  the  Statute  Book  to-morrow 
—he  meant,  the  Act  of  the  4th  and  5th 
William  IV.,  commonly  called  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act.  He  understood 
the  cheer,  the  taunting  cheer,  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath :  it  was  one 
of  that  learned  Member's  peculiarities ;  he 
understood  the  cheer  well,  and  he  did  not 


choose  to  be  subject  to  misrepresentation, 
nor  would  he  have  paltry  and  contemptible 
motives  attributed  to  him.  He  had  very 
lately  alluded  to  evils  which  existed  under 
a  Poor  Law  Union,  and  he  had  been  told 
that  the  only  way  in  which  they  would  be 
able  to  remove  those  evils  was  by  an  in- 
crease of  the  power  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, on  which  he  had  declared  that 
he  was  prepared  in  forty-eight  hours  to 
give  such  a  power  for  such  a  purpose,  and 
so  he  was.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart, 
ment  had  cheered,  and  had  ardently  cheered, 
his  reference  to  the  oppressive  and  oc- 
casionally cruel  conduct  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians ;  and  in  his  subsequent  introduc- 
tian  of  this  Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  appealed  to  the  greater  humanity  which 
would  mark  the  conduct  of  persons  in  au- 
thority when  the  removing-officer  was 
selected,  not  from  the  parochial  officers, 
but  from  the  Union.  Now,  it  was  univer- 
sally known  in  the  country  that  the  tyranny, 
the  oppression,  and  the  cruelty,  which  had 
especially  marked  the  mal-administration  of 
the  Poor  Law,  wherever  such  mal-adminis. 
tration  had  been  observed,  was  found  to  be 
produced  by  the  Board  of  Guardians.  They 
acted  as  a  corporation,  their  responsibility 
was  extended  over  the  mass,  they  never 
came  to  a  decision  in  the  presence  of  the 
poor,  the  rate-payers  were  not  admitted  to 
their  meetings,  the  press  was  not  allowed 
to  enter,  their  meetings  and  acts  were  en- 
tirely private.  He  thought  it  dangerous 
to  bestow  more  power  on  a  body  so  constL 
tuted.  He  had  just  given  a  specimen  of 
what  he  believed  existed  under  the  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  expressed  in  earnest  terms  his 
regret  that  there  should  be  such  practices ; 
and  regretted  that  more  power  was  not 
given  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to 
prevent  them.  Seeing,  however,  the  con- 
duct of  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  seeing 
that  they  acted  without  individual  respon« 
sibility,  he  feared  that  this  measure,  although 
it  might  contain  many  desirable  provisions, 
would  operate  on  the  whole  disastrously 
for  the  country,  and  especially  on  the  con* 
dition  of  the  poor. 
Leave  given. 

Mail  Exekptioiis  from  Toll.]  Vis^ 
count  EhringUm,  in  rising  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  injury  done  to 
turnpike  trusts  by  the  large  exemption 
from  tolls  given  to  conveyances  carrying 
letters,  referred  to  the  petitions  on  this 
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subject  presented  last  year,  and  especially 
to  the  petition  from  South  Molton,  in 
which  it  was  stated,  that  the  exemption 
of  the  mails  added  materially  to  the  ex- 
penses of  the  trust  $  that  few  letters 
were  conveyed  by  some  of  these  mails, 
the  greater  part  of  which  did  not  even 
carry  a  guard,  although  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, giving  the  exemption,  could  not  have 
contemplated  any  such  case,  inasmuch  as 
it  provided  that  no  one  should  sit  by  the 
guard,  and  setting  forth  that  the  saving  to 
the  Post  Office  was  slight  by  the  arrange* 
ment,  and,  although  the  loss  to  the  turn* 
pikes  was  serious,  there  was  little  benefit 
to  any  one  except  the  coach  proprietors. 
A  similar  petition  had  been  presented  from 
Barnstaple;  he  had  received  letters  from 
Kendal,  from  Devon,  from  Lincolnshire, 
and  from  Shropshire,  with  like  complaints ; 
and,  although  the  condition  of  the  turn* 
pike  trusts  in  general  was  so  unsatis- 
factory, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
introduced  a  Bill  somewhat  of  a  con- 
fiscatory character  with  respect  to  them ; 
he  had  left  these  abuses  untouched. 
In  the  Report  of  the  Commission  of  In- 
quiry in  South  Wales,  no  small  part  of 
the  abuses  there  exuting  arose  from  this 
cause,  and  the  Commissioners  particularly 
noticed  the  hardship*  Mr.  Stacey,  of  Car- 
marthenshire, stated  the  loss  on  one  line  of 
road  to  be  428/.  a*year,  or  one-third  of  the 
whole  cost  of  the  repair  charges ;  and  when 
the  road  was  out  of  order  the  Post  Office 
was  the  first  to  complain.  Other  witnesses 
confirmed  this  complaint;  and  in  Lord 
Lonsdale's  evidence  before  the  Post  Office 
Committee  he  had  said,  there  was  no  ge- 
neral rule  as  to  subsidiary  mails ;  when  the 
tolls  were  heavy  the  exemption  caused  the 
contracts  to  be  taken  at  a  lower  rate,  some- 
times gratis.  In  making  the  contracts  their 
operation  on  the  turnpike  trusts  was,  in- 
deed, taken  into  consideration,  but  only 
secondarily,  and  no  communicatiun  was 
ever  made  to  them  previous  to  the  esta- 
blishment of  these  subsidiary  mails. 
Whether  it  were  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  introduce  a  ^ 
neral  measure  to  regulate  the  turnpike 
tru5t8  he  did  not  know  ;  but  whether  this 
were  the  case  or  not,  he  could  not  but  think 
that  some  previous  legislation  was  neces« 
iary  to  limit  the  exemption  from  toll  of 
(oaches  carrying  letters,  which  were  not 
unfrequently  drawn  by  four  or  even  six 
horses,  when  the  letters  were  very  few  in- 
deed, not  more,  sometimes,  than  might 
be  carried  in  bis  bat.  If  be  were  permitted 


to  introduce  his  Bill,  he  would  limit  tho 
exemptions  from  tolls  in  the  case  of 
subsidiary  mails  to  the  number  of  wheels 
and  of  horses  which  should  be  deemed  rea- 
sonably necessary  for  the  performance  of 
the  duty :  thus,  if  a  mail  cart  would  be 
sufficient,  he  would  limit  the  exemption  to 
one  horse  and  two  wheels,  instead  of  four 
or  six  horses  and  four  wheels.  Under  the 
circumstances  he  had  detailed  he  would 
have  been  quite  prepared  to  leave  the  mat. 
ter  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  but 
having  for  several  Sessions  in  vain  endea* 
voiired  to  persuade  them  to  interfere,  he 
should  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
limit  the  exemption  from  turnpike  tolls  en- 
joyed by  all  conveyances  carrying  any  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  mails. 

Mr.  Heathcoie  having  on  a  former  coca* 
sion  drawn  the  attention  of  Parliament  to 
the  subject  of  the  noble  Viscount's  Bill, 
was  glad  to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity 
to  second  the  Motion.  It  appeared  to  him 
to  be  extremely  unjust  to  tax  a  poor  \o» 
cality  for  the  sake  of  the  community.  A 
desire  had  been  expressed  to  relieve  the 
farming  classes  from  some  of  the  heavy 
burdens  which  pressed  upon  them.  On 
the  farmers  the  tax  in  question  fell  with 
peculiar  force,  for  they  supported  the  whole 
expense  of  maintaining  the  roads.  He 
had  observed  the  same  evasions  practised 
as  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Lord. 
Stage  coaches  were  exempted  from  toils 
amounting  to  several  hundreds  per  annum 
by  reason  of  their  carrying  a  letter-bag, 
which  often  contained  no  more  than 
two  letters,  and  which  the  ooachman'a 
pocket  was  sufficient  to  hold,  whilst  on  the 
other  hand  they  were  loaded.  The  noble 
I^rd  despaired  of  effecting  the  change  he 
desired.  He  (Mr.  Heathcote)  was  sorry 
for  that ;  he  was  quite  confident  if  the 
Government  looked  into  the  matter  they 
would  find  it  a  subject  worthy  of  attention, 
and  the  grievance  one  proper  to  be  redres* 
sed.     He  begsed  to  second  the   Motion. 

The  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
extremely  sorry  he  could  not  give  the 
noble  Lord  the  satisfaction  he  desired  of 
intimating  his  consent  to  the  measure 
which  he  had  proposed  to  bring  in.  WhaU 
ever  might  be  the  inconveniences  to  which 
the  noUe  Lord  had  referred,  the  House 
could  hardly  consider  them  sufficient  to  in* 
duce  Parliament  to  subject  all  Her  Majesty's 
mails  to  a  heavy  buHen  such  as  that  of 
tolls.  The  exemption  enjoyed  by  the  matli 
was  already  of  a  comparatively  old  date, 
going  so  far  back  u  the  year  I785.    A 
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spediic  Act  of  Parliament  of  that  year 
lunited  the  exemption  from  turnpike  tolls 
to  mails,  and  since  that  period  many  turn- 
pike roads  had  been  laid  out  and  con- 
structed in  the  full  knowledge  that  such 
an  exemption  in  favour  of  this  class  of  car- 
riages existed.  The  bon.  Member  oppo- 
site bad  made  a  grievance  of  the  circum- 
stance that  the  whole  burden  of  maintain- 
ing these  roads  fell  upon  the  local  rate- 
payers. The  hon.  Member  ought  to  bear 
in  mind  that  those  who  suffered  in  their 
pockets  from  having  to  support  the  cost  of 
the  wear  and  tear  of  the  roads,  enjoyed  a 
far  more  than  corresponding  benefit  in  the 
increased  traffic  which  these  roads  brought 
into  their  vicinity.  Lord  Lonsdale's  evi- 
dence^ which  had  been  referred  to,  also 
contained  a  special  reference  to  the  pointy 
whether  the  burden  imposed  by  the  ex- 
emption of  mails  from  turnpike  tolls  was 
not  far  more  than  compensated  to  the  rate- 
payers by  the  benefit  which  the  localities 
traversed  by  those  mails  derived  from  them. 
To  repeal  the  privileges  enjoyed  by  the 
mails  m  respect  to  turnpike  tolls  would  be 
in  effect  merely  to  transfer  from  the  public 
purse  into  the  pockets  of  individuals  the 
sum  of  50,000/.  per  annum ;  and  he  would 
put  it  to  the  noble  Lord  whether  the  ad- 
vantages which  would  be  derived  from  this 
change  would  in  any  way  compensate  for 
this  sacrifice.  For  these  reasons  he  must, 
with  regret,  refuse  his  assent  to  the  Bill 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Motion  negatived. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  twelve 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday t  February  12,  1845. 

MurOTU.]  Ksw  MsMBBB  SwoBN.— For  Stamford,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  George  Clerk»  BarL 

pBTmoHB  Pbbsbntbo.  By  Mr.  Chrittopher,  firom  Solid- 
ton  of  Alford,  against  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Attorney^ 
Ccctificatek — ^By  Mr.  W.  Williams,  firom  GravcMnd,  for 
Repeal  of  Window  Duty.— By  Sir  H.  Smyth,  firom  Phy- 
fidaoB  and  Surgeoma  of  Colchester,  and  by  Mr.  S.  Craw- 
ford, firom  Rochdale,  against,  and  by  Mr.  Hastie,  ftom 
Renfrew,  and  9  other  plaoes,  in  fayoor  of  the  Mescal 
Pactice  Bill  (1844).>-By  Mr.  Uindley,  ftom  Peace  So. 
ciety»  against  Increase  of  Naval  and  Military  Establish- 
ments,— ^By  Mr.  Aldam,  from  Kippax,  and  Newnham, 

'  and  from  Baptist  Denomination  of  the  Parish  of 
Ystradgimlais,  county  of  Breoan,  for  diminiahing  the 
number  of  Public  Housea. 

Thb  Earl  of  Malmesbury  —  The 
DoROHXSTBR  Railwat.^  Captain  Harris 
hoped  he  should  be  excused  if  he  noticed 
some  injurious  rumours  which  had  been 
spread  relative  to  the  part  taken  by  a  noble 
Kelative,  and  by  himself,  with  reference  to 
the  Dorchester  and  Southampton  Railway. 


The  insinuation  that  he  and  his  noble 
Relative  influenced  the  decisions  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  appeared,  no  doubt,  very 
ridiculous  to  Members  of  that  House,  but 
it  might  have  some  influence  with  the 
vulgar.  The  statement  made  by  an  hon. 
Member  last  night  tended  to  strengthen 
these  rumours;  he  hoped,  therefore,  he 
should  be  allowed  to  refute  them  by  a 
plain  recital  of  facts.  About  a  year  since 
the  undertaking  was  commenced.  The  pro- 
posal for  such  a  line  was  communicated  to 
his  noble  Relative  and  himself,  and  both  saw 
its  great  importance,  not  only  in  a  local,  but 
in  a  national  point  of  view.  As  an  Officer 
in  Her  Majesty's  Service,  he  was  anxious 
for  such  a  line,  not  only  as  regarded  the 
town  which  he  represented,  but  also  as  a 
means  of  placing  the  defence  of  the  country 
in  a  more  efficient  state.  By  having  a 
line  of  railway  along  the  coast,  troops  of 
cavalry  might  be  easily  brought  from  the 
baaracks  at  Christchurch  to  act  in  de- 
fence of  Lymington,  Poole,  and  South- 
ampton. On  such  public  grounds,  he  en- 
tered warmly  into  the  support  of  this  line. 
There  was  a  preliminary  meeting  at  South- 
ampton in  May.  At  that  meeting,  his 
noble  Relative  and  himself  attended.  The 
second  meeting  was  held  in  July,  in  Dor- 
Chester ;  and  there  was  passed  a  resolution 
appointing  a  committee,  and  declaring  that 
every  member  of  it  should  hold  500/1  worth 
of  shares.  His  noble  Relative  was  ex- 
empted from  this  regulation,  on  the  ground 
of  his  having  charge  of  the  line  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  himself  had  declined 
taking  any  shares.  In  the  course  of  last 
autumn,  several  meetings  were  held  at 
Christchurch,  Lymington,  and  in  other 
places.  There  was  some  objection  to  the 
line  passing  through  the  New  Forest.  He 
saw  no  more  objection  to  a  railroad  than 
.to  a  turnpike-road.  On  the  Members  for 
South  Hants  declining  to  promote  the  un- 
dertaking, his  noble  Relative  undertook 
to  hold  the  usual  intercourse  with  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  saw  his  noble  Re- 
lative immediately  after  his  interview  with 
Lord  Dalhousie,  whom  his  noble  Rela- 
tive represented  to  have  said,  that  he 
could  not  yet  decide  which  line  was  the 
best,  but  that  he  should  be  guided  only  by 
what  the  public  interest  required.  It  was 
said  in  the  debate  last  night  that  some  time 
before  the  decision  of  the  Board  as  to  this 
line  was  announced^  it  was  well  known 
what  it  would  be.  Now,  he  must  say, 
no  such  certainty  was  felt  in  the  part  of 
the  country  wheae  he  he  lived ;  on  the 
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eoDtrary,  the  prevailing  rumour  of  the  day 
was  unfavourable  to  the  Southampton  and 
Don;he8ter  line.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  the  attention  and  indulgence  with 
which  they  hod  received  this  explana- 
tion* 

Ths  Cakadun  Elegtioks.]  Mr.  Roe^ 
buck  rose,  according  to  his  notice  of  the 
previous  evening,  to  ask  the  Government 
a  question  relative  to  the  late  elections  in 
Canada.  It  was  one  which  he  put  with 
great  reluctance,  because  the  present  system 
of  Government  could  only  be  looked  on  as 
an  experiment,  and  he  was  unwilling  pre- 
maturely to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the 
proceedings  which  were  going  on.  Cir- 
cumstances had  occurred,  however,  which 
now  induced  him  to  allude  to  the  subject. 
During  the  last  year  Sir  C.  Metcalfe  dis- 
solved the  Parliament  of  Canada.  New 
elections  took  place,  at  which,  particularly 
in  Montreal,  disturbances  had  occurred. 
A  Petition  had  been  presented  to  the  Le- 
gislature of  Canada,  complaining  of  the 
legality  of  the  election,  and  impugning  the 
conduct  of  the  Returning  Officer,  the 
Sheriff  of  Montreal*  That  subject  was  at 
the  present  moment  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  due  and  proper  tribunals*  and 
what  he  wanted  to  know  was  this-* whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  had  any 
peculiar  circumstances  to  state  or  lay  before 
the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  explaining 
the  conduct  that  had  been  pursued  on  the 
part  of  the  Colonial  Secretary,  with  respect 
to  the  Returning  Officer  of  the  city  of 
Montreal.  He  had  been  given  to  under- 
stand, and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
such  was  the  case,  that,  notwithstanding 
the  complaints  that  had  been  made  against 
the  Returning  Officer,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  had  advised  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's thanks  should  be  given  to  him.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  statements 
that  had  been  made  to  him  were  true; 
namely,  that  the  thanks  of  Her  Majesty 
bad  been  given  to  the  Returning  Officer  oif 
the  city  of  Montreal  at  a  time  when  his 
oondttct  was  under  the  oonsideratton  of  the 
proper  tribunal— the  House  of  Assembly? 
And  if  that  question  were  answered  in  the 
affirmative,  the  next  Question  he  should 
wish  to  put  would  be,  whether  there  would 
ke  any  objection  to  lay  before  the  House 
the  de^tch  in  which  those  thanks  were 
conferred,  so  that  the  House  might  know 
tha  circumstances  under  which  the  Colo- 
nial Secretaiy  had  taken  so  extraordinary  a 
step? 


Mr.  G,  W.  Hope  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  not  particularly 
addressed  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  perhaps  he  (  Mr. 
Hope)  might  be  permitted  to  answer  the 
question.  With  reference  to  the  Election 
Petition*  said  to  be  pending,  he  knew  no- 
thing of  it,  as  they  (the  Colonial  Office) 
got  no  notice  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Ca* 
nadian  Assembly,  except  by  the  transmis- 
sion of  the  journals  at  the  termination  of 
the  Session,  and  the  Executive  did  not  in«. 
terfere  with  these  proceedings.  What  he 
did  know  he  would  state  very  shortly,  and 
he  should  be  quite  ready  to  produce  the 
papers  required.  It  appeared,  that  previous 
to  the  election  at  Montreal,  an  application 
had  been  made  by  the  opposition  candi- 
date, in  which  he  stated  that  the  stipen- 
diary Magistrate  thought  it  would  be  ad- 
vantageous to  commence  polling  under 
military  protection.  To  this  the  Return* 
ing  Officer  would  not  consent,  and  in  no 
case  was  military  aid  resorted  to  until 
all  other  means  had  failed,  and  it  became 
absolutely  necessary.  It  was  true  that  pre* 
parations  were  made  to  prevent  any  dis- 
turbance taking  place,  large  numbers  of 
workmen  being  expected  to  interfere. 
They  did  come  in,  the  military  were  in 
readiness,  but  they  acted  upon  one  occasion, 
and  one  only.  With  reference  to  Iheea 
transactions,  the  stipendiary  Magistrate's 
Report  concluded  by  stating  that  every 
effort  and  arrangement  had  been  made  by 
Mr.  Young,  the  Returning  Officer,  to  secore 
order  and  free  access  to  the  poll  for  both 
parties,  and  that  his  efforU  were  so  succes* 
ful,  that  though  a  disturbance  ensued,  not 
a  single  life  was  lost.  He  believed  that  the 
access  was  perfectly  free  on  both  sides,  the 
only  persons  obstructed  bein^  the  non« 
voters  from  the  surrounding  diatriots.  In 
consequence  of  thb  report,  Sir  C.  Metcalfe, 
in  his  despatch,  stated  that  the  preservation 
of  life  and  property  at  the  election  was 
attributable  to  the  tservices  of  Mr.  Youngt 
and  another  gentleman.  Captain  WatheraU, 
whom  he  designated  as  a  most  valuable 
public  servant.  The  Governor  expressed 
his  gratification  that  no  life  had  been  aacri* 
ficed,  and  suted  that  great  credit  was  duo 
to  the  troops  and  to  the  officers,  and  that, 
without  their  assi stance,  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  the  voters  to  hava 
exercised  the  franchise  freely,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  intrusion  of  non.voter&  On 
the  receipt  of  that  despatch,  which  had 
arrived  before  the  Canadian  Parliament 
had  met,  and  before,  therefoco,  it  was  poi* 
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•iUe  lo  ascertain  what  elections  would  be 

Gitioned  against,  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
td  of  the  Colonial  Department  bad  felt 
it  hit  duty  to  transmit  to  the  Governor  of 
Canada  a  despatch  conveying,  not  the 
thanks  of  Her  Majesty,  but  his  own  ex- 
pression of  approbation  of  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Young  and  Captain  Wetheimll  for  the 
efforts  nyhich  they  had  so  successfully  made 
for  the  preservation  of  the  public  peace; 
and  he  had  desired  that  this  expression  of 
his  approbation  should  be  communicated  to 
those  gentlemen.  There  had  been  no 
thanks  returned  in  the  name  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty,  and  no  statement  had  been  made 
beyond  the  expression  of  the  approbation 
of  the  Executive  Government  to  the  Exe- 
cutive Officers  for  their  exertions. 

Mr.  Hume  ihousht  the  House  ought  to 
have  before  them  the  details  of  the  circum- 
stances which  had  led  to  the  extraordinary 
diangea  which  had  recently  taken  place  in 
the  public  mind  in  Canada.  Great  discon- 
tent now  reigned  in  the  Colony,  and  if 
they  wished  to  preserve  the  Colonies  in  a 
state  of  usefulness  to  the  country,  they  must 
.gnvem  them  according  to  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  their  populadon.  While  Sir 
Charles  Bagot  was  there  unanimity  and 
contentment  reigned,  but  no  sooner  had  a 
ehange  of  Ministry  taken  place  than  dis« 
emitent  aroaa.  The  Governor  dismined 
hla  Executive  Council,  and  for  nine  months 
governed  without  one.  This  gave  rise  to 
dtsnlisfactton  and  discontent.  Hence  had 
arisen  those  soenea  which  had  taken  place 
at  the  elections ;  and  it  appeared  to  htm  to 
be  necessary  that  all  the  documents  con« 
neeted  with  the  subject  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  so  as  to  enable  them  to 
ascertain  what  had  caused  those  sudden 

Obstruction  of  thb  Portland  Vase.] 
Mr.  Chfiitonktr  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government*  which  was  suggested  by  the 
leeent  wanton  destruction  ofthe  Portland 
Vase,  at  the  British  Museum.  From  the 
police  reports  of  that  morning,  it  appeared 
that  the  magistrates  had  no  power  to  exact 
from  the  destroyer  of  that  precious  relic  of 
aneient  art  a  penalty  higher  than  a  fine  of 
hl^  or  to  inflict  a  greater  personal  punish- 
Bient  than  two  months'  imprisonment,  with 
or  without  hard  labour.  He  begged  to  call 
the  attention  of  his  rieht  hon.  Friend  to 
thissabjeet,  and  he  wished  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  inform  the  House  whether  it 
veote  bis  intentioo^  by  legislation  or  other- 


wise, to  take  measures  to  prevent  the  re- 

'  currence  of  such  an  outrage. 

I     Sir  22.  Ped  said,  the  Trustees  ofthe  firi- 

\  tish  Museum  intended  to  hold  a  meeting 

'  on  Saturday  next  for  the  purpose  of  con- 

I  sidering  this  important  subject ;  the  result 

of  that  meeting  would  In  all  probability,  be 

known  to  some  communication  on  their 

part  by  Her  Majesty's  Government.     He 

would,  therefore,  not  express  any  opinion 

till  that  communication  should  be  made, 

further  than  that  the  question  was  one  of 

the  deepest  importance. 

Tradb  with  Brazil.!  Mr.  Bouverie 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  if  it 
were  true  that  a  negotiation  was  on  foot 
for  a  Commercial  Treaty  with  the  Bra* 
xilian  Government?  If  such  a  negotiation 
had  been  entered  into,  it  seemed  absolutely 
certain  that  the  Braxilian  Government 
would  insist  on  a  reciprocity  Treaty.  The 
Treaty  of  1827  was  one  of  that  nature, 
and  there  was  an  additional  reason  for  as- 
suming this  as  a  probabOity  amounting  to 
certainty,  because  more  than  one*  fifth  of  the 
export  of  that  country  consisted  of  suffar. 
Now,  there  could beno  doubt,  if  theBrasiBan 
Government  insisted  on  a  reciprocity  Treaty 
with  respect  to  that  article  of  produce,  no 
nrospect  remained  of  an  agreement  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Bnu 
silian,  so  long  as  that  frivolous  diatinction 
was  kept  up  in  our  Statute  Book  between 
free*]abour  and  slave-labour  sugar— a  dis- 
tinction which,  as  they  had  been  fore- 
warned from  that  side  of  the  House  last 
Session,  had  proved  to  be  utterly  so,  inaa* 
much  as  the  only  sugar  yet  imported  from  a 
foreign  State,  under  that  law,  had  been 
slave-labour  sugar  from  Venezuelay  and  the 
only  sugar  that  was  at  present  expected  to 
come  in  any  quantity^  was  the  slave-labour 
sugar  of  New  Orleans.  That  distinction,  if 
they  were  to  have  a  Treaty  on  the  footing  of 
reciprocity,  must  be  abandoned.  In  ex* 
praning  the  hope  that  this  would  be  doBe^ 
he  felt  sure  that  he  was  expressing  the 
hope  of  a  very  large  portion  of  the  country. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would,  as  he  had  done  on  former  oooa* 
sions,  put  his  consistency  in  his  pocket,  and 
at  once  remove  the  inequality.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  any  negotiations  were 
proceeding  with  respect  to  a  Commercial 
Treaty? 

Sir  R,  Peel  would  answer  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  question  as  to  the  case  w  it 
stood  at  present,  and  set  aside  speculations 
regarding  the  future.    There  was  no  ne« 
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gotiation  pending  with  the  Brazilian  Go- 
▼ernmentf  involving  any  alteration  of  the 
Tariff  with  respect  to  import  duties.  A 
proposal  had  been  made  to  the  Brazilian 
Government,  which  was  now  under  con- 
sideration, in  respect  to  one  of  the  original 
Treates  of  commerce  and  navigation.  That 
was  the  only  one  at  present  under  consider- 
ation. He  supposed  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  Treaty  re- 
ferred ta  It  related  merely  to  navigation  ; 
there  was  no  treaty  in  progress  with  re- 
spect to  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  Ricardo  said,  it  had  heen  generally 
undenitoody  from  the  manner  in  which  the 
change  of  the  Sugar  Duties  was  proposed 
last  Session,  that  some  further  change 
would  be  introduced  during  the  present. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
put  an  end  to  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty  if 
be  would  inform  them  whether  that  was 
bu  intention.  He  confessed  he  was  very 
glad  to  hear  that  the  negotiation  with  the 
Brasilian  Government  &r  a  reciprocity 
Treaty  was  given  up.  All  he  beard  about 
reciprocity  treaties  convinced  him  that  the 
matter  lay  in  a  very  narrow  compass,  and 
that  our  end  would  be  much  better  at* 
tained  without  that  expedient.  It  would 
be  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be  advan- 
tageous to  ^ve  up  those  differential  duties, 
which  imposed  a  very  formidable  burden 
on  the  country  without  any  counter-ba- 
lancing benefit.  He  had  thought  that,  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  it  would 
not  be  out  of  order  for  him  to  make  some 
mention  of  those  general  principles  ^  by 
which  he  conceivS  their  deliberations 
ought  to  be  guided. 

Mr.  Oihion  would  merely  express  his 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
abandon  all  attempts  at  commercial  treaties. 
It  must  strike  everybody  that  with  the 
countries  with  which  the  right  hon.  Baro. 
net  might  negotiate  u  to  import  duties, 
even  if  treaties  of  this  kind  were  desirable, 
they  could  not  possibly  be  effected.  The 
difficulty  lay  at  home,  and  it  would  be  far 
nore  satisfactory  to  the  House,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  to  tell  them  that 
commercial  negociations  were  going  on 
fucce«fully  with  the  Central  S^ety  for 
the  Protection  of  British  Agriculture* 
than  it  would  be  to  hear  of  such  being  in 
progress  with  any  foreign  power.  Unless 
you  could  induce  the  class  interests  t4> 
make  the  sacrifice,  if  it  were  a  sacrifice,  and 
to  consent  to  a  reduction  of  import  duties 
OD  leading  artidet  of  contumption  and  food, 


it  would  be  impossible  to  make  thoae  con* 
cessions  to  other  countries  which  woold 
induce  them  to  make  a  reciprocity  Treaty. 
He  was  glad  his  hon.  Friend  had  put  thk 
question,  which  he  did  not  think  would 
anticipate  the  discussion  of  Friday  next* 
for  he  very  much  feared  that  the  a^ereooe 
to  differential  duties,  and  the  principle  of 
protection,  which  prevented  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  from  making  a  Treaty  with  Bruil, 
according  to  the  account  he  had  given  of 
Mr.  Ellis's  negotiation,  still  continued. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  Mr.  Ellis 
was  cut  short  in  his  attempt  to  negotiate, 
by  being  informed  by  the  Bnuriliaa  Go- 
vernment that  they  would  not  consent  to 
any  larger  advantage  t)eing  given  to  British 
colonial  sugar  over  foreign  than  10  per 
cent.  Mr.  Ellis  was  prevented  from  open- 
ing his  communications  to  the  BrasiUan 
Government,  and  now  that  that  negotia* 
tion  had  come  to  an  end,  he  should  like  to 
see  laid  liefore  the  House  the  instructioiia 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  bad 
given  to  Mr.  Ellis. 

Financial  aicd  Cokmbbcial  Statb* 
MENT.l  Lord  John  RusseU:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  notice  that  on 
Friday  next  he  will  make  to  the  House  a 
statement  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the 
country — a  statement  not  only  as  to  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  of  the  year,  but 
comprehending  also  the  questions  that  may 
arise  respecting  the  trade  and  commerce  oif 
the  country.  Respecting  the  Resolulioa 
of  which  he  has  given  notice,  there  may  be 
more  than  two  courses  to  be  taken.  Not 
only  the  Motion  may  be  assented  to  in  ita 
present  form,  or  dissented  from,  but, 
thirdly,  an  Amendment  may  be  moved 
in  the  words  of  the  present  Resolution. 
Such  being  the  case,  and  the  whole  cir. 
cumstances  being  of  so  much  importance^ 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  a  Vole  on  the 
Resolution  on  Friday,  or  whether  he  pro* 
poses,  after  the  statement  being  made  in  a 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  call 
upon  the  House  on  a  future  day  to  decide 
upon  his  proposition. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  Certainly,  if  it  ahooU 
be  objected  to  that  the  House  should  ooncor 
with  the  proposal  to  be  made  on  Friday^  I 
shall  not  press  for  a  decision.  The  noUe 
Lord  has  put  a  right  construction  on  my 
intention ;  and  in  endeavouring  to  expiaia 
to  the  House  the  views  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  the  financial  stale  ol  lh« 
country^  I  ihall  alao  state  their  fievf 
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generally  with  tespect  to  the  future  com- 
.mercial  and  financial  policy  of  the  country. 
Of  course  it  will  be  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance that  the  House  should  pronounce  as 
early  a  decision  as  possible  on  any  proposal 
I  may  have  to  make,  and  therefore  I  hope 
1  shaJl  not  be  pressed  to  interpose  a  very 
long  delay  between  the  proposal  on  Friday 
and  the  decision.  If  it  is  intended  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House,  I  shall  not  press 
for  a  decision  being  come  to  on  Friday. 

Lord  John  Russell :  I  think  it  will  be 
oonvenient  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  the  Resolution  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  given  notice.  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  give  notice  of  any  intention  of 
mine,  but  that  will  depend  on  the  course  to 
be  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
I  hope  I  shall  be  acquitted  of  taking  any 
persons  by  surprise  in  the  course  I  shall 
take  on  that  occasion.  Such  being  the 
caae^  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will 
consent  that  the  Vote  should  not  be  taken 
on  Friday,  and  that  he  will  name  some 
other  day  for  that  purpose. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  I  at  once  acquiesce  in 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.  With  re- 
spect to  the  period  of  Easter,  I  trust  the 
House  will  feel  the  importance  of  proceed-* 
ing  with  that  business  which  may  be  pro- 
posed on  Friday  next  with  as  little  delay 
as  possible.  So  far  as  Government  is  con. 
cemed^  it  will  certainly  be  their  duty  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  other  business 
until  the  general  views  of  the  House  with 
respect  to  the  future  policy  of  the  country 
have  been  ascertained.  But  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  agreeing  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  no  Vote  shall  be  taken  on 
Friday  next. 

SuppiiT.]]  House  in  a  Committee  of 
Supply. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved 
a  Resolution  for  a  vote  of  18,404,500/. 
Exchequer  Bills. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  that  the  laxity  observ- 
able in  the  Exchequer  Bill  Officers  on  late 
occasions  would  be  checked  in  future. 

Mr.  Williams  submitted  that,  from  the 
present  abundance  of  money  in  the  coun- 
try, a  reduction  upon  the  interest  of  Ex- 
chequer Bills  from  Ijd.  to  I  Id.  per  cent. 
per  day  might  be  made.  He  would  ven- 
ture to  suggest  that  the  Exchequer  would 
benefit  much  by  this  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  interest.  He  threw  out  the  observa- 
tion in  the  hope  that  Government  would 
adopt  some  measure  for  that  purpose,  and 
be  was  folly  of  opinion,  that  in  the  present 


state  of  the  money  market,  that  change 
might  be  effected  with  perfect  ease. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  now  repeated  the 
observations  he  had  made  on  former  occa- 
sions, and  he  was  afraid  he  could  now  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  no  more  satisfaction 
than  he  had  given  him  on  those  occasions. 
It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  there  was  a 
very  great  difference  between  sums  lent  for 
short  periods  at  small  rates  of  interest,  and 
stock,  which  might  be  considered  as  of  a 
more  permanent  character.  Since  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  last  spoken  on  the  subject, 
the  premium  had  varied  eight,  nine,  and 
ten  shillings;  and  he  ought  not,  therefore, 
to  argue  that  because  the  premium  was  now 
high,  it  necessarily  followed  that  the  in- 
terest on  Exchequer  Bills  could  be  re- 
duced. 

Mr.  F.  T.  Baring  wished  to  ask  one  or 
two  questions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  observed  in  the  late  balance  sheet  that 
the  total  charge  of  the  funded  debt  was 
set  down  at  29,963,000/.,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  know  whether  the  sum  of 
1,309,000/.,  which  formed  one  of  the  items 
of  this  amount,  was  to  be  an  annual  charge  ? 
Next,  in  the  charge  of  the  funded  debt  in 
the  present  year,  had  any  advantage  arisen 
from  the  reduction  of  the  Three-and-a- 
Half  per  Cents  ?  Thirdly,  was  the  opium 
compensation  entirely  paid,  or  was  there 
to  be  any  future  charge  ?  He  was  anxious 
to  know  what  was  the  real  balance  sheet, 
on  which  they  could  depend  in  forming  an 
opinion  as  to  the  course  to  be  taken  on 
Friday  next,  because  the  answers  to  these 
questions  might  make  a  very  considerable 
difference  in  considering  the  possibility  of 
taking  off  the  Income  Tax. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  trusted 
he  should  be  able  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Member  satisfactory  answers  to  his  in- 
quiries. The  right  hon.  Member  would 
be  aware  that  when  he  proposed  to  effect  a 
reduction  in  the  interest  of  the  Three-and* 
a-Halfper  Cents.,  he*availed  himself  of  the 
oportunily  of  obtaining  powers  to  pay  the 
interest  in  the  various  stocks  at  uniform 
periods,  and  in  order  to  effect  this,  it  be- 
came necessary  to  pay  some  of  the  interest 
before  it  became  due.  For  instance,  one 
stock  paid  interest  half  yearly,  while  others 
paid  quarterly,  and  thus  to  make  the  time 
uniform,  the  interest,  in  one  or  two  in- 
stances, was  paid  in  October,  when  hitherto 
it  was  not  paid  till  January,  thus  necessi- 
tating a  charge  of  1 ,300,000/^  It  appeared, 
therefore,    that    in    the    account    ending 
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January,  1845,  there  was  an  increaied 
payment  for  the  national  debt  beyond  that 
of  any  former  period ;  but  when  they  ar^ 
rived  at  the  statement  to  be  made  for 
April,  there  would  be  a  reduction  propor- 
tioned to  the  payment  previously  made. 
He  hoped  this  answer  would  satisfy  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ko  far  as  it  concerned  his 
fimt  question.  With  respect  to  the  second 
question,  as  to  what  benefit  would  be  de- 
rived from  the  reduction  in  the  Tbree- 
and-a- Half  per  Gents.,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  aware  that  the  Act  directed 
the  reduction  should  be  made  from  October, 
1844,  but  from  the  circumstances  he  had 
before  stated,  the  benefit  would  not  com- 
mence till  January,  1845,  and  would  be 
made  apparent  in  the  revenue  returns  of 
April  ensuing.  With  respect  to  the  third 
question  relating  to  the  opium  compensa- 
tion money,  he  might  say  that  the  whole 
had  been' paid.  There  was,  however,  a 
sum  of  15,000/.  in  dispute,  and  as  yet  un- 
paid, and  that  was  tlie  whole  extent  to 
which  any  future  payments  would  be  made 
in  respect  of  compensation. 

Resolution  agreed  to.     Report  to  be  re- 
ceived. 

The  House  resumed,  and  adjourned  at  a 
quarter  to  six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS» 
Thursday,  February  13, 1845. 

Mrirvna.]  Took  the  Oathit^Sat  Jtrst,'^Bam  Stntay 
(domnwinly  «Ued  Lord  Stanley). 

BtLiM,  Putaoi-^l*'  Scrtloo  of  Proceiii  Serrlee  of  Fid* 
oen  (Irdand). 

PcnnoHB  PftBicirriD.  By  Lord  Redadatej  ftan 
Chufaham,  and  Bullay,  for  Protaetloii  to  AfrUmltaxab— 
By  Lord  Normanliyf  ftom  Phyrioiani  and  otiian,  of 
Kingiton-upoD-Hull,  in  favour  of  Medioal  Refonar-From 
Procotant  Diiienten  of  Leeda,  Air  Inquiry  into  Uia 
Treatment  of  B^tliti  of  Bahama  Utands,  and  tha  Idand 
of  Bzuma.— By  Lord  HathertoOf  from  PrupcieCon  of 
{^taflbrdihire  and  Woroettenhire  Canal  NaTigatlon,  oom^ 
plaining  of  the  diiptoporUonatc  Chaiget  on  Railway!, 

Absent  Dbbtors.])  Lord  Ca97ip6e// said^ 
a  serious  grievance  bad  long  been  permitted 
by  the  operation  of  the  present  Law  of  Eng- 
land, which  did  not  allow  of  any  proceed* 
ings  being  taken  against  debtors  unless  they 
were  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
wherein  thoseproceedings  originated.  Thus, 
a  person  who  was  indebted  to  others  in  this 
country  might  be  living  out  of  the  reach  of 
the  law,  whilst  enjoying  an  income  of 
10,000/.  a  year,  and  his  creditors  all  the 
time  might  be  starving  in  a  gaol.  The 
remedy  which  he  had  proposed  to  institute 
in  cases  of  this  description  was,  that  by  per- 
mission of  the  Court,  obtainable  upon  a 
proper  representation  of  the  fact,  process 
might  be  served  upon  such  absent  debtor! 


in  the  forrign  countries  where  they  nsulaA^ 
and  that  then  they,  being  thus  made  oog- 
nixant  of  the  steps  taken  to  recover  what 
was  due  from  them»  might  either  appear 
and  defend  the  action,  or,  failing  to  do  ao, 
suffer  judgment  to  be  record^  against 
them.  Their  Lordships  had  unanimously 
approved  of  the  measures  which  he  had 
introduced  last  Session  to  eflect  this  object, 
and  the  Bill  had  been  sent  down  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament;  but  in  conse- 
quence of  what  took  place  there,  by  ka  un- 
fortunate misunderstanding,  it  was  lost ;  by 
the  effect  of  a  clause  introduced  into  it  after 
the  Bill  had  \eh  their  Lordship/  Houae, 
Scotland  was  exempted  from  its  operation, 
and  thus  Holyrood  would  still  have  been 
enabled  to  throw  the  protection  of  its  pr^ 
cincta  over  absent  debtors.  The  clause  ao 
introduced  had  not  met  with  dieir  Lord- 
ships' assent  when  the  BUI  returned  to 
their  House,  and  thus  it  was  lost.  He  bad. 
however^  recently  had  a  communicatloii 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  iMd 
Advocate  for  Scotland,  who  had  stated  to 
him  that  the  alteration  in  the  Bill  aitiae 
from  a  misunderstanding,  and  that  he 
should  not  oppose  its  progress  throuffh  Par- 
liament. He  now,  therefore,  had  greftt 
hopes  that  both  Bills  would  pass  without 
any  further  opposition.  He  was  sureit  would 
be  productive  of  great  good.  A  Bill  wm 
not  necessary  for  Scotland,  where  a  suit  to 
recover  debts  went  on  without  theneoeBrfty 
of  serving  the  process  In  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  the  Law  of  England,  and  there- 
fore, he  should  confine  his  efforts  to  the  in- 
troduction of  two  Bills,  one  for  England, 
and  the  other  for  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  then  presented  a  Bill  to  authoriee 
in  certain  cases  the  Service  of  Prooess 
issuing  out  of  Her  Majesty's  Courts  of 
Common  Law  at  Westminster,  on  pei^ 
sons  resident  out  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
said  Courts :  and  a  second  Bill  to  the  same 
effect  for  Ireland. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  before 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  proceeded  with 
the  Bills  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  he 
wished  to  communicate  on  the  subject  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate. 

Lord  Campbell  observed,  that  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  could  take  an  opportu* 
nity  of  doing  so  before  the  second  readios 
of  the  Bills. 

Bills  read  1*  and  to  be  printed. 

Railwayb— Goods  and  Pabsbhosbs* 
Taripf*]    Lord  Hatherton  presented  a  Pe- 
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tition  from  the  Company  of  Proprietors  of 
the  Staflbrdshire  and  Worcestershire  Canal 
Navigation,  complaining  of  the  dispropor- 
tion which  existed  on  the  different  lines  of 
railway  hetween  the  rates  chareed  for  the 
transmission  of  goods  and  those  imposed  on 
passengers.    The  noble  Lord  said  he  had 

Siven  notice  to  his  noble  Friend  the  Presi- 
ent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  of  his  intention 
to  present  this  Petition,  as  the  subject  of  it 
had  excited  great  attention  amongst  the 
manufacturing  and  productive  classes  of  the 
midland  and  adjacent  counties,  where  the 
circumstance  to  which  it  alluded  had  oc- 
caaoned  much  discontent  and  many  com- 
plaints ;  the  persons  whose  interests  were 
thus  affected,  stating  that  the  railway 
companies  were  carrying  on  the  traffic 
branch  of  their  trade  at  a  great  and  certain 
Um$t  there  being  a  difference  of  no  less 
than  1,200  per  cent,  between  the  charges 
imposed  upon  passengers  and  those  imposed 
upon  goods.  When  the  first  Railway 
Bill  was  in  progress  through  Parliament, 
namely,  that  n>r  constructing  the  Liverpool 
and  Manchester  Railway,  not  a  word  was 
said  in  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  respect- 
ing the  charges  to  be  made  for  passengers, 
tramc  being  the  principal  object  then  in 
view,  and  so  little  being  known  of  the 
matter  as  regarded  the  conveyance  of  pas- 
sengers. The  secret,  however,  soon  be- 
came known,  that  passengers  were  the  first 
objects  to  be  considered ;  and  their  accom- 
ttodation  was  the  first  thing  studied,  the 
railway  company  having  from  that  time 
the  strongest  aversion  to  the  carriage  of 
goods.  Indeed,  it  was  only  in  consequence 
of  the  engagements  they  had  previously 
entered  into  in  their  original  charter,  ana, 
in  order  to  conciliate  the  interests  that 
were  involved  in  the  question,  that  thcv 
consented  to  carry  any  goods  at  all,  though 
they  did  so  at  a  ruinous  loss.  He  had 
already  stated  that  the  disproportion  be- 
tween the  charges  on  goods  and  passengers 
was  no  less  than  1,200  per  cent,  in  favour 
of  the  former,  the  charge  beine  Id.  per 
head  per  mile  for  passengers,  whilst  it  was 
let  per  ton  per  mile  for  goods ;  and  as 
twelve  passengers  with  their  luggage 
weighed  a  ton,  there  was  consequently  a  dif- 
ference of  exactly  1,200  per  cent,  in  the  two 
charges.  He  doubted  whether  the  carriage 
of  goods  was  less  expensive  than  that  of 
passengers,  the  only  observable  difference 
tn  regard  to  the  latter  being  the  greater 
cost  of  the  carriages  used  for  carrying  pas- 
sengers as  compared  with  that  of  luggage 
tracks;  whereas,  on  the  other  ride,  there 


were  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  railways 
for  the  keep  of  horses  and  carts,  and  the 
cost  of  men  for  the  collection  and  distribu- 
tion of  the  goods,  all  of  which  rendered 
this  branch  of  their  business  more  expen- 
sive than  the  passenger  portion  of  it.  Such 
being  the  case,  it  must  be  a  matter  of 
wonder  how  the  railway  companies  could 
afford  to  meet  the  expenses  to  which  the 
carriage  of  goods  necessarily  subjected  them; 
—they  were  only  enabled  to  do  it  by  raising 
the  cost  of  transit  to  the  passengers.  It 
was  this  of  which  the  canal  companies 
complained.  They  did  not  complain  of  the 
new  rivalry  which  had  sprung  up  in  the 
carrying  trade  of  the  kingdom  ;  but  what 
they  did  complain  of,  and  with  justice,  as 
he  (Lord  Hatherton)  conceived,  was,  that 
it  was  an  unfair  rivalry,  and  they  certainly 
did  call  upon  Parliament  to  devise  some 
means  for  preventing  the  railway  companies 
from  charging  passengers  with  the  losses 
they  sustained  by  the  carriage  of  goods. 
The  immediate  effect  of  the  system  to 
which  the  petitioners  referred  would  be  to 
make  passengers  pay  the  whole  cost  of  the 
carnage  of  goods  throughout  the  kingdom, 
and  the  next  result  would  be  to  drive  all 
the  carrying  trade  from  the  canals*  Such 
being  the  case,  he  felt  authorized  in  call* 
ing  upon  his  noble  Friend  opposite,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  direct 
his  attention  to  this  important  subject,  with 
the  view  of  providing  a  remedy.  The 
complaint  made  by  the  petitioners  was  not 
a  new  one.  When  canals  were  first  con- 
structed, the  road-carriers  complained  of 
the  same  system  having  been  adopted  by 
their  new  rivals ;  and  uie  Legislature  in- 
troduced an  enactment  into  the  Canal  Bills 
to  the  effect  that  the  canal  companies 
should  not  be  at  liberty  to  raise  their  tolls 
after  having  once  lowered  them.  They 
were  only  to  be  enabled  to  do  so  by  the 
consent  of  Commissioners  appointed  to  re- 
gulate this  branch  of  traffic.  The  clumsy 
machinery  thus  constituted  was  soon  abol- 
ished, and  another  mode  of  checking  the 
canals  was  adopted,  which  had  likewise 
suggested  itself  to  the  petitioners  in  ques- 
tion ;  namely,  of  enacting  that  when  the 
tolls  of  a  railway  company  were  lowered, 
they  should  all  be  lowered  equally  through- 
out all  its  branches.     He  onlv  threw  out 

m 

this  suggestion  for  the  noble  Earl's  consi- 
deration. He  knew  that  the  subject  would 
excite  the  attention  of  the  railway  com- 
panies and  of  travellers.  He  knew,  more- 
over, that  the  noble  EarFs  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  subject  generally ;  and 
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he  hoped  he  would  take  the  drcunutances 
he  had  referred  to  into  his  consideration. 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  was  hy  no  means 
surprised  at  the  complaintsof  the  petitioners, 
nor  at  their  desire  for  some  relief.  At  the 
same  time,  the  House  was  aware  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  authority,  nor  did  the 
Department  over  which  he  presided  possess 
any,  to  interfere  in  the  matter.  There 
were  involved  in  it  questions  of  great  im- 
portance both  to  the  commercial  and  pro- 
ductive classes,  and  also  to  the  travelling 
part  of  the  community,  and  the  Govern* 
ment  would  not  fail  to  give  it  a  due 
share  of  attention.  Beyond  that,  he  was 
sure  his  noble  Friend  would  not  expect 
him  to  say  anything. 

Petition  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

Railway  Department  of  the  Board 
OF  Trade.]  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  said, 
in  presenting,  in  pursuance  to  the  notice  he 
had  given,  the  Report  of  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Kentish 
and  South-Eastem  railway  schemes,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  enter  into  the  consider- 
ation of  the  principles  which  had  guided  that 
Department,  in  coming  to  the  conclusions 
which  had  been  from  time  to  time  laid  be- 
fore the  public.  His  object  was  simply  to 
ask  their  Lordships'  permission  to  lay  before 
them  a  few  statements  as  to  the  constitu* 
tion  of  the  Railway  Board  in  question,  and 
the  course  of  procedure  which  that  Board 
had  adopted.  It  would  be  in  their  Lord- 
ships' recollection,  that  in  the  last  Session 
a  Committee  was  appointed  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  to  make  certain  in- 
quiriesupon  the  subject  of  railways.  Among 
toe  many  other  important  points  involved 
in  the  question,  the  Committee  took  into 
their  consideration  the  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment in  respect  to  railway  legislation.  He 
need  not  recite  the  various  arguments 
which  they  advanced  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  which  followed ;  but  he  would 
content  himself  with  stating,  that  after  a 
very  full  review  of  the  difficulties  of  the 
subject,  and  a  patient  canvassing  of  the 
inconveniences  and  deficiencies  in  the  then 
existing  system  of  Railway  legislation  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  Commit- 
tees connected  with  that  House,  they  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  to  some  Board  in  connexion  with 
the  Executive  Government,  there  should 
be  committed  the  task  of  instituting  a  pre- 
liminary inquiry  into  the  merits  of  all  rail- 


way projects  to  be  brought  hefore  Parlk* 
ment.  The  Report  of  that  Committee 
embodying  these  views,  was  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and,  in  consequence, 
the  alterations  in  the  Standing  Orders  ne- 
cessary to  carry  it  into  effect,  and  for  bring- 
ing the  forms  of  the  House  into  accordance 
with  the  proposed  arrangements,  were  duly 
instituted,  and  the  matter  having  been  re- 
ferred to  the  Lords  of  the  Council  for  Trade, 
arrangements  were  made,  by  which  the 
Railway  Board  was  formally  constituted, 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  various  duties 
connected  with  railways,  and  of  taking  into 
its  consideration  the  details  of  the  various 
Railway  Bills  previous  to  their  coming 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament  it- 
self. Their  Lordships  wece  aware  that 
there  previously  existed  a  Department  in 
connexion  with  the  Board  of  Trade  charged 
with  the  supervision  of  railway  matters, 
composed  of  a  superintendent,  an  inspector- 
general,  and  a  secretary.  To  these  were 
added  an  assistant-inspector  and  another 
secretary;  and  these  gentlemen,  presided 
over  by  the  President  or  the  Vice-Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  were  con- 
stituted the  new  Railway  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Minute  recit- 
ing this  arrangement  had  been  laid  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Council  before  Parliament. 
The  Board  thus  constituted  immediately 
proceeded  with  its  duties.  He  need  not 
trouble  their  Lordships  with  the  details  of 
their  proceedings.  They  entered  into  the 
consideration  of  the  different  railway  pro* 
jects  laid  before  them,  and  had  been  so 
engaged  up  to  the  present  time — notifying 
from  time  to  time  the  fact  of  their  de- 
cisions ;  but  reserving  for  the  Report  to  be 
submitted  to  Parliament,  a  detailed  ac- 
count of  the  reasons  which  had  led  them  to 
the  conclusions  at  which  they  had  arrived. 
Such  was  a  brief  narrative  of  the  circum- 
stances which  had  led  to  the  institution  of 
this  Board,  and  an  outline  of  the  course 
which  that  Board  had  pursued.  It  was 
necessary  for  thim  to  truuble  their  Lord- 
ships with  these  details,  in  order  tu  in- 
troduce the  points  at  which  he  wished  to 
arrive.  From  what  had  passed  out  of 
doors,  and  also  from  what  had  occurred  in 
another  place  since  the  Session  had  com- 
menced, it  was  quite  evident  that  a  great 
degree  of  misapprehension  prevailed  as  to 
what  was  the  real  jurisdiction  of  the  Rail- 
way Board,  and  as  to  what  was  intended 
by  Parliament  and  by  Govenimeat*— as  well 
as  tu  what  was  conceived  by  the  Board 
itself — to    be    the  real   authority  with 
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vAich  it  was  invested.  He  knew  that  it 
had  been  uroed  in  another  place,  that  to 
constitute  a  Board  of  this  description,  in 
connexion  with  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment,  consisting  of  five  gentlemen  in  the 
employment  of  Government,  from  whom 
there  should  issue  Reports  conclusive  and 
absolute  as  to  the  merit  and  fate  of  the 

I  several  railway  projects— that  to  intrust  to 
such  a  body  the  power  of  deciding  whether 
a  railway  scheme  should  go  on  or  not — to 
entrust  to  such  a  tribunal  the  power  of 

I  directing  or  distributing  enormous  amounts 
of  money,  exceeding  indeed  the  value  of 
all  the  property  contended  for  before,  and 
disposed  of  by  all  the  Judges  in  West- 
minster Hall— to  give  to  such  a  Board 
luch  an  authority,  would  be  objectionable 
and  dangerous  in  the  very  last  degree. 
Then,  again,  it  was  maintained,  that  if  the 
Reports  of  that  Board,  connected  as  it  was 
with  Govern  men  tj  were  to  be  adopted  by 
Government  as  measures  of  Government 
—if  the  Cabinet  were  to  lend  to  them  the 
whole  weight  of  their  Parliamentary  in- 
fluence, thus  attempting  to  convert  their 
Reports   into   judicial    decrees — that  the 

Sractical  effect  would  be  to  substitute  mere 
leports  of  a  Board  for  positive  enactments 
of  the  Legislature  itself.  And  if  the  facts 
had  been  so-— if  it  had  ever  been  in  the 
contemplation  of  Parliament,  or  dreamt  of 
by  Government,  or  imagined  by  the  Board 
itself,  that  any  such  authority  had  been,  or 
would  be  given  to  it — then,  indeed,  every 
objection  which  he  had  just  recited  would 
be  reasonable  and  just,  and  no  one  would 
have  urged  them  more  cordially  than 
himself.  But,  in  point  of  fact,  nothing 
could  have  been  further  from  entering  into 
even  the  imagination  of  Government,  than 
that  their  authority  should  be  decisive,  and 
their  conclusions  absolute.  He  was  at  a 
loss  to  conceive  how  any  person  who  had 
even  read  the  circumstances  of  the  constitU" 
tion  of  the  Board — how  any  person  who 
had  ever  given  any  attention  to  public 
proceedings,  could  have  taken  up  such  an 
impression  as  that  of  the  decisions  of  the 
Railway  Board  being  absolute.  Had  it 
been  raised  out  of  doors  merely,  he  should 
not  have  deemed  himself  called  upon  to 
notice  it ;  but  the  question  had  been  raised 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  its 
discussion  there  had  produced  from  the 
tight  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  strong  disclaimer  of  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  views  then  expressed,  as  to 
the  duties  and  authorities  of  the  Railroad 
Board.    But  it  was  still  impossible  for  him 
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to  tell  whether  such  an  impression  might 
not  prevail  among  their  Lordships,  and  if 
it  did  prevail,  then  it  was  clear  that  all 
Reports  issuing  from  the  Board  must  be 
received  with  a  jealousy  and  suspicion 
which  would  not  exist  if  the  real  cha« 
racter  of  that  Board  was  understood.  He 
had  considered  it  his  duty  to  state,  in 
his  place  in  Parliament,  the  views  en- 
tertained by  that  department  of  the  Go- 
vernment over  which  he  presided,  with 
respect  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Rail- 
way Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  after  the  recital  of  the  reasons 
in  favour  of  the  appointment  of  such  a 
Board,  went  on  to  state,  in  the  most  dis- 
tinct manner,  that  its  Reports  were,  on  no 
account,  to  be  considered  as  anything  but 
aids  to  Parliament  for  investigation,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  expressing  an  opi- 
nion whether  there  were  public  reasons 
against  the  propriety  of  forming  such  and 
such  a  railway,  and  which  of  any  two 
competing  lines  appeared  to  be  the  best 
suited  for  public  use  and  convenience.  In 
the  Standing  Orders,  it  was  stated  that  the 
Committee  to  which  railway  schemes  were 
to  be  referred  should  state  what  portions 
they  had  adopted,  and  what  portions  they 
had  rejected  of  the  Reports  of  the  Railway 
Board— an  instruction  of  course  carrying 
with  it  the  inference  that  it  was  in  the 
power  of  those  Committees  to  reject  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  their  Reports.  And 
when  he  moved  for  such  alterations  in  their 
Lordships'  Standing  Orders  as  were  neces- 
sary fur  the  establishment  of  the  Board, 
he  had  expressly  stated  that  the  Reports 
were  to  be  held  as  nothing  more  than  evi- 
dence, and  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Com- 
mittees as  in  their  wisdom  they  might  think 
Ht.  Now,  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Board,  he  thought  that  those  parties  who 
had  been  in  communication  with  it  would 
remember  that  when  on  various  occasions 
it  was  stated  by  deputations  which  had 
attended  it,  that  their  Reports  would  be 
most  influential,  and  that  whatever  the 
decision  of  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
be,  they  would  implicitly  bow  to  it  — 
he  himself  had  distinctly  intimated  that 
they  assumed  no  such  authority — that  it 
was  for  Parliament  to  say  what  weight 
was  to  be  given  to  their  decisions— and 
that  whether  they,  the  Company  from 
which  the  deputation  attended,  did  or  did 
not  go  to  Parliament,  it  would  make  no 
difference  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Board ; 
that  if  they  did  go  it  would  not  make 
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them  more  rigid,  or  if  they  did  not  it 
would  not  mal^  them  len  rigid,  in  their 
examination  of  the  claims  laid  before  them. 
In  any  case,  the  representations  of  a  pro- 

eted  company  would  meet  with  their 
t  attention.  But  there  was  another  con- 
sideration which  ought  not,  in  forming  an 
estimate  of  the  character  of  the  Railway 
Board,  to  be  overlooked.  It  was  the  in- 
atructioQ  addressed  to  it  by  the  House  of 
[Commons,  that  on  no  account  should  it 
enter  into  the  consideration  of  private  in- 
terests—but that  all  such  matters  were  to  be 
reserved  for  the  exdurive  consideration  of 
Parliament.  Now,  how  could  Reports  be 
.imagined  to  be  conclusive  and  final,  in 
schemes  like  these,  when  all  matters  of 
private  property  were  excluded  from  its  de- 
liberations? He  had  only  to  repeat^  most 
distinctly,  that  it  was  never  intended  by 
Parliament  that  the  Reports  of  the  Board 
should  be  of  a  conclusive  character,  but 
that  they  should  merely  be  regarded  as  evi- 
dence, to  be  used  in  aid  of  Parliament,  and 
as  recommendations  to  be  dealt  with  by 
Parliament  as  in  its  wisdom  it  mieht  think 
just  and  proper.  He  would  now  beg  their 
Lordships'  permission  to  advert  to  one  or 
two  other  objections  which  had  been  raised, 
as  to  the  course  of  procedure  adopted  by 
the  Board.  It  had  been  objected  that  the 
tribunal  had  a  secret  character— that  their 
proceedings  were  involved  in  mystery—* 
that  their  deliberations  were  conducted 
with  closed  doors.— and,  in  fact,  that 
their  whole  plan  of  proceeding  was  re« 
pugnant  to  the  ordinary  regulations  and 
spirit  of  our  tribunals.  Now,  the  mean- 
ing of  all  this  simply  was,  that  the  Board 
had  not  been  constituted  as  an  open 
oourt^that  it  had  not  been  invested  with 
the  (lower  of  summoning  witnesses,  of  hear- 
ing parties,  and  going  into  minute  investi- 
gation. In  answer  to  all  this,  he  would 
maintain  that  if  the  Board  had  been  armed 
with  such  powers,  or  if  it  had  arrogated 
such  powers  to  itself,  it  would  have  been 
a  grievance  to  the  public,  instead  of  being 
the  possible  means  of  afiording  useful  assist- 
ance to  the  deliberations  of  Parliament,  and 
would  Justly  have  been  open  to  susnicion, 
and  liable  to  jealousy.  If  they  had  pro- 
ceeded to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  if 
they  had  called  parties  from  a  distance,  if 
they  had  proceeded  to  cross-examine  them, 
the  effect  would  only  have  been  the  produc 
tioo  of  a  vast  expense,  to  be  defrayed  by  the 
parties  interested,  in  addition  to  the  heavy 
expenditore  already  requisite  to  conduct  a 
Rttlway  Bill.   Again,  if  they  had  assumed 


the  form  of  a  public  tribunal— if  they  had 
proceeded  as  a  Committee  of  Parliament, 
there  might  have  been  just  cause  for  suspect- 
ing that  their  intentions  were  to  usurp  the 
functions  of  Parliament ;  and  people  would 
be  apt  to  give  their  decisions  as  much 
weight  as  those  given  to  the  judgments  of 
a  Parliamentary  Committee,  and  conceive 
the  case  already  settled,  ere  Parliament  had 
once  interfered.     But  then  it  was  said, 
that  if  they  had  not  done  so,  at  least  they^ 
might  have  confronted  the  nartiea,  and 
he«rd  the   case  discussed.      Now,    their 
Lordships  could  not  but  be  aware  of  the 
state  of  feeling  existing  between  contending 
companies,  and  he  could  not  think  that  to 
brin^twosuchpartiestogether before  any  au- 
thority,  would  much  tend  to  elicit  the  truth. 
They  all  read  the  newspapers,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  just  ask  their  Lordships  to  eon- 
ceive  a  case  in  which  the  provisional  com* 
mittee  of  the  London  and  York  Line,  and 
the  directors  of  the  Midland  Counties  Rail* 
way,  should  be  confronted  and  called  upon 
to  discuss  before  the  Railway  Board   the 
merits  of  their  respective  schemes.    Could 
any  body  believe  that  such  a  meeting  would 
be  calculated  to  promote  the  calm  considera- 
tion of  the  subject,  or  perseveringly  to  elicit 
facts ;  or  that  it  would  have  led  to  anything 
like  a  careful  and  just  apprehension  of  the 
real  merits  of  the  respective  schemes  }  He 
apprehended  that  such  a  course,  if  onea 
adopted,  would  never  be  tried   a  second 
time.    But  then,  again,  it  was  said,  if  this 
was  not  done,  at  least  we  should  have  heard 
all  parties  who  desired  to  be  beard,  one 
against  the  other;  and  it  had  been  uiged 
out  of  doors,  and  not  only  there,  bat  in 
another  place,  that  they  never  attempted 
anything  of  the  kind,  and  Indeed  that  he 
himself  had  admitted  that  it  was  physically 
impossible  for  them  to  hear  all  the  aigu- 
men  ts  and  objections  of  contending  schemes. 
Such  language  had  been  ascribed  to  him ; 
and  it  was  said,  improving  on  the  first 
version,   that  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  admitted  that  it  was 
physically  impossible  to  enter  on  anything 
like  a  satisfactory  inquiry.      Now,  with 
respect  to  this  second  edition  of  the  state- 
ment  in    question,    he   had   merely   to 
reply  that  he  had  never  said  any  such 
thing— that  be  had  never  made  any  such 
admission   as  that  it  wu  impossiUe  for 
the  Board  to  institute  anything  like  a 
satisfactory  inquiry.      As  to  the  fonser 
statement,  even  that  did  not  quite  oorreetly 
convey  what  had  fallen  mm  him.    He 
begged  not  to  be  understood  as  wishing  to 
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lead  their  Lordships  to  suppose  that  there 
had  been  an v thing  like  intentional  misrepre- 
sentation. He  did  not  think  that  there  had ; 
tut  the  version  of  the  statement  did  not 
convey  correctly  what  he  said,  and  which,  as 
it  bore  very  closely  upon  the  whole  of  the 
objections    raised  against   the  Board,   he 
would  now  repeat.     It  was  stated,  then, 
that  in  reply  to  a  gentleman  who  attended 
with  a  deputation  from  a  railway  scheme, 
on  that  gentleman  expressing  the  disap- 
pointment of  himself  and  his  friends  that 
they  had  not  been  summoned  to  state  their 
objections  to  another  scheme,  and  that  he 
bad  understood  that  the  fullest  opportunity 
would  be  given  for  it,  he  had  stated  that 
such  Was  not  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken 
by  the  Board — that  from  the  mass  of  busi* 
ness  before  them  it  was  physically  impossi- 
ble for  them  to  attempt  any  such  thing; 
and  the  inference  drawn  from  this  was, 
that  he  had  admitted  that  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  hear  the  objections  to  any 
giv^n   scheme.     Now  no  such  statement 
was  in  reality  made.     What  he  said  was 
this.      On    the    gentleman    in    question 
stating  that  they  had  been  disappointed-— 
that  they  had  understood  that  every  op- 
portunity would  be  given  for  competing 
parties  to   enter  into  the  case  of  their 
opponents,  and  that  personal  interviews 
would  be  given  for  that  purpose,  he  (Lord 
Dalhousie;  replied  that  it  was  physically 
impossible  for  them,  with  the  enormous 
amount  of  business  before  them,  to  re- 
ceive all  deputations— that  was,  to  grant 
them  personal  interviews— as  often  as  they 
chose  to  apply  for  them— that  they  had 
commenced  operations  by  receiving  parties 
to  state  their  case,  but,  finding  that  they 
applied  for  interviews  two  or  three  times, 
and  then  only  to  say  again  what  they  had 
said  before,  or  to  urge  anew  objections 
already  stated,  the   Board  had  on   that 
account  been  obliged  to  decline  repeated 
interviews,  and  to  ask  the  parties  apply- 
ing for  them  to  state  what  they  wished 
to  say  in  writing ;  but  at  the  same  time 
they  had  been  told  that  if  on  any  occa- 
sion they  had  really  any  fresh  objections 
to  urge,  the  board  would  still  be  ready  to 
receive  their  visits.     He  had  said  all  this 
to    the.  gentleman  in   question,   and  he 
added  that  his  own   presence  as  an  ob- 
jector was  the  best  possible  proof  of  the 
readiness  of  the  Board  to  receive  them. 
Now,   the    difference    between    the   two 
statements  was  this,  that  whereas  it  had 
been  said  that  they  had  acknowledged  they 
could   not   receive  parties  to  make    ob- 


jections, what  he  really  stated  was  that 
they  were  willing  to  receive  them  to  make 
objections^  but  not  as  often  as  they  pleased 
to  apply.     Let  their  Lordships  for  an  in- 
stant  conceive  the  practical   working  of 
such  a  plan  of  operations  as  the  reverse  of 
this.     Let  them  take  the  case  which  he 
had  already  alluded  to.    They  were  aware 
that  to  supply  with  railway  accommoda- 
tion the  district  between  London  and  York 
there  were  three  schemes  in  the  fields 
the  London  and  York,  the  Direct  Northern* 
and  the  Cambridge  and  Lincoln  railways. 
Had  a  second  interview  been  gfranted  to 
the  Direct  Northern,  then  the  London  and 
York  and  the  Cambridge  and  Lincoln  would 
have  applied)  then  the  Direct  Northern 
would  have  applied  again,  followed  by  the 
other  two,  for  interviews  to  be  eranted 
again  and  again.    Such  a  case  as  lie  was 
stating  was  not  an  ideal  one.     It  was  a 
representation  of   many  applications  ad« 
dressed  to  them.     The  party  who  came 
first  came  again,  saying-^''  You  have  re. 
ceived  such  and  such  a  party,  we  desire  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  repeating  our  state- 
ment."    Then   the  other  party  in  turn 
would  exclaim — ''As  a  second  interview 
was  granted  to  them,  we  should  have  one 
too :"  and  so  on  ad  infinitum.  Such  would 
have  been  the  case  with  respect  to  the  four 
Goole  lines;  such  would  have  been  the 
case  with  the  Syston  and  Peterborough, 
and  the  Swinton  and  Lincoln  schemes,  and 
all  the  others,  each  one  of  which  would 
have  thought  itself  entitled  to  come  and 
come  again— until,  if  they  bad  ten  depart- 
ments  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  ten  times 
the  length  of  time  which  they  bad,  the  bu« 
si  ness  could  not  have  been  gone  through. 
They  must  draw  the  line  somewhere,  and 
they  drew  it  here.    They  received  parties 
to  make  statements,  and  then  parties  ap- 
plied to  state  objections.    Interviews  were 
granted  to  such,  and  objections  received 
from  competing  schemes;    but,  on  these 
parties  applying  for  second  interviews,  they 
were  told  that  unless  they  had  anything 
new  to  communicate,  the  request  must  be 
refused.     At  the  same    time,  if  parties 
had  new  objections  to  make,  or  urgently 
pressed  for  a  second  interview,  they  were 
received.  Such  had  been  their  rule— ^  rule 
which  they  had  acted  on  throughout.    It 
was  quite  possible  to  transact  business  by 
written  documents,  and  it  was  by  these 
that  much  business  had  actually  been  trans- 
acted.    Their  Lordships  would  judge  that 
there  had  been  no  lack  of  information 
supplied    to  the    Railway  Board,   when 
N2 
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he  told  them  that,  for  lome  time  past, 
they  had  been  receiving  at  the  rate  of 
nine  thousand  papers  a  year  on  railway 
schemes.  Of  documentary  evidence  they 
had,  therefore,  abundance.  He  now  came 
to  another  class  of  objections^  in  regard  to 
which  he  was  desirous  of  addressine  a  few 
words  to  their  Lordships.  It  had  been 
asserted  in  various  quarters  that  the  Board 
did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  pub< 
lie,  and  that  neither  was  it  entitled  to  that 
confidence.  And  it  had  been  asked  by  way 
of  questioui  to  which  it  was  supposed  that 
no  sufficient  answer  had  yet  been  given, 
whether  certain  members  of  the  Board  had 
not  a  direct  personal  and  pecuniary  interest 
in  railroad  property,  which  had  occasioned 
the  display  of  a  spirit  of  favouritism  to- 
wards certain  railway  companies,  to  the 
prejudice  of  others;  and  it  had  been  said, 
that  either  gross  mismanagement  had  pre- 
vailed, by  which  information  had  been  ob- 
tained previous  to  the  publication  of  the 
decision  of  the  Board  upon  any  given  scheme 
which  had  enabled  parties  to  go  to  the 
Stock  Exchange,  and  operate  there  in  a 
manner  highly  oeneficial  to  themselves,  but 
unfairly  and  injuriously  as  regarded  the 
public  generally.  Now,  had  that  state- 
ment been  confined  to  mere  vague  rumour, 
or  to  the  public  journalst  he  should  not 
have  considered  it  his  duty  to  refer  to  it 
in  that  House.  No  man  was  more  ready 
than  he  was  to  admit  that  the  public  jour- 
nals had  a  perfect  right  to  scrutinize  and 
comment  upon  the  cimduct  of  public  men  ; 
and  althouffh  they  might  in  some  instances 
exceed  their  privilege  in  this  respect — that 
that  right  of  scrutiny  was  in  general  a  use- 
ful check  against  abuse  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  deny.  But  the  statements  that 
had  gone  forth  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Board  in  question  and  its  members,  afiecting 
their  efficiency  as  a  Board,  and  their  cha- 
rmoters,  had  not  been  confined  to  mere 
vaffue  rumour,  or  to  the  columns  of  the 
public  journals,  but  had  been  sounded 
aloud  in  the  ear  of  Parliament*  The  at- 
tack had  been  directed  more  especially 
against  one  gentleman  connected  with  the 
Board.  Their  Lordships  would  believe  that 
had  the  attacks  been  levelled  only  at  him 
(Lord  Dalhousie)  personally,  they  would 
have  been  utterly  disregarded  until  they 
were  made  where  he  could  at  once  meet 
them,  vis.,  in  his  place  in  Parliament.  But 
the  case  was  diflerent  where  the  attacks 
were  made  on  one  who  had  not  the  advan- 
tage of  a  seat  in  Parliament,  where  he 
night  meet  the  charges  made  against  him. 
He  was  sure  thdr  Lordships  would  not 


think  he  occupied  their  time  improperly 
while  he  endeavoured  to  vindicate  the  re* 
putation  of  an  able  and  honest  public  ser^ 
vant,  and  that  they  would  require  bom 
him  no  apology  for  detaining  them  upon 
such  a  subject,  when  they  remembered 
that  he  was  defending  one  who  had  no  op- 
portunity  of  defending  himself.  Now,  it 
was  asked — not  directly  stated — is  it  not 
the  case  that  members  of  the  Board  hava 
a  personal  and  pecuniary  interest  in  raiU 
way  shares  ?  To  that  question  he  was  in 
a  condition  to  give  an  answer^ an  answer 
most  direct  and  conclusive.  With  regard  to 
himself,  he  did  not  possess,  nor  had  he  ever 
possessed,  any  share  or  shares  in  any  rail- 
way scheme;  and,  with  respect  to  his 
colleagues,  Mr.  Porter,  General  Pasley,  and 
Mr.  Laing,  they  did  not  possets,  nor  had 
they  ever  possessed,  any  railway  sharea 
whatsoever.  Then  as  to  Captain  O'Brien, 
it  was  true  that  he  had  possessed  railway 
shares,  but  did  not  possess  any  now,  having 
ceased  to  possess  them  as  soon  after  his  ap- 
pointment as  a  member  of  the  Board  as  be 
could  divest  himself  of  them.  He  (Lord 
Dalhousie)  happened  to  have  been  present 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  offisred  Mr. 
O'Brien  the  appointment,  and  upon  that 
occasion,  he  (Captain  O'Brien)  voluntarily 
stated  that  he  did  then  possess  railway 
shares ;  and  he  also  voluntarily  stated  that 
he  would  part  with  them  at  the  earliest  op- 
portunity. The  interview  of  which  he  spoke 
took  place  on  the  26th  of  July  $  on  the 
6th  of  August  he  was  appointed  to  the 
Board,  and  on  the  2nd  of  September  he  had 
irrevocably  parted  with  every  and  all  hia 
interest,  whether  immediate  or  contingent, 
in  any  railway  shares  whatever.  This  was 
on  the  2nd  of  September.  The  Board  did 
not  attempt  to  go  into  the  consideration  cif 
these  railway  schemes  until  the  second 
week  in  December ;  so  that  Mr.  O'Brien 
did  not  possess  a  single  railway  share 
for  three  months  previous  to  the  meeting 
of  the  Board  for  proceeding  with  the  in. 
vestigation  of  any  railway  scheme.  That, 
he  conceived,  would  be  taken  as  a  suffi- 
cient answer,  by  those  who  were  not  dis- 
posed to  reject  any  answer  whatsoever, 
to  the  allegations  which  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board.  Then  it  was  sdd  a 
spirit  of  favouritism  had  been  shown  by 
this  Board  to  certain  railway  companiea. 
That  allegation,  had  it  remained  a  general 
one,  he  need  scarcely  have  noticed*  because 
when  a  Board  was  appointed  to  decide  be* 
twccn  competing  schemes,  however  concct 
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their  decision  might  he,  it  was  bj  no  means 
unlikely  that  that  decision  should  be  com- 
plained against  as  unfair  by  the  party  to 
whose  interests  it  was  adverse*  Indeed  to 
show  thiahe  would  mention  an  instance.  The 
first  decision  given  by  the  Board  was  upon 
two  competing  schemes — the  one  proposed 
by  the  Great  iVestern  Companyi  and  the 
other  by  the  South- Western ;  and  having 
pronounced  in  favour  of  the  former,  some 

Sintleman  in  the  country  sent  him  (Lord 
alhousie)  a  newspaper^  having  a  para- 
graphy  marked  with  a  large  black  cross  to 
draw  his  attention  to  it,  stating  that  the 
Board  were  the  mere  servants  of  the  Great 
Western  Company,  and  suggesting  that 
one  of  the  badges  worn  by  the  porters  of 
the  Company  should  be  sent  to  each  Mem- 
ber. He  could  only  say  that  in  his  own 
case  the  decoration  with  which  the  writer 
proposed  to  honour  him,  had  not  yet  arrived. 
He  repeated,  that  had  these  accusations  been 
confined  to  generalities,  he  should  have 
treated  them  with  that  indifierence  with 
which  they  would  be  met  by  any  man  of 
common  sense;  but  their  Lordships  would 
remember  that  in  one  instance  a  special  case 
had  been  adverted  to — he  referred  to  that 
one,  the  Report  on  which  he  was  about  to 
lay  on  the  table.  It  had  been  stated  that  the 
Board  had  decided  in  fieivour  of  the  scheme 
of  the  South-£astem  Company — that  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien  was  the  manager  of  that  com- 
pany—that his  brother.  Captain  O'Brien, 
was  a  Member  of  the  Board— and,  ergo, 
that  the  Board  had  decided  in  favour  of 
the  South- Eastern  scheme,  simply  because 
Mr.  O'Brien,  the  manager  of  the  company, 
was  the  brother  of  one  of  the  Members  of 
the  Board.  He  did  not  see  the  necessary  con- 
clusion which  was  thus  sought  to  be  drawn; 
but  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was 
meant  to  infer  that  Captain  O'Brien,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Railway  Board,  had  been  in- 
fluenced by  improper  feelings  of  partiality  in 
favour  of  the  South-Eastem  Company,  and 
that  those  feelings  had  operated  in  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Board.  This  statement  had  not 
been  put  forward  merely  in  newspapers,  but 
had  been  stated  publicly  in  Parliament,  and 
therefore  it  was  that  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty,  looking  at  the  position  he  held  as 
Chairman  of  that  Board,  not  to  allow  the 
character  of  any  one  of  his  colleagues  to 
be  impugned,  and  that  colleague  treated  as 
a  knave,  while  he  was  in  a  condition  to 
meet  that  accunation  with  a  broad  alle« 
gation  of  denial,  and  show  clearly  that 
there  could  be  no  foundation  whatever 
fiir  the  atatemenls  which  had  been  put 


forth  to  his  prejudice.  He  believed  Cap- 
tain O'Brien  td  be  a  man  of  as  pure  integ* 
rity  as  any  Peer  in  that  House,  and  as 
utterly  incapable  of  swerving  from  the 
strict  line  of  his  duty  as  any  man  who  sat 
amongst  their  Lordships.  Captain  O'Brien 
had  purposely  abstained— so  far  as  his  duty 
would  permit  him  to  abstain — ^from  taking 
any  part  in  the  decision  upon  the  South- 
Eastem  scheme,  beyond  that  personal  at- 
tendance at  the  Board  which  his  duty  re- 
quired of  him.  And  if  their  Lordships  would 
but  consider  the  probabilities  of  the  case,  they 
would  at  once  see  how  absurd  the  statement 
Granting,  for  the  sake  of  argument. 


was 


that  Mr.  O'Brien  had  an  interest  in  the 
South-Eastem  Railway  schetne,  and  wished 
to  engage  his  brother's  influence  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Board  to  obtain  a  favourable 
decision,  did  their  Lordships  suppose  for 
one  moment  that  the  other  Members  of  the 
Board,  placed  as  they  were  directly  in  the 
focus  of  public  observation,  would  have 
taken  upon  themselves  to  become  parties  to 
that  object,  merely  because  the  brother  of 
one  of  their  colleagues  was  the  manager  of 
the  company?  And  if  they  even  conceded 
this,  where  could  he  (Lord  Dalhousie)  be 
supposed  to  be,  to  permit  such  a  proceed- 
ing ?  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that  he,  sit- 
ting in  the  chair  of  that  Board,  and  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament  directly  for  its 
acts — being  liable  to  be  called  upon  at  any 
moment  to  justify  and  defend  all  the  trans- 
actions of  the  Board — did  any  sane  man 
suppose  that  he,  setting  apart  the  consider- 
ations and  feelings  by  which  as  an  honest 
man  and  a  gentleman  he  must  be  influ- 
enced— did  any  man  suppose  that,  looking 
at  mere  prudential  considerations,  he  could 
have  been  such  a  fool  as  to  have  allowed 
the  Board  to  take  a  course  so  open  to  attack, 
and  so  liable  to  observation  as  that  which 
it  had  been  stated  they  had  adopted?  The 
idea  was  preposterous.  What  were  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  the  decision  upon 
which  had  been  impugned }  The  South- 
Eastem  Company  had  proposed  a  most 
comprehensive  scheme.  Another  scheme 
had  been  proposed  by  other  companies; 
on  the  relative  merits  of  these  two  schemes 
he  did  not  then  think  it  necessary  to  enter^ 
as  they  were  before  their  Lordships,  and 
open  for  inspection  and  observation ;  but 
the  duty  of  the  Board  was  to  decide 
upon  their  respective  merits.  The  South- 
Eastem  Company,  adopting  the  views  of 
the  House  of  Commons  of  last  year,  and 
acting  upon  their  suggestions  addressed 
a  letter  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  offering 
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to  supply  additional  advantages  if  their 
plan  should  be  sanctioned;  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  fares  throughout  the  old  as  well 
as  the  new  linei  ciuculating  the  distance 
between  London  and  Dover,  not  on  the 
eighty-eight  miles,  the  extent  of  their  line, 
but  at  sevent^*four  mfles,  which  was  the 
shortest  practicable  route  j  they  also  under- 
took to  make  a  reduction  in  the  second-class 
farea,  and  at  the  same  time  to  increase  the 
accommodation  for  second-class  passengers ; 
to  give  greater  facilities  for  third-class 
travelling,  and  to  provide  carriages  for 
third-class  passengers,  protected  from  the 
weather;  that  they  would  lay  down  an 
electric  telegraph  along  the  whole  of  the 
]ine«  and  go  to  Parliament  for  a  Bill  to 
enable  them  to  construct  a  central  terminus 
at  Hungerford-bridge,  on  the  Surrey  side  of 
the  river,  which  they  were  willing  should 
form  part  of  a  general  terminus  for  all  rail- 
ways on  that  side  of  the  Thames;  and, 
further,  to  provide  the  link  which  would  be 
wanting,  and  which  was  not  likely  to  be 
undertaken  by  any  other  company  as  a 
commercial  speculation,  to  complete  a  con- 
tinued coast  line,  which  would  aflbrd  to 
the  Government  that  which  was  most  desir- 
able for  the  protection  of  the  coast  and 
an  uninterrupted  line  of  railway  from  the 
Metropolis  to  within  a  few  miles  of  the 
Land's-end ;  and  they  also  undertook  to 
place  the  whole  of  the  old  and  new  lines 
under  the  condition  of  purchase,  aocordinff 
to  the  Act  of  last  year.  And  the  Boaia 
having  decided  in  favour  of  a  scheme  offer- 
ing so  many  and  such  important  public  ad- 
vantages, there  were  persons  who  could  not 
account  for  the  decision  of  the  Board 
otherwise  than  by  suggesting  that  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Board  had  a  brother  who 
was  the  manager  of  the  company.  The 
charge  was  so  ridiculous  and  contemptible, 
that  he  should  not  have  alluded  to  it,  but 
that  it  might,  if  not  met  at  once,  be  sent 
forth  to  the  public  in  various  shapei^  and 
adopted  by  them ;  therefore  it  was  that  he 
felt  it  due  to  his  colleague,  whose  charao* 
ter  had  been  aspersed,  to  make  this  state- 
ment to  their  Lordshipa,  and  to  show  that 
there  was  no  ground  whatever  for  the 
cbMTgd  which  had  been  made.  There  was 
one  other  point  only  with  which  he  should 
trouble  their  Lordship»— that  was  as  to 
the  question  whether  the  proceedings 
of  the  Board,  in  reference  to  their  dedsaon 
on  any  particular  mil  way  scheme,  had  be- 
come known  to  any  party  not  connected 
with  the  Board,  as  stated,  either  through 
carelessness  on  the  part  of  the  Board,  or  by 


means  of  a  deliberate  oammuoicatioo  made 
by  any  one  of  its  members  previoos  to  the 
publication  of  the  decision  in  the  OmweUe, 
the  effect  of  which  previous  infimatioii 
had  been,  that  parties  by  whom  it  was 
obtained  had  made  an  improper  use  of  i^ 
turning  it  to  their  own  aeoount.    With 
regard  to  that  point,  io  far  as  the  general 
all^ation  went,  it  could  only  be  met  by  a 
general  denial.    With  legaid  to  hiasael^ 
he  need  not,  he  was  sure,  say,  that  on  oo 
occasion,  either  by  implication,  word,  or 
gesture,  had  he  given  the  slightest  inibr. 
mation  of  anything  that  was  going  on  be* 
fore  the  Board  to  any  human  being ;  and 
no  human  being  had  received  from  him  the 
least  knowledge  or  intimadon  of  what  was 
his  opinion  upon  any  scheme  before  the 
Board  not  yet  decided.     And  although  ha 
was  perfectly  convinced  that  he  might  have 
made  the  same  statement  on  the  part  of 
every  one  of  his  colleagues,  without  re* 
ferring  to  them  upon  the  subjeet,  he  had 
thought  it  light  to  call  the  Board  together 
to  lay  the  matter  before  them;  and  ha 
was  authorised  to  say,  that  each  of  them 
asserted,  upon  his  honour,  and  was  wil- 
ling to  repeat  that  assertion  in  any  mora 
solemn  form  of  adjuration,  if  any  mora 
solemn  be  devised,  that  never,   diraetly 
or  indirectly,  had  he  given  informatioo  or 
hint  of  any  kind  of  what  was  the  intentkn 
of  the  Board  in  respect  to  any  one  aeheme 
that  had  been  submitted  to  them  pravkma 
to  the  publication  of  their  decbion  upon  it 
in  the  Oazeite.    He  would  now  pass  from 
this  part  of  the  subject,  and  call  attentioii 
to  the  question  whether  or  not  it  was  poe- 
sible  for  the  intentions  of  the  Board  to  have 
ooied  out,  in  some  way  or  another,  befora 
it  was  generally  known  what  their  dedsioa 
would  be.    Very  early  in  the  commence* 
ment  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Board,  the 
obligation  or  secrecy  was  known  to  be  of 
the  utmost  importance.    The  spirit  of  qpe* 
culation  that  had  existed  for  the  last  ais 
months  in  the  public  mind,  in  connexioii 
with  railway  schemes,  was  apparent;  and 
though  it  was  imposnUo  for  the  Goveni* 
ment  or  the  Board  to  control  it,  they  wara 
bound  in  duty  to  adopt  sueh  precaotioaf» 
so  far  as  they  oould  do  so^  as  should  pra* 
veot  its  being  unfairly  coaductcd.    Aa  ha 
had  stated,  the  Board  was  not  in  a  ooodi* 
tion  to  enter  regularly  into  the  coosidef* 
ationof  any  of  the  schemes  referred  to  tbem 
until  early  in  the  month  of  Dcoember.    Aa 
soon  as  they  wero  ready  to  proceed,  their 
first  object    was  to  classify   the  aevetal 
,schemeS|  as  to  their  local  situatioov  and 


d65        Railway  Department  of       {p£B.  13}  the  Board  of  Trade. 


366 


the  manner  in  which  they  bore  one  on  the 
other.    Then  they  had  to  consider  what 
oour«e  should  be  adopted  in    regard    to 
making  their  decitnons  known.  Two  courses 
were  open  to  them-^the  one  was  to  reserve 
altogeUier  any  statement  of  their  decisions 
until  they  were  ready  to  submit  them  to 
Parliament,  and  then  to  publish  them  with 
the  reasons  at  the  same  time;  and  the 
other,  to  publish  the  decisions,  from  time 
to  time,  in  the  Gazette,  as  they  were  made. 
Against  the  latter  course  there  were  many 
objections  sufficiently  strong ;  but  then  it 
was  clear  the  detailed  Report  could  not 
be  published  until  Parliament  met;    and 
if  the  Board  had  reserved  all  declaration  of 
their  decisions  till  Parliament  met,  the 
chances  of  previous  revelation  of  their  in- 
tentions   would    have    been    greatly  in- 
creased.    It  was  quite  clear  the  decisions 
upon  all   the  railway  schemes  could  not 
be  come  to   at   the    same  time.      Some 
muat  be  decided  upon  sooner  than  others : 
and    when    the    opinion    of   the    Board 
upon  any  particular  line  became  for  a  long 
time  familiar  to  its  members,  the  risk  was 
far  neater  that  some  intimation  of  their 
<^nion  might  accidentally  drop  out  in  their 
communications  with  the  agents  of  other 
•chemeSy  and  that  the  information  so  ob« 
tained,  might  be  improperly  used.    The 
risk  arising  from  such  a  mode  of  proceed- 
ing, therefore,  would  have  been  far  greater 
than  that  attending  the  course  the  Board 
had  adopted,  viz.,   to   take  every  scheme 
into  consideration  in  its  order,  investigate 
its  merits,  and  decide  upon  it  at  once  and 
immediately,  and  publish  that  decision  in 
the  Gazette;   therefore  it  was  that  the 
Board  conceived  that  as  the  several  schemes 
were  taken   up  and  decided  upon,  they 
should  be  made  public ;  taking  every  care 
that  the  decision  should  be  made  known 
to  the  public  and  the  agents  of  the  parties 
interested  at  the  same  time,  but  that  in  no 
case  should  it  be  communicated  to  the 
latter,  until  after  the  closing  of  the  Stock 
Exchange  on  that  day  on  which  the  an- 
nouncement should  appear  in  the  Gazette, 
m  that  no  undue   advantage   should   be 
mven.     The    course    of  proceeding  was 
wis : — When  a  scheme  was  taken  up,  the 
papers  in  reference  to  it  were  referred  to 
the  different  officers  of  the  Department, 
for  inquiry  as  to  the  public  advantages  of 
the  line,  its  local   position,  its  probable 
traffic,  its  engineering  difficulties,  and  ge- 
neral character;  and  upon   those  papers 
i)eing  returned  to  him  (Lord  Dalhousie), 
with  the  reports  of  the  various  officers  to 


the  questions    submitted,  he    oonsidereS 
them,  and  having  done  so  made  a  memo- 
randum upon  the  papers  of  his  opinion 
upon  the  scheme  in  general.    This,  toge- 
ther with  all  the  information  obtained, 
was  circulated  amongst  the  several  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board,  each  making  his  own 
observations    upon  the   scheme,   until  it 
had  gone  the  round  of  the  whole  of  the 
members,  when  a  meeting  of  the  Board 
was   called.      Of  course,  if  during  the 
circulation    of  those  papers,  any  person 
other  than  the  Members  of  the  Board  had 
access  to  them,  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  intention  of  the  Board  to  be  made 
known  ;  but  to  prevent  this,  every  precau- 
tion possible  was  adopted  in  the  circula- 
tion of  the  papers.     He  (Lord  Dalhousie) 
having  examined  them  and  made  his  me- 
moranda upon  them,  placed  them  in  a  box 
with  a  private  lock,  to  which  there  was 
but  one  key  (except  the  master  key,  which 
he  always  carried  round  his  neck);  that 
box  he  himself  placed  (together  with  the 
key)  in  the  hands  of  another  Member  of 
the   Board,  who,   having    examined  and 
made  his  remarks  upon  its  contents,  re- 
placed them,  and  handed  the  box  and  key 
to  another  member,  and  so  on  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  members,  until  it  came  to 
the  last,  who,  when  he  had  done  with  it, 
gave  it  back  into  his  (Lord  Dalhousie's) 
own  hands.    Throughout  the  whole  of  the 
proceeding,  it  was  never  out  of  the  imme- 
diate personal  custody  of  the  Members  of 
the  Board,  and  it  was  physically  impossible 
that  any  access  could  be  had  to  the  docu- 
ments during  their  progress  in  this  way 
from  one  member  to  the  other.    Then  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  decuions  of  the 
Board  were    published.     The  Board  as- 
sembled to  decide  on  the  day  on  which  the 
decision  was  to  be  announced.    The  mi- 
nutes were  prepared,  not  in  the  usual  way 
by  clerks  and  other  subordinate  officers, 
but  by  a  Member  of   the  Board  itself; 
and  the  notices  for  the  Gazette  were  alao 
prepared  by  him  with  his  own  hand-— 
no  other  person— no  clerk— not  even  his 
(Lord  Dalhousie's)  private  secretary  was 
informed,  or  could  be  aware,  of  the  ded- 
sion  of  the  Board  in  any  case  until  it  was 
published  in  the  Gazette.    It  might  be 
supposed  that  when  the  notice  was  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  editor  of  the  Gazette  ihi^ 
Board  would  consider  that  their  responsi* 
bility  ceased.     But  it  was  not  so.     Even 
then  they  took  every  care  that  the  inten« 
tions  of  the  Board  should  not  be  made 
known  beforehand  to  any  penon>  so  as  to 


♦-. 


367       Railway  Deparimeni  of       { LO  RD^^ }  the  Board  of  Trad£.        SM 


form  the  basis  of  speculations.  They  took 
care  that  the  notice  should  not  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  editor  on  the  day  of 
publication,  until  it  was  so  near  to  four 
o'clock  that  if  he  were  disposed  to  commu- 
nicate the  information^  and  started  at  once 
for  the  Stock  Exchange,  he  could  not  pos- 
sibly by  any  conveyance  reach  it  before  it 
would  be  closed  for  the  day.  He  sub- 
mitted to  their  Lordships  that  if  human 
precautions  could  do  anything,  those  which 
the  Board  had  adopted,  and  which  he  had 
detailed  to  their  Lordships,  were  suffi- 
cient to  ensure  the  necessary  secrecy. 
But  then  it  was  said,  "  Large  speculations 
have  been  recently  made  in  railway  shares, 
and  it  is  singular  that  since  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Board  large  purchases  have 
been  made  at  various  times  on  the  specu- 
lation of  a  speedy  rise,  which  rise,  on  the 
appearance  of  the  Report,  has  taken  place." 
But  it  by  no  means  followed  that  that  spe- 
culation was  the  consequence  of  previous 
intimation  made  to  the  parties  by  any  per- 
son connected  with  the  Railway  Board,  as 
to  what  might  be  their  probable  decision 
on  any  particular  line.  It  was  competent 
for  any  man  of  ordinary  shrewdness,  and 
acquainted  with  such  matters,  who  read  the 
Report  of  the  House  of  Commons  made 
last  Session,  and  examined  the  first  two 
or  three  Reports  of  the  Board,  to  form 
a  tolerably  correct  judgment  of  which  was 
the  most  likely  to  meet  with  the  favour- 
able  consideration  of  the  Board  and  Parlia- 
ment,—he  would  be  able  to  do  this  from 
observing  what  were  the  principles  on 
which  they  had  decided  in  those  cases. 
No  doubt  this  was  possible ;  many  news- 
papers and  other  publications  had  put 
forth  speculations  and  prophecies  as  to 
what  would  be  the  decision  of  the  Board 
upon  particular  lines,  almost  before  they 
were  submitted  to  it ;  which  speculations 
and  prophecies  had  turned  out  to  be  cor- 
rect. But  that  resulted  from  the  tenor  of 
the  decisions  generally,  and  the  principles 
upon  which  they  were  based  being  gene- 
rally perceived,  and  not  from  any  informa- 
tion furnished  to  them  to  which  the  public 
generally  had  not  access.  He  believed  he 
ad  now  adverted  to  all  the  points  upon 
which  it  was  necessary  that  he  should 
trouble  their  Lordships.  As  to  the  effici- 
ency of  the  Board,  or  the  competency  of 
its  Members  to  discharge  their  duty,  it 
was  not  for  him  to  say  a  word.  The 
Report  he  should  now  have  the  honour  to 
lay  on  thi  ir  Lmfdshipa'  Table,  and  the  other 
Reports  tbtt  would  foUow,  were  the  do- 


cuments which  must  decide  that  queilioD.  If 
it  should  appear  from  them  that  the  Boaid 
had  been  guided  by  sound  principles,  and 
that  the  facts  upon  which  their  dedsions 
were  grounded  were  correctly  stated,  and 
that  they  had  decided  on  reporting  in  fa- 
vour  of  those  schemes  that  ofiered  the 
greatest  amount  of  public  advantagCi  then 
let  those  Reports  receive  the  consider* 
ation  to  which  they  were  entitled  at  the 
hands  of  the  Committees  on  the  Bills; 
but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it  should  be 
found  that  they  had  been  influenced  by 
narrow  and  feeble  views-^if  their  reason- 
ings were  unsound  and  unsatisfactory,  it 
would  be  for  Parliament  to  treat  those 
Reports,  as  he  should  do  in  such  a  case,  as 
a  mass  of  worthless  waste  paper.  All  he 
should  venture  to  say  in  regard  to  the 
Members  of  the  Beard  was,  that  having 
had  imposed  upon  them  a  -task  of  great 
labour  and  oppressive  reqxmsibility,  they 
had  endeavoured  to  discharge  it  with  dili- 
gence and  honesty,  without  favour  and 
without  fear.  Throughout  the  whole  of 
their  proceedings  they  had  steadily  and 
uninterruptedly  kept  in  view  one  prind- 
ple,  via.— regard  being  had  to  local  and 
national  interests— to  report  in  favour  of 
that  railway,  or  combination  of  railways, 
which  appeared  to  them  calculated  to  give 
to  the  community  the  greatest  attainable 
amount  of  public  advantage. 

The  noble  Lord  having  laid  the  Report 
on  the  Table, 

Lord  Brougham  said,  he  considered  this 
one  of  the  most  important  aobjecta  that 
had  of  late  years  occupied  the  attention  of 
Parliament,  connected  as  it  was  with  that 
cisss  of  Parliamentary  subjects  on  which, 
for  the  public  good,  it  became  necessary 
and  expedient  from  time  to  time  for 
the  Legislature  to  adopt  measures,  and  to 
adopt  a  course  that  unavoidably  led  to  an 
interference  with  private  interests.  Before 
he  sat  down,  he  should  further  illustrate 
the  bearing  of  that  remark  on  the  present 
subject  as  connected  with  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  ifa  system  ;  but  he  most  beg 
leave,  in  the  outset  of  the  few  remarks  be 
should  make,  and  which  were  extracted 
from  him  by  an  anxious  and  deep  consider- 
ation of  the  very  great  interests  involved 
in  the  quest  ion — he  most  beg  leave  at 
once  not  only  to  acquit  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Dalhousie)  who  had  made  so  can- 
did, 80  luminous,  and  so  able  a  statement 
of  his  case,  bat  also  to  acquit  his  col- 
leagues of  all  blame  whatever.  Indeed,  be 
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bad  never  to  much  as  heard  until  that 
Dight— when  he  heard  his  noble  Friend 
defend  them  from  it-*that  any  charge  had 
been    made  against   them.      He    (Lord 
Brougham)  had  no  connexion  wiih  any 
railway  compsny — God  forbid — he  had  no 
stoek — his  noble  Friend  had  thought  it 
•lit  to  exculpate  himself  from  any  suspicion 
of  being  influenced  by  sinister  motives ; 
he  (Lord  Brougham)  might  do  the  same, 
and  assure  their  Lordships  that  he  had 
never  possessed  one  farthing's  worth   of 
stock — except,  indeed,  as  he  might  hold  it 
as  a  trustee  or  executor— -and,  therefore, 
he  was  as  entirely  disinterested  on  this 
question  as  it  was  possible  for  any  one  in 
or  out  of  that  House  to  be.     But  now  he 
•came  to  express  his  surprise  that  his  noble 
•Friend  should   have    gone  further,   and 
having  disclaimed  sinister  motives,  that  he 
ahould  think  he  had  vindicated  the  Board 
from  all  possibility  of  pronouncing  effec- 
tive decisions  upon  the  questions  submitted 
to  them,  and  from  all  shadow  of  suspicion 
of  influencing  decisions  elsewhere.     Said 
his  noble  Friend,  "  How  was  it  possible 
that  their  decisions  could  be  effective,  or 
have  any  weight  ?     For  they  did  not  de- 
cide— they  did  not  act  judicially,  but,  as 
it  were,  ancillary  to  Parliament — to  exa- 
mine the  case,  to  speak  their  minds  upon 
it,    and  report    upon  it  to  Parliament. 
They  had  no  desire  to  prefer  one  railway 
to  another!  or  cry  down  one  scheme  and 
cry  up  another.    They  were  not  Parlia- 
ment or  a  Court  of  Law.    All  they  did 
was  to  examine,  decide  and  report ;  and 
baving  dooe  so,  they  left  the  parties  to 
go  to  Parliament,  and  Parliament  would 
no  donbt  vote  upon  the  scheme,  as  Par- 
liament should  be  advised/'  Then  he  would 
suppose  himself  for  a  moment  a  party  in 
some  one  railway.  He  went  to  Parliament 
as  a  director  of  that  railway,  and  the  very 
first  thing  he  heard   was  the  question, 
**  What  is  the  use  of  throwing  away  your 
money  and  your  time,  and  making  your- 
self anxious  about  nothing  ?     Do  not  you 
know  that  you  are  reported  against — that 
the  Board  have  decided  against  you  ?  The 
Board  have  examined  into  the  whole  case — 
the  parties  to  the  competing  lines  behind 
Iheir  back,  and  you  behind  your  back — in 
aecret.  It  is  not  known  upon  what  data  they 
have  pronounced  their  judgment,  but  that 
judgment  isembodied  in  a  Report,and  meets 

Jfou  on  the  Table  of  either  House  of  Par- 
iament."    Let  him  ask  what  chance  had 
be  under  lucb  circumstances  to  pass  his 


Bill ;  could  he  get  rid  of  the  Report,  and 
convert  it  to  mere  waste  paper  ?    Could 
any  man  suppose  that  the  Report  being 
before  Parliament,  that  Parliament  would 
so  treat  it?     He  would  venture  to  say 
that  the  probability,  nay  the  absolute  cer- 
tainty, in  all  human  understanding  and  in 
all  common  calculation  of  accidents,  was, 
that  that  Report  would  be  followed  to  the 
letter    by  both   Houses    of    Parliament. 
Why,  the  Government  were  pledged  by 
one  of  its  Members  beforehand  ;  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Government  was  already  taken 
upon   the  question.      [Lord   Dalkousie: 
**  The  opinion  of  the  Government  is  a 
different  thing.*']     No  doubt  the  opinion 
of  the  Government   was  different  —  the 
opinion  of  the  Board  was  not  the  opinion 
of  the  Cabinet,  but  it  was  that  of  a  pari 
of  the  Cabinet.     His  right  hon.  Friend 
who  had  lately  resigned  was  a  Member  of 
the  Cabinet,  and,  therefore,  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  inexplicable  resig- 
nation—which it  was  very  difficult  to  un- 
derstand  before   it  was    explained,   but 
after  the  explanation  became  involved  in 
total  darkness — he  being  at  the  head  of 
the  Board,  as  well  as  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet,  the  Government   were   pledged 
to  the  course  reported  for  by  the  Board. 
QLord  Dalkousie :  **  No,  no.^     He  knew 
ihat  formally  it  was  not  so ;  but  we  were 
not  living  in  Utopia,  where  Parliament  was 
independent  of  the  Government,  and  Go. 
vernment  of  the  Parliament — when  the 
strictest  line  was  drawn  between  the  Exe- 
cutive on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Legisla- 
ture on  the  other,  and  when  the  Execu- 
tive might  pronounce  an  opinion  to  both 
Houses,  which   should  bind   nobody   in 
either  House.    That  was  not  the  sort  of 
world    in   which  their    Lordships    lived. 
They  knew  well  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  up  its  mind  upon  any 
question,  if  it  continued  a  Government,  a 
majority  in  Parliament  must  go  with  it. 
But  no,  these  were  not  decisions  of  the 
Government,  they  were   told,  but  they 
were  the  decisions,  the  published  opinions 
of  an  important  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, a  colleague  of  the  Government,  if 
not  in  the  Cabinet ;  and  he  should  like  to 
have  a  Return,  for  which  he  would  move 
at  the  end  of  the  Session,  showing  how 
many  of  the  Reports  of  this  Board  of  five 
Members  acting  under  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade — a  colleague  of  Mi- 
nisters, though  not  in  the  Cabinet«-how 
many  of  those  Reports  bad  been  reverted 
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bj  Parliaineot.    He  would    vent  a  re    to 
predict,  argaiog  oo  bis  owo  experience 
lo    ainilar   matteriy    that    it    would   be 
foood  aa  certain  at  the  end  of  the  Sei- 
aion  aa  thoogfa   they  had  now  all    the 
Railway  Acta  of  Parliament  before  them 
that  ahould   be   pasted*   that,  speaking 
geoerally,  perhaps  in  nine  cases  oot  of 
len«  perhaps  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of 
100---or9  perhaps — and   ibis  be  thought 
the  most  likely— in  100  cases  out  of  every 
100»  there  would  be  a  strict  and  literal  co- 
incidence between  the  decisions  of  the 
Board  reported  to  Parliament,  and   the 
decisions  of  Parliament  reported  to  the 
country.    He  bad  as  conBdent  and  as  de- 
cided a  guess  what  the  decision  of  Parlia- 
ment would  be  in  these  cases,  as  he  had 
when  be  predicted  to  their  Lordships,  some 
years  ago,  what  would  be  the  decision  of 
any  Election  Committee,  the  members  of 
which  were  taken  equally  from  both  par- 
ties, when  be  knew  the  political  opiniona 
of  the  Chairman.     He  never  used  to  look 
to  either  side,  but  only  to  the  Chairman, 
and  he  was  generally  pretty  certain  as  to 
bow  the  decision  would  go ;  and  he  spoke 
now  with  equal  confidence  as  td  the  de* 
cision  of  Parliament  on  the  Reports  of  this 
Board— not  merely  from  past  experience, 
and  the  results  of  that  experieoce— not 
merely  because  he  could  hardly  conceive 
how  it  could  be  otherwise— •not  merely 
because  he  was  arguing  with  all  the  pro- 
babilities on  one  way,  and  none  on  the 
other— but  why  he  was  so  sanguine  on  the 
reault  of  his  opinion  in  this  matter  was, 
that  he  had  listened  attentively  not  only 
to  the  first,  but  also  to  the  last  part  of  his 
noble  Friend's  speech,  and  the  whole  of 
that  last  part  was  a  demonstration  unmis- 
takable of  what  he  now  laid  down.     For 
obaerve,  the  letting  out  the  slightest  hint 
beforehand  of  what  the  decisiona  of  the 
Board  would  be  was  reckoned  by  the  Board 
gross  negligence  or  culpable  treachery; 
the  utmost  precautions  were  taken  and 
properly  and  justly  taken  (but  ineffectually, 
aa  ho  should  presently  show),  to  prevent 
the  least  whisper  from  going  abroad,  by 
which  the  prooable  results  of  the  inquiry 
might  be  conjectured  out  of  doors,    r  irat, 
the  papers  were  denied  their  usual  refuge 
of  the  cabinet«box,  because  it  waa  poa- 
aible  that  a  key  might  be  forged,  the  box 
opened,  and  its  contents  exposed  to  pro- 
fane ayea.    Therefore,  a  special  box  was 
made,  with  a  peculiar  lock,  and  a  key  that 
Muld  not  ba  tbrged— gll  the  Bramaba  of 


I  the  day  were  pot  into  requisition  to  order 
'  to  obtain  an  nnimitable  key  to  an  unopeo* 
\  able  box.  Then  the  Repoft  was  taken  by 
•  a  special  messenger — the  ordinary  nea- 
!  senger,  of  course,  could  not  be  tr«sted<— 
j  and  taken  just  a  quarter  before  the  parti* 
cular  hour  when  the  Stock  Exchange 
I  closed,  that  it  might  arrive  at  the  Oazetie 
office  too  late  to  reach  the  Stock  Excbaoga 
that  night — ^and  the  Gazette  man  waa  the 
only  man  confided  in— as  the  editor  of  the 
Gazette  was  the  only  person  wbo  was  en- 
trusted with  the  Report  for  this  quarter  of 
an  hour,  and  the  only  human  being  who 
could  dream  of  what  the  decisions  of  the 
Board  would  be.  But  why  all  thia  multi- 
plying of  precautions  to  prevent  the 
faint  whisper  getting  out  before  the 
sions  of  the  Board  were  made  public,  if  the 
decision  of  the  Board  waa  to  have  no  effect 
upon  the  final  result,  but  weio  merely  to 
be  taken  as  the  opinions  of  the  five  gen- 
tlemen who  had  taken  the  aobject  oot  of 
the  hands  of  Parliament  to  prevent  Parlia« 
ment  having  the  trouble  of  deciding  }  If 
the  Board  were  only  ancillary  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  its  decisions  not  inflococinf 
Parliament  in  any  way,  why  all  this  se- 
crecy ?  Why  they  might  aa  well  publish 
the  opinions  of  the  Board  before  band 
at  Chariog-crosa,  for  whoever  acted  upon 
them  would  have  themaelveaonly  to  blame, 
if  they  burnt  their  fingera  by  speculating 
on  the  Stock  Exchange.  But  every  body 
knew  that  the  decisions  of  the  Board  wonid 
not  be  a  mere  dead  letter,  but  that  tbey 
would  influence  the  final  decisions  of  Par- 
liament on  all  the  railway  schemes.  Out 
of  this  state  of  the  case  two  obaervationa 
arose*  There  were  three  schemes  of  rail- 
way in  competition  before  the  Board.  Two 
of  the  three  most  be  unsucceasfnl,  and  the 
questbn  waa,  which  one  should  have  tbo 
opinion,  the  confidence,  and  the  aopporl 
of  the  Board,  and  which  two  ahall  ba 
condemned.  The  Board  examined  the 
three  achemes.  Hia  noble  Friend  ap» 
peered  at  first  to  say,  that  the  Board  did 
not  examine  evidence,  that  they  had  ool 

tower  to  do  aa  FLord  DaXhemtke :  Tbey 
ave  not  time.]  No,  bot  each  party  caase 
before  them  with  the  beat  case  he  conid 
get  up ;  the  Board  examined  the  partiaa 
themselves  in  favour  of  their  owo  acbeoM, 
bot  without  calling  witneasea,  which  they 
could  not  do,  but  having  before  them  tbo 
beat  information  they  could  obtain,  oo  that 
tbey  decided.  Their  decisions  were  pnb* 
lished  in  the  Gazette^  and  b  that '      '  ' 
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Ihey  condemned  two  out  of  the    three 
scbemesy  and  approved  of  the  third.  Con- 
demn was  not  the  expression,  certainly, 
bol  in  the  Report  they  recommended  one 
and  rejected  the  others.  The  Report,  then, 
kt  il  be  anppoeed,  was  ag;ain8t  two  of  the 
competing;  lines,  and  in  favour  of  one. 
What  was  Iha    consequence*— -the   first 
and  immediate  consequence?    The  mo- 
meni  that  this  Report  was  heard  of,  the 
moment  that  eveo  a  whisper  of  it  reached 
the  Stock  Exchange,  instantly  every  body 
who  had  stock  in  the  two  lines  decided 
against  was  anxious  to  sell  out,  and  every 
one  tried  if  possible  to  get  a  little .  of  the 
stock  of  the  third.    The  consequence  was, 
that  the  fonds  fell  with  respect  to  the  two, 
and  they  rose  as  to  the  third.     That  was 
the  necessary,  the  ioevitable  result.    With 
the  existing  regulation  such  a  resalt  could 
Dot  be  avoided.    It  might  be  expedient,  it 
might  be  indispensable,  that  there  should 
be  some  regulation  as  to  these  things.  He 
admitted  that  readily ;  but  then  the  only 
thing  to  be  regsrded  was,  whether  this 
was  the  beat  way.  whether  they  should  not 
have  some  regulation  which  at  the  same 
time  would  provide  for  the  safety,  the  l>e- 
nefit,  and  the  good  of  the  public,  and  thst 
ahoiild  be  as  little  pressing  as  possible 
epon  the  property  of  individuals.  Though 
bis  noble  Friend  himself  never  speculated 
in  these  things,  yet  if  he  mAde  up  his 
mind  to  expend  5,000/.  in  railway  shares 
•—though  this  he  had  never  done,  nor  had 
any  connexion  of  his  ever  done— -yet  if  he 
had ,  or  if  any  connexion  of  his  had  expend- 
ed 6,000/.  in  a  railwsy  that  was  reported 
against,  then  he  said  in  that  case  he  should 
feel  moat  bitterly  vexed  and  grieved  by 
finding,  through  the  means  of  a  sentence 
published  in  the  Gazette,  a  sentence,  too, 
with  regard  to  which  all  possible  precau* 
tk>Ba  had  been  taken ;  for  it  was  not  of  that 
he  would  complain ;  but  what  be  would 
complain  of  waa  the  publicity,  and  that 
by  that  publicity  5,000/.  in  shares  would 
tumble  down  to  be  worth  perhaps  not 
<00/.;  perhaps  not  worth  50/.    This  he 
would  complaio  of;  whereas,  on  the  other 
band,  he  admitted  he  would  feel  very 
much  obliged,  if  it  happened  that  he  was 
tbe  lucky  holder  of  shares  in  a  railway 
which  had  been  so  fortunate  as  to  have  a 
sentence  published  in  the  Gazette  in  its 
favour,  and  instead  of  his  shares  being 
worth    5,000/.,    made  worth    five    times 
^000/L    These  were  matters  of  very  great 
iwportaaoe— these  were  matters  that  had 


a  very  great  effect  upon  trade.    Immense 
capital  wss  involved  in  them— an  immense 
amount  of    property  was    embarked   in 
them ;  and  here,  then,  was  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which,  by  publishing  a  single  line, 
could  sink  or  raise  the  value  of  that  pro- 
perty—could  do  that  which  might   ruin 
one  man,  and  make  the  fortune  of  ano- 
ther.   Now,  this  might  be  all  necessary. 
He  did  not  deny  it;    but  then,  let   not 
noble  Lords  run  away  with  the  idea  that 
this  was  all  plain  sailing ;  that  no  prin- 
ciple was  interfered  with,  that  no  opprea* 
sion  had  been  done,  and  no  injustice  had 
occurred.     It  was  very  probable  that  very 
great  injustice  might  be  done,  and  very 
great  oppression  might  be  inflicted  if  they 
did  not  guard  carefully,  sedulously,  and 
jealously  the  operation  of  such  a  plan  as 
this.     Another  observation  occurred  to 
him— >there  was  here  an  opportunity  given 
to  two,  four,  or  five  individuals,  not  of 
telling  people  that  which  they  had  dooei 
or  were  about  to  do,  but  of  buying  or  seU 
ling  themselves.      The  opportunity  waa 
given  to  them— he  did  not  say  that  any 
one  had  availed   themselves  of  it;   but 
their  Lordships  must  perceive  that  this 
was  a  very  delicate  matter,  and  what  he 
had  humbly  to  suggest  to  them  was  this, 
if  it  were  not  absolutely  necessary  to  intrust 
such  a  matter  as  this  to  none  but  those  who 
were  sworn  Privy   Councillors,  or   to  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  if  they  could 
not  have  all  the  benefits  of  four  or  five 
individuals  to  assist  them,  yet  to  have  them 
as  witnesses  in  helping  them  to  come  to  a 
proper  judgment?  He  would  much  rather 
have  the  determination  of  such  a  matter 
vested  in  responsible  hands-**ia  those  that 
held  a  high  position  in  Parliament,  that 
stood  high  in  the  estimation  of  the  public 
—in  the  hands  of  those  who  were,  for  in« 
stance,  the  sworn  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
—of  men  who  could  not  betray  their  trust, 
because  if  they  did,  they  would  be  liable 
to    impeachment.     He    said    ha  would 
much  rather  see  the  matter  in  such  hands, 
than  lefl  to  those  who  might  buv  or  sell 
stock,  and  who,  in  doing  so,  coula  not  be 
subjected  to  the  slightest  penalty.  If  these 
persons  chose  to  do  so,  they  were  sub* 
jected  to  no  penalty ;  they  were  liable  to 
no  punishment;  they  were  not  sworn] 
I  thev  were  not  even  bound  by  the  moral 
'  obligatran  of  an  extra-judicial  oath.  There 
was  nothing  to  control  those  persons  in 
making  private  speculations.    Then  there 
was  another  mode  that  might  have  been 
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adopted.   The  persons  appoinled  to  make 
ibese  decisioDs — that  i.<,  they  might  have 
persons  of  great  poblic  statioo  and  respoo- 
sibilily*  persons  io   high  rank   in  public 
affiiira  and    io  Parliament.     Perhaps  it 
coald   hardly  be   said   that   any  position 
conld  be  so  high  or  so  responsible  as  that 
which  was  connected  with  the  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  such  a  Board.     He  con- 
ceived, for  his  part,  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  have  recourse  to  any  persons,  bow* 
ever  respectable,  who  did  not  fill  the  re- 
sponsible situations  of   advisers  to    the 
Crown,  or  who,  as  Privy  Councillors,  were 
sworn  to  the  discharge  of  their  duties.  He 
wished,  however,  to  guard  himself  from 
any  uncharitable  construction  being  put 
upon   the  language  he  had   used.      He 
already  repudiated  the  notion  that  he  in- 
tended to  make  any  observations  against 
the  Gentlemen  who  were  on  the  Committee 
of  the  Board  of  Trade;  he  believed  them 
to  be  most  respectable ;  he  believed  that 
none  could  be  more  respectable.     He  did 
not  know  more  than  one  of  them,  General 
Pasley;  and  he  said  a  more  honourable 
man  there  could  not  be — a  better  informed 
nan  could  not  possibly  be.     He  did  not 
know  the  others,  but  be  took  the  descrip- 
tion of  them  from  what  had  been  said  of 
them  by  his  noble  Friend.     He  took  that 
description  from  what  bad  been  aaid  by 
his  noble  Friend,  and  he  believed  impli- 
citly in  it;    but   then  referring  to  the 
charge  which  had    been   made,   and  of 
which  he  had  never  heard  before  that  even- 
ing, with  respect  to. Mr.  William  O'Brien, 
the  chairman  or  manager  of  a  railway, 
and  Captain  O'Brien,  the  Member  of  the 
Boatd-*his  noble  Friend   had  said  that 
Captain  O'Brien  was  present,  but  did  not 
take  any  part  in  the  decisions  that  had 
been  come  to.     He  (Lord  Brougham)  did 
not  see  the  necessity  of  his  being  present, 
when   the   matter  under  discussion  was 
connected  with  the  railway  in  which  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien  waa  interested.    The  Board 
might  have  come  to  a  decision  without 
his  being  present.    At  the  same  time  he 
did  not  charge  Captain  O'Brien  with  in* 
fluencing  that  decision.   His  noble  Friend 
mistook  the  matter  at  issue,  when  he  en- 
tered into  the  details  be  had  done.    The 
question  was  not  whether  the  Board  waa 
right  or  wrong  in  making  a  Report ;  but 
the  question  was,  whether  Mr.  William 
O'Brien,  the  brother,   knew   that    they 
were  going  to  make  a  Report.    He  un- 
derstood the  fact  to  be,  that  Mr.  O'firieo 


was  unacqoainted  with  what  the  Boavi 
was  going  to  decide,  aithongb  he  bad  tbo 
opportunity  of  getting  at  the  f^ct. 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  was  understood 
to  say  that  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  ihmt 
an  unfavourable  decision  waa  coflse  to  oo 
a  particular  scheme,  because  Mr.  CBtm 
had  a  brother  a  Member  at  the  Board. 

Lord  Brougham:  If  a  person  bad  a 
near  relative  interested  in  a  particular 
scheme,  and  if  he  were  not  ao  honourable 
man,  as  Captain  O'Brien  certainly  was,  be 
might  have  given  information ;  of  course, 
Mr.  William  O'Brien  had  not  Iwoght 
stock  at  the  time,  nor  about  the  time— -he 
took  that  the  matter  was  so.  Besides,  it 
did  not  follow  that  one  gentleman  waa  to 
lose,  as  connected  with  a  railway,  be- 
cause he  had  a  brother  a  member  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  it  waa  all  right  and  all 
proper,  and  that  not  the  shadow  of  a  sua- 
picion  could  rest  upon  the  worthy  and 
injurioosly-commented'Upoo  individoala. 
What  was  or  could  be  a  proper  regola* 
tion  of  the  system  to  be  adopted,  or  the 
practice  to  be  puraued,  it  was  not  for  bias 
to  suggest.  Happily,  it  waa  still  open  lor 
Parliament  to  determine  it.  He  rejoiced 
that  ita  attention  had  been  so  early  called 
to  it;  and  before  any  further  mischief 
could  be  done,  it  waa  open  for  Parlia* 
meot  to  make  further  regulations.  It 
would  not  do  to  deny  that  the  Board 
must  have  great  influence  upon  partiea 
and  the  public — he  was  sure  that  their 
Reporta  must  influence  them  much.  It 
would  not  do  merely  to  say  that  theae 
men  were  honest  and  honourable  meot 
and  that  they  never  had  divulged  any 
secrets  of  the  Board.  He  waa  sure  that 
they  never  had  divulged  them.  Tbey 
saw  that  great  precaotiona  bad  been 
taken — they  saw  the  nature  of  theae  pre- 
cautions to  prevent  the  secret  from  getting 
out.  They  saw  that  all  this  had  been 
done  ineffectually,  whilst  the  secret  itself 
was  of  the  moat  important  nainre— of 
such  delicacy  and  aocb  importance,  thai 
the  knowledge  of  it  was  certain  to  infliet 
the  greatest  injury  upon  one,  and  to  con- 
fer the  greatest  benefit  upon  another. 
This,  then,  he  said,  waa  enough  to  make 
it  the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to  de« 
vise  every  check  and  guard  that  tbey 
could  possibly  conceive  and  anggeat^  to 

(prevent  the  possibility  of  allowing  pub- 
icity  being  given  to  a  secret  which  would 
admit  of  malversation ;  tbey  should  not 
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merely  do  tbis,  but  they  should  devise  a 
plan,  10  which  they  might  have  an  entire 
and  absolute  confidence  that  it  would  be 
impossible  that  aoy  malversation  could 
lake  place. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  observed 
that,  from  the  great  multiplicity  of  trans- 
actions connected  with  railways,  it  was 
obviously  a  matter  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  Parliament  should  have  the 
advantage  of  some  preliminary  inquiry 
respecting  them.  He  certainly  did  not 
know,  and  he  was  not  then  prepared  to 
aajy  that  the  course  suggested  as  to  the 
construction  of  the  Boa  id  was  essentially 
wrong;  at  the  same  time  it  might  be  a 
question  hereafter  whether  that  construc- 
tion might  not  be,  in  some  degree, 
amended.  He  must  do  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  the  justice  of  saying  that  he  had 
stated  at  the  time  this  question  had  been 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament, 
that  the  decisions  of  the  Board  were  not 
to  be  held  as  binding  upon  Parliament. 
It  certainly  was  not  slated  that  their  de- 
eisioos  were  to  be  binding,  although  a 
contrary  idea  might  have  gone  abroad. 
The  object  of  this  Commiitee,-or  whatever 
other  tribunal  was  appointed,  was  to  con- 
sider which  plan  proposed  to  them  was 
the  most  perfect,  and  that  their  decisions 
being  known,  might  be  a  warning  to  par- 
ties, to  prevent  them  from  exposing  them- 
selves to  unnecessary  expense,  and  enable 
them  to  withdraw  from  a  contest  which 
might  ultimately  prove  unfortunate.  He 
confessed  he  did  think  that  purpose  had 
been  forwarded  by  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued  by  the  Board,  by  their  pro- 
mulgating an  authentic  decision  through 
the  medium  of  the  Gazette^  without  an- 
nexing to  it  the  reasons  that  had  in- 
duced them  to  come  to  such  a  decision. 
It  was  obvious  that  parties  would  be  pre- 
judiced in  favour  of  their  own  scheme ; 
that  scheme  they  would  be  disposed  to 
imagine  had  been  rejected  upon  insufficient 
pounds;  they  would  presume  that  they 
bad  good  grounds  for  being  dissatisfied 
with  it,  and  that  their  own  reasons,  when 
they  came  to  be  known,  would  overpower 
those*  of  the  Board.  If  the  reasons  were 
stated  to  the  public,  with  the  decision  as 
to  the  grounds  upon  which  it  had  been 
eoroe  to,  then  it  would  afford  at  the  same 
time  useful  information  to  all  parties  that 
were  interested  in  the  fortunate  scheme 
that  had  l>eeo  determined  upon  ;  and  it 
night  also  assist  other  parties  in  coming 


to  the  conclusion  whether  or  not  they 
would  persist  with  schemes  analogous  ia 
their  nature  to  that  which  had  been  re- 
jected.  He  could  nut  conceive  any  ob* 
jection,  unless  it  was  one  of  a  technical  na- 
ture, which  could  have  prevented  the 
Board  from  annexing  their  reasons  to  each 
particular  decision.  He  threw  out  for  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  Earl,  whether, 
in  making  his  Reports — if  he  made  them 
at  all — he  should  not  have  them  made  by 
the  Board  as  fully  as  possible,  because  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  have  those  advantages 
which  were  proposed  in  the  appointment 
of  the  Board.  He  merely  rose  for  the  pur« 
pose  of  throwing  out  this  suggestion,  and 
not  for  the  purpose  of  pronouncing  any 
definite  opinion  as  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Board.  Such  a  Board  ought  to  be 
constituted  and  upheld  hereafter,  or  Par* 
liament  would  never  be  able  to  do  justice 
to  the  ^reat  mass  of  materials  which  were 
cast  before  it,  connected  with  this  one 
subject.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter  at  pre- 
sent into  the  great  and  grave  consider* 
ations  which  were  connected  with  the 
question  of  railroads,  and  their  eflfect  upoa 
the  general  property  and  the  private  pro 
perty  in  this  country.  The  questions  and 
considerations  connected  with  this  subject 
were  of  the  utmost  importance,  and  must 
force  themselves  hereafter,  and  that,  too, 
at  no  distant  period,  upon  the  attention  of 
Parliament. 

Lord  Stanley  trusted  that  a  few  obser-* 
vations  would  be  pardoned  from  one  who 
had  so  recently  the  honour  of  being  a 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House,  (t 
was,  because  he  was  so  recently  a  Member 
of  that  House — it  was,  because  he  had  so 
much  later  experience  of  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
than  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  he 
ventured  to  correct  a  misapprehension  into 
which  he  had  fallen,  and  which,  if  per- 
mitted to  go  uncontradicted,  might  have 
an  injurious  effect  upon  the  mind  of  the 
public.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
stated  that  he  intended  to  move,  at  the 
close  of  the  Session,  for  a  return  of  all  the 
Railway  Bills  which  shall  have  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons;  and  then, 
because  the  Reports  on  Railways  had  come 
from  Members  of  a  Committee  connected 
with  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  a  Member  of  the  Government,  that 
not  only  nine  out  of  every  ten,  but  ninety- 
nine  out  of  every  hundred,  of  the  decisions 
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of  the  House  of  Coromont,  woold  be  in 
lapport  of  that  which  bad  been  already 
Gome  to  by  the  GoTeromeDt.  He  tbooght 
it  extremely  likely  that  such  might  be  the 
result.  In  the  main,  he  believed,  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Legislature  would  be  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Board.  He  believed,  that  this  would 
be  the  case;  but  he 'could  not  concur 
in  the  conclusion  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  seem  to  draw  from 
that  circumstance  —  that  they  would  be 
aflBrmed,  because  of  the  support  of  the 
Government.  If  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  bad  the  later  experience  which 
he  had  of  the  proceedings  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  would  have  been 
aware  that  since  railways  had  come  under 
the  consideration  of  that  House,  there  had 
not  been  one  instance  in  which  a  single 
Member  of  the  Government  had,  directly 
or  indirectly,  ever  exercised  the  slightest 
influence  on  the  votes  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  upon  any  single  rail- 
way scheme.  There  was  not  any  Railway 
Bill  on  which  Government  had  ever  taken 
any  part;  and  if  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  examine  the  Records  of  the 
other  House,  he  would  find  that  in  the 
great  majority  of  such  measures,  the 
Members  of  the  Government  had  ab- 
stained from  voting — that  in  most  in* 
stances  they  absented  themselves;  and 
that  when  they  were  present  they  voted 
constantly  on  different  sides;  and  he 
might  add  that  the  Meml)ers  of  the 
House  of  Commons  never  had  been  sought, 
and  never  would  be  asked  by  Government 
to  vote  in  favour  of,  or  against,  any  par- 
ticular branch  of  railway.  With  this 
explanation  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  assign  a  different  reason  from 
that  which  he  had  suggested  for  the 
House  of  Commons  comini;  to  the  same 
conclusion  which  the  Board  had  delibe- 
rately arrived  at — that  Board  consisting 
of  highly  honourable  and  highly  intelli- 
gent  individuals,  who  had  been  ap* 
pointed  under  its  own  sanction — who 
had  every  opportunity  of  examining 
calmly  and  dispassionately  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  each  caae  presented  to 
them — and  «ho,  in  their  delitMrations  and 
investigations  into  the  matters  in  their 
charge,  were  free  from  the  interference 
of  counsel— no  small  advantage  in  his 
opinion — and  from  the  excitement  of  pub- 
lie  proceedings,  and  who,  there  was  every 
probability  to  support  the  belief,  came  to 


their  decisions,  not  because  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  a  coostitoent  portion  of  tho 
Government,  but  because  of  the  advantage 
which  they  deemed  they  could  procure  for 
the  country.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
therefore,  combated  a  proposition  which 
was  never  enunciated  by  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  What 
his  noble  Friend  said  on  that  occaaion  was, 
that  it  was  likely  the  Legislature  would 
come  to  the  same  decision  as  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  the  majority  of  instances ;  and  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  that  it  would 
stultify  the  proceedings  of  the  Legislature 
if  it  did  otherwise,  appointed  aa  the  Com* 
mittee  of  that  Board  has  been  under  hs 
own  sanction ;  if  it  did  not,  it  would  be, 
as  regards  their  proceedings,  only  time 
thrown  away,  and  trouble  taken  in  vain. 
The  noble  Marquees  bad  stated,  and  stated 
truly — that  an  essential  portion  of  the  duty 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  to  avert  the  ex- 
pense of  frnitless  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  those  persons  engaged  in  prosecuting 
railway  speculations ;  but  his  noble  Friend 
seemed  to  think  that  it  rather  neutralised 
the  effect  of  this  portion  of  their  duty  not 
to  publish  the  reasons  on  which  they  came 
to  the  conclusions  contained  in  their  Re- 
ports. His  noble  Friend  had  stated  the 
reasons  why  these  decisions  bad  been 
publ ished.  It  waa  conceived  that  it  would 
be  better  they  should  be  known  at  once, 
lest  they  should  ooze  out  in  any  improper 
manner,  and  unduly  obtain  publicity.  [The 
Marquess  of  Lantdoume  aaked  why  the 
reasons  had  not  been  published  in  the  Cfa* 
zette  f]  His  noble  Friend  asked  why  the 
Board  had  not  made  their  Reports  in  the 
Oazette.  They  were  required  to  report  to 
Parliament.  It  was  imp<Msible  for  them  to 
make  their  reports  before  Parliament  met« 
They  gave  the  result  before  the  meeting  of 
Parliament,  because  their  decisions  might 
ooze  out,  and  much  speculation  and  great 
jobbing  might  have  been  the  consequence 
of  the  secret  oozing  out.  It  was  for  that 
reason  the  decision  was  published  at  once, 
and  without  waiting  for  the  Report.  But 
then  his  noble  Friend  said,  that  advantage 
might  have  been  derived  from  the  Report 
being  known,  as  it  might  be  the  means 
of  saving  parties  from  great  expense. 
He  thought  bis  noble  Friend  argued 
without  foundation.  He  understood  that 
a  recent  order  had  been  made  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  by  which  time  waa 
to  be  extended  to  parties  concerned  in 
railwayti  and  thb  for   the  purpose    of 
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parties  not  invoWiDg  themselves  in  ex- 
pense.    It  was   not    three    weeks  aAer 
the  decision  was  known,  bat  three  weeks 
after    the    reasons    on    which    the    de- 
cision was  founded  were  known,  that  were 
they   required  to  proceed.     Parties  then 
would  have  the  full  benefit  of  that  time 
for  consideration.    They  would  have  that 
time  for  determining  whether,  after  hearing 
the  statement  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  they 
would  incur  any  more  expense ;  whether 
they  would  employ  counsel,  and  engage 
themselves  in  a  strife^  bj  battling  in   a 
Committee,  often  bringing  with  it  an  ex- 
pense of  60,000/.  or  60,000/.     Parties 
then  would  have  the  opportunity  for  three 
weeks,  not  subsequent  to  the  decision,  but 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to 
consider  what  course   they  might  deem 
most  proper  to  pursue.     He  could  not, 
however,  help  thinking  that  whatever  ob- 
jections might  now  be  made  would  have 
been  much  better  urged  at  the  time  that 
the  appointment  of  the  Board  was  under 
discussion.     He  could  not,  too,  but  think, 
that  after  the  reasons  of  the  Board  had 
been  submitted  in  detail  to  the  parties  in- 
terested in  these  projects,  that  they  would 
tend  to  save  litigation;  that   the  result 
would  be  to  diminish  greatly  expenses  that 
otherwise  would  have  been  incurred  ;   to 
ioduce  shareholders,   influenced   by    the 
opinions  of  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade*  to  withdraw  from  plans  which  they 
might  otherwise  have   regarded  with  fa- 
vour.    That  they  would  induce  them  to 
withdraw*  and,  in  many  instances,  from 
the  satisfactory    reasons    assigned,    not 
farther  to  involve  themselves  in  loss ;  to 
isfluence  them  in  not  opposing  the  most 
useful  schemes,  and  that  thus  the  most 
deserving  of  the  support  and  the  favour  of 
the  country  would  have  ihe  opportunity  of 
being  carried  into  effect,  without  the  loss 
of  being  exposed  to  useless  and   unpro- 
fitable litigation — and  that  by  the  satis- 
factory reasons  of  the  Board,  there  would 
not  be  that  depreciation  of  property  which 
bis  noble  Friend  deplored  ;  and  thus  there 
might  be  avoided  that  unnecessary  ex- 
penditure of  money  in   the  payment  of 
agents  and  counsel,  and  all  that  expensive 
machinery  which  had  hitherto  been  em- 
ployed in  getting  forward  with  Railway 

Bill . 

The  Marquess  of  Lamdowne  explained. 
It  was  quite  obvious,  that  when  the  Board 
came  to  a  decision,  and  had  formed  an 
opinion*  they  could  as  easily  communicate 


their  reasons,  as  the  result  of  those  reasons. 
As  to  the  order  which  had  been  stated  by 
his  noble  Friend,  as  having  been  sug- 
gested by  the  other  House,  he  thought  it 
was  very  proper,  and  one  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  of  immense  Importance  in 
preventing  a  large  portion  of  the  capital 
of  the  country  being  wasted  in  useless 
speculations. 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie^  in  explanation, 
also  said,  that  it  would  have  been  quite  as 
acceptable  and  quite  as  easy  for  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  assign  their  reasons  for  the 
several  decisions  to  which  they  had  come, 
at  the  period  of  their  publication  as,  sub- 
sequently, to  Parliament ;  but  having  been 
constituted  by  Parliament,  and  being  ac- 
countable to  Parliament  only  for  the  course 
they  had  taken,  they  were  obliged  to  re* 
serve  their  explanations  for  that  body. 
The  Board,  indeed,  would  prefer  to  have 
reported  their  reasons  and  their  decisions 
at  the  same  time ;  but  for  the  cause  he 
had  stated  they  felt  called  upon  to  report 
them  at  separate  periods. 

Report  ordered  to  be  printed. 

House  adjourned. 
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MimnfBi.]  Bills.  PhMc.— !••  FidMr  Lane  (OfMBwUh) 
ImproTsment;  Coottoblei  (SooUand). 

PxTiTiows  Prxbbntso.  By  Mr.  Darbyi  aod  Cokmd 
Wyndham,  from  a  great  number  of  plaea,  for  Agrloul- 
tural  ReUef  from  TaxatioL^By  Mr.  H.  Hlnda,  from 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  Newoaatle.  ^jalnat  Uie  Export 
Duty  on  Coals.  —  By  Cokmd  Balllie,  from  Honitoo, 
againtt  the  Income  Tax.-*By  Mr.  Masterman,  against 
ti>a  Soap  Duty.— By  Mr.  Trotter,  from  Island  of  Bar* 
badoest  for  Reduction  of  Duty  on  Colonial  Sugar.^By 
Mr.  H.  BaiUle,  from  Merchants  of  the  Isle  of  Skye. 
eounty  of  InTemcss,  against  Alteration  of  Law  felatiqg 
to  Banking  (Scotland).— By  Sir  W.  Clay,  fttnn  Towv 
Hamlets  Medical  Assoeiation.  and  l>y  Mr.  Pendarres, 
from  General  Practitioners  of  Penamce,  against  the  Me- 
dical Practice  BiU  (1844).— By  Lord  Claude  Hamilton. 
from  Guardians  of  Strabane  Union,  against  the  Poor 
Ltm. — By  Mr.  Hume,  from  Forfiur,  agidnst  the  Prisona 
(Scotland)  Act. — By  Mr.  Young,  from  Rector  and  Pro* 
tesunt  Inhabitants  of  Shercock,  for  Alteration  of  Law 
relating  to  persons  who  make  a  Trade  of  promoting 
Promiscuous  Interoourse—By  Mr.  Brotherton,  from 
Rothwell,  and  by  Mr.  Owen  Stanley,  from  Calvinistie 
Methodists,  Bethlehem,  parish  of  Llanbadrig,  for  dimin- 
ishing the  number  of  Puldic  Houses. 


in 


Privilege.]  The  Solicitor  General, 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  communication  made  by  the  Ser- 
geant-at..Arms  yesterday^  as  to  what 
course  he  should  adopt  in  an  action 
of  trespass  brought  against  him  as  an 
Officer  of  the  House,  said  he  should  not 
trouble  the  House  at  any  length,  as  he  did 
not  anticipate  any  opposition  to  the  Motion 
he  was  about  to  submit.     He  should  pro- 
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pose  to  adopt  the  same  coarse  as  that  taken 
in  a  similar  action  in  1843.  The  House 
then,  on  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General,  gave  leave  to 
the  Sergeant-at*  Arms  to  appear  and  plead  to 
the  action.  The  plea  was  put  on  record,  and 
a  demurrer  to  it  having  been  argued,  the 
case  now  stood  for  judgment.  He  should 
therefore  move  (proceedings  in  the  first 
case  being  still  pending)  that  Sir  W.  Gos- 
sett  should  have  leave  to  appear,  and  plead 
to  the  action. 

Lord  J,  Russdl  said,  that  as  the  pro- 
posal was  merely  to  follow  the  precedent 
of  1843,  he  should  not  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  in  arguing  the  question.  The 
House  having  then  come  to  a  decision  on 
the  question,  he  should  not  now  re- open  it, 
though  he  still  retained  his  opinion  as  to 
the  proper  course  to  be  adopted. 

Ketolved  accordingly, 

Statb  of  thb  Navt.]  Sir  C  Napier 
rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  move  for  a 
Select  Committee,  to  inquire  into  the 
manner  in  which  the  money  voted  since 
the  year  1835  for  the  construction  of  ships 
has  been  expended ;  and  if  the  ships  con- 
structed are  an  improvement  of  the  old 
system.  He  begged  to  assure  the  House 
that  bis  only  motive  in  bringing  forward 
this  Motion  was  to  ascertain  whether  the 
reports  spread  as  to  the  ships  lately  built 
were  true  or  false.  If  true,  the  sooner  the 
present  system  was  put  an  end  to  the  better, 
if  false,  the  reputation  of  the  officers  en- 
gaged in  constructing  them  required  that 
It  should  be  publicly  known  that  no  blame 
attached  to  them.  He  knew  it  might  be 
said  (and,  in  fact,  it  was  said)  that  this 
was  no  business  of  his ;  that  the  question 
should  be  left  for  settlement  to  the  proper 
powers.  He  supposed  by  that  expression 
was  meant  the  Admiralty.  The  building 
of  ships  had  been  left  to  them  for  a  consi- 
derable time,  and  it  would  be  seen  that 
they  had  committed  the  greatest  errors 
and  blunders — greater,  he  believed,  than 
had  taken  place  in  any  other  department. 
He  had  neither  a  political  nor  a  party  view 
in  the  Motion  which  he  submitted,  his  sole 
object  was  the  well-being  of  the  Navy,  and 
the  expenditure  of  the  finances  of  the 
eountryin  the  most  judicious  manner.  In 
the  observations  which  he  should  make,  he 
should  endeavour  to  state  the  facts  with 
the  justness,  fairness,  and  impartiality  be- 
coming a  British  seaman  and  officer,  and 
such  alone  as  an  independent  Member, 
anxious  for  the  proper  disbursement  of  the 


I  public  money,  should  adduce.  It  would 
be  neoessaiy  to  go  back  for  a  considerable 
time.  When  he  (Sir  C.  Napier)  first  en« 
tered  the  service,  in  1800,  the  Navy  con- 
tained several  three-deckers  of  130,  110, 
100,  98,  and  90  guns.  The  first  of  those 
were  senerally  good  for  sailing  and  war; 
the  other  classes  were  so  entirely  unfit  for 
service,  and  they  sailed  so  low  in  the  water 
in  bad  weather,  that  it  was  imposnble  to 
bring  them  into  action.  Many  representa- 
tions were  made  to  the  Admiralty  by  the 
officers  commanding  those  vessels;  but  the 
same  system  was  persevered  in  till  the  end 
of  the  war,  and  then  totally  given  up.  He 
should  mention  that  some  of  those  ships, 
the  Blenheim,  and  the  Ocean,  and  the 
Camperdown,  which  was  paid  off  the  other 
day ,  had  been  cut  down ;  in  addition  to  which, 
the  Prince  Regent  was  in  the  act  of  cutting 
down,  and  he  trusted  the  Impregname 
would  be  treated  in  the  same  manner. 
Could  he  give  a  greater  proof  of  the  ineffi- 
ciency of  the  constructors  than  that  soch 
three-decked  ships  should,  at  an  enormous 
expense,  be  cut  down  to  80-guns?  The 
first  and  second  class,  80,  74,  and  64-gnn 
ships  were  well  constructed  and  did  their 
duty  well.  The  44  and  50-gun  ships, 
though  useless,  were  persevered  in  until 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Graham) 
came  to  the  Admiralty,  and  were  then  taken 
to  pieces.  When  new  seventy-fours  were  to 
be  built,  instead  of  availing  themselves  of 
the  models  they  had,  the  Admiralty  ordered 
Sir  H.  Peake  and  Sir  W.  Rue  to  submit 
two  plans  of  a  seventy-four.  One  was 
pronounced  too  large,  and  the  other  too 
small.  They  were  desired  to  construct  a 
kind  of  ship  between  the  two,  and  the  re- 
sult was  a  class  of  vessels,  nicknamed  the 
'<  Forty  Thieves.*'  Now  we  had  some 
excellent  ships  which  we  had  taken  from 
the  French  at  Malta :  the  Ttmnant,  the 
Canapus,  and  the  SanapareiL  But  such 
was  the  obstinacy  of  the  builders,  and  of 
the  Navy  Board,  that  these  were  never 
copied  until  the  present  time,  when  the 
ship  last  built  was  constructed  on  the 
Sanspareil  model.  He  now  came  to  the 
frigates  of  those  days.  There  were  forty- 
six-gun  frigates,  forty-two-gun  frigates, 
and  thirty-two-gun  frigates,  all  carrying 
18  pounders.  He  had  no  objection  to  the 
first  of  thu  dass;  but  of  the  thirty-two* 
gun  shins,  two  of  which  he  commanded, 
he  could  say  that  mora  useless  vessels  were 
never  constructed.  These  were  persevered 
in  until  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
caoie  to  the  Admimlty,  and  after  attempt* 
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ing  to  improve  on  three  of  them  he  gave 
them  up.  There  were  then  16-gun  ships 
mounting  6-pounders.  These  were  perse- 
vered in  until  the  end  of  the  war^  though 
he  could  safely  say  there  was  not  a  hoy  in 
the  service  who  did  not  know  them  to  he 
useless.  The  18-gun  hrigs  were  then 
adopted;  but  Lord  Melville,  not  satisfied 
with  thero«  turned  them  into  bad  corvettes ; 
but  these  in  their  turn  were  given  up  also. 
Another  attempt  was  made  to  construct 
corvettes  of  20- guns,  being  made  longer 
and  narrower  than  the  18.gun  brigs ;  but 
these  were  called  patent  coffins  for  sinking 
120  men,  and  pronounced  failures.  Then 
came  10- gun  brigs  —  the  B laser ^  the 
Bruiser,  the  Barker^  &c. ;  other  brigs  were 
substituted  for  these.  These  were  con- 
tinued for  a  time,  but  condemned  last 
year  by  the  Shipwreck  Committee.  The 
Admiralty  had  indeed  thrown  away  their 
own  exertions  and  the  money  of  the 
country  in  building  bad  ships,  and  when 
the  American  war  .broke  out — aud  they 
might  have  looked  forward  to  that  event 
for  many  years — the  Admiralty  were  utterly 
unable  to  contend  with  their  adversaries. 
They  had  not  indeed  a  single  vessel  of  the 
same  class  fit  to  meet  their  corvettes,  nor  a 
single  frigate  capable  of  contending  with 
their  frigates.  He  (Sir  C.  Napier)  well 
remembered  the  reports  of  that  day,  when 
a  naval  officer  would  have  been  scouted  if 
he  had  ventured  to  utter  even  a  hint  of 
the  inability  of  British  ships  to  contend 
successfully  with  American  vessels  of  the 
same  rating  as  their  own  ;  and  notwith- 
standing all  the  warning  they  had  received, 
the  Government  of  the  day  had  never  opened 
their  eyes  until  they  learned  that  three 
British  frigates  had  been  captured  and  car- 
ried into  American  ports.  What  did  they 
do  then.^  The  Admiralty  immediately 
ordered  three  line- of-bat tie  ships  to  be  cut 
down ;  and  at  the  end  of  the  year,  though 
it  was  proved  beyond  a  doubt  that  46-gun 
frigates  were  unfit  tu  contend  with  the  Ame^ 
rican  46's,  between  sixty  and  seventy  were 
built,  which  were  now  useless  in  our  Navy. 
U  was  then  considered  that  ships  had  not 
been  built  strong  enough.  The  next  thing 
the  Surveyor  did  was  to  cut  and  carve  half 
the  Navy  into  round  sterns,  thus  showing 
the  enemv  how  to  defend  themselves,  in- 
stead  of  fortifying  their  bows  to  attack 
their  opponents;  and  although  Mr.  Ro- 
bertSy  Mr.  Laing,  and  other  shipwrights, 
proposed  a  plain  round  stem,  totally  un- 
encumbered with  galleries,  they  were  not 
adopted  till  after  a  consideration  of  twenty 
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years,  and  this  was  now  settled  as  the  re- 
gular form  of  the  ship's  stern  in  the  Navy. 
Another  error  was  committed  by  the  master 
shipwright  of  those  days,  though  he  was 
certainly  an  excellent  builder — that  of  truss- 
ingthe  ships  with  diagonal  shores,  and  with 
very  heavy  timber  along  their  waterways. 
An  enormous  quantity  of  timber,  there* 
fore,  was  put  into  ships  that  were  never 
intended  to  carry  it,  such  as  the  32  and 
36-gun  frigates.  This  spoiled  them  en- 
tirely as  frigates ;  there  was  not  one  ship, 
which  had  formerly  been  used  to  stand  up 
stiffly  and  properly  to  their  canvass,  thai 
did  not  become  cranky.  He  (Sir  C.  Napier) 
commanded  one  of  them,  the  Euryalus, 
which  was  formerly  the  pride  of  the  ocean  ; 
but  after  she  had  gone  through  this  pro- 
cess, she  turned  out  so  bad  that  she  could 
not  stand  on  her  legs,  and  was  nearly 
upset  when  going  to  Smyrna.  Then 
there  was  the  Caledonia,  originally  one  of 
the  fastest  sail  of  the  line  ever  known; 
Sir  Robert  Seppings  took  her  into  dock 
to  have  her  widened;  Lord  Exmouth 
begged  that  she  might  not  be  touched ;  but 
she  was  taken  into  dock,  stripped  of  her 
timbers,  and  altered,  and  had  never  been  a 
good  ship  since.  It  was  to  the  Yacht  Club 
we  owed  our  improvement  in  ship-build- 
ing ;  they  employed  private  individuals  to 
build  their  ships,  seeing  that  the  Navy 
Board  stuck  to  their  old  way,  and  would 
not  move ;  but  at  last  public  opinion  gained 
such  strength  that  they  were  forced  to  at- 
tend to  it,  and  Sir  W.  Symonds,  Captain 
Hayes,  and  Professor  Jnman,  were  allowed 
to  construct  ships.  In  the  time  of  the 
Lord  High  Admiral,  an  experimental 
squadron  was  sent  to  sea,  composed  of  the 
Sapphire,  Challenger^  Tyne,  three  small 
frigates,  with  the  Columbine,  Satellile, 
Wolf,  and  another,  sloops  and  brigs.  It 
was  found  that  of  the  frigates  the  Sapphire, 
thirty-six,  was  certainly  the  best;  the 
Challenger  and  Tyne  were  so  cranky,  that 
if  they  had  been  sailing  in  company  within 
pistol-shot,  and  had  commenced  an  action, 
the  guns  of  the  weather  ship  would  have 
gone  under  the  bottom  of  the  lee  one,  and 
the  guns  of  the  lee  ship  would  have  gone 
over  the  truck  of  the  weather  one.  Of 
the  smaller  ships,  the  Columbine,  built  by 
Sir  William  Symonds,  turned  out  the  best. 
He  then  took  upon  himself  to  write  a  letter 
to  the  Lord  High  Admiral,  detailing  his 
opinions  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
building  department  of  the  Navy  was 
managed,  from  which,  if  the  House  would 
permit  him,  he  would  read  an  extract :— « 
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*'  Sir,«-The  naval  lemce  of  this  conDtry 
would  be  moch  better  conducted,  and  at  lets 
ezpenie,  were  the  Admiralty  and  Navy  Boards 
amalgamated,  and  the  whole  put  under  the 
comptrol  of  the  Lord  High  Admiral. 

"  Without  meaning  any  disrespect  to  the 
latter  branch,  I  think  the  manner  it  is  formed 
is  a  certain  means  of  insuring  its  inefficiency, 
and  of  preventing  its  profiting  by  the  march 
of  intellect ;  and,  indeed,  it  is  pretty  generally 
allowed  by  the  naval  service  that  the}^  are  the 
last  to  adopt  any  improvement,  and  most  ob- 
stinately shut  their  eyes  to  whatever  is  pro- 
posed to  them,  believing  that  the  whole  naval 
ulent  of  the  country  is  centered  in  their  own 
body. 

**  The  wise  encouragement  that  the  Admi- 
ralty have  lately  given  to  people  unconnected 
with  the  Navy  Board  to  construct  ships  on 
certain  conditions,  has  clearly  proved  that  they 
are  not  possessed  of  absolute  wisdom  in  ship- 
building; and  I  shall  endeavour  to  show  your 
Royal  Highness  that  it  is  morally  impossible, 
from  the  manner  they  are  composed,  that  they 
should  be  possessed  of  the  shining  qualifica- 
tions so  necessary  to  the  well-being  of  the 
oaval  service. 

**  Hitherto,  for  the  naval  officer  to  obtain  a 
seat  at  the  Navy  Board,  it  was  necessary  he 
should  have  sufficient  interest  to  ce  appointed 
to  a  foreign  dock-yard ;  and,  after  moving 
from  one  to  another  for  a  considerable  number 
of  years,  he  succeeded  to  the  first  vacant  seat 
in  Somerset  tlouse,  provided  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  home  dock-yards  preferred 
moving,  well  versed,  no  doubt,  in  the  business 
of  a  yard,  and,  if  not  too  old,  and  too  long  out 
of  active  service,  probably  acouaioted  with  the 
improvements  and  wants  of  the  Navy :  on 
taking  his  seat,  he  finds  himself  placed  amongst 
a  set  of  old  gentlemen  (and  perhaps  a  young 
statesman  or  two),  who  have  been  out  of  the 
sphere  of  naval  improvements  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  and  who  oppose  as  innovations 
any  ameliorations  he  may  wish  to  introduce, 
and  he  is  at  last  obliged  to  give  up  the  |>oint, 
and  gradually  adopt  all  the  ideas  of  Navy 
Board  supremacy. 

**  The  office  of  Comptroller  is,  I  believe, 
generally  bestowed  upon  some  man  of  interest, 
without  taking  much  trouble  about  his  quali- 
fications. The  Surveyors,  on  whom  chiefly  de* 
pend  the  goodness  or  badness  of  our  ships, 
either  are,  or  ought  to  be,  chosen  for  their 
talents ;  but  if  1  am  to  judge  from  what  they 
have  produced  —  such  as  the  fir  32 's,  and 
32-gun  corvettes,  neither  of  whicli  would 
either  stand  op  under  canvass  or  sail,  the 
28*gun  ships  which  could  neither  fight  nor  run 
away,  the  forty  thieves,  together  with  the  bad 
•ailing  of  the  Navy  in  general^l  should  be 
inclined  to  estimate  their  abilities  very  low. 
The  fanit  of  constructing  such  classes  lay  with 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  but  their  models  with 
the  Navv  Board ;  and  if  they  could  not  hit 
vpofl  a  iQtm  of  the ir  own  that  would  sail  well. 


they  oogbt  to  bav«  becB  liH  bigotodt  md 

copied  from  their  Deigfaboors. 

^  All  these  gentlemen  remain  in  their  n- 
toations  for  life,  or  nntil  they  find  themselvea 
useless,  which  is  never  till  many  years  after 
they  are  judged  so  by  the  rest  of  the  world. 

**  The  Victualling  Board  is  pretty  well  com- 
posed, for  the  duties  they  have  to  perform, 
but  with  the  same  fault  of  being  fixtorct,  at 
the  Navy  Board,  and  generally  with  a  socking 
statesman  or  two  amongst  them.  Commis* 
sioners  of  dock-yards  are  really  so  very  com- 
fortable, that  no  man  in  his  senses  will  retire 
as  long  as  he  can  hold  together :  and  I  believe 
they  are  not  removable,  except  for  some  glaring 
misconduct.  I  confess  I  have  no  faith  in  any 
department  being  well  conducted,  or  greatly 
improved :  where  the  mainspring  is  allowed  to 
wear  itself  out,  it  loses  its  elasticity  in  time, 
and  becomes  unfit  to  perform  its  functions*" 

When  the  right  hen.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Graham)  came  into  office,  he  (Sir  C. 
Napier)  followed  up  the  letter  by  a  pam- 
phlet, addressed  to  Sir  John  Pediell ;  and 
though  he  had  not  the  vanity  to  roppoee 
that  either  the  letter  or  the  pamphlet  had 
caused  the  abolition  of  the  Navy  Board, 
still  the  right  hon.  Baronet  acquiesced  in 
his  statement,  and  broke  it  up.  He  thoaght 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  done  a  great 
service  to  the  country  by  abolishing  that 
useless  Board ;  but  he  feax^  very  much  that 
the  substitute  provided  had  not  answered 
the  end  desired.  The  Bret  and  great  fault 
of  the  new  plan  was  the  enormous  quantity 
of  work  thrown  on  the  Admiralty,  parti- 
cularly the  first  Naval  Lord;  and  he  said  it 
was  morally  and  physically  impoasiUe  for 
him  to  go  through  the  duties  of  his  office 
in  a  proper  manner,  looking  to  the  vast 
number  of  subjects,  all  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, which  were  brought  before  him 
every  day  of  his  life.  1 1  was  not  in  the  power 
of  man  to  do  so,  and  unless  some  change  in 
the  system  were  made,  we  should  soon  feel 
the  mischievous  eiTects  of  it.  The  first 
step  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  afWr 
he  had  seen  that  Sir  W.  Symonds  had  ooo- 
structed  a  very  fine  corvette,  and  also  a  yacht, 
which  was  bought  into  the  service,  supe- 
rior to  any  of  their  competitors,  ww  to  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  building  a  larger 
ship;  but  he  took  an  immense  respoosi* 
bility  on  himself  in  allowing  that  Officer  to 
jump  from  an  18-gun  corvette  up  to  a 
50-gun  frigate,  the  Vermm,  of  2,083  tons. 
The  Vernon  answered  perfectly  well ;  she 
had  had  her  detractors,  but  he  (Sir  C. 
Napier)  really  believed  she  ww  a  fine 
ship.  When  he  had  produced  the  Vermm^ 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  thought  Sb  W. 
Symonds  was  tbe  fittest  nan  to  ha  8ur^ 
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^nqmr  of  the  Navy.  Now,  though  he  had 
a  great  opinion  of  Sir  W.  Symonds  as  a 
Beaman  and  an  oflScer,  and  a  man  who  knew 
perfectly  well  how  to  produce  the  model  of 
a  ship  up  to  a  certain  point,  he  did  not 
ihiok  that  he  had  a  knowledge  of  ship- 
building sufficient  for  such  an  office.  Never 
having  been  brought  up  in  a  dockyard,  it 
Uraa  impossible  he  could  be  master  of  the 
sifes  and  weights  of  iron«  timber>  and  the 
materials  used  in  the  construction  of  a 
tnan-of-war.  Sir  William  Symonds  having 
launched  the  Vernon,  she  was  tried  as  a 
cruiser;  and  he  believed  the  reports  of 
her  were  extremely  favourable,  with  one 
exception,  that  her  motion  at  sea  was  ex- 
tremely quick,  which  rendered  it  not  so 
easy  to  fight  her.  But  she  had  redeeming 
qualitiea  as  a  ship,  able  to  carry  an  immense 
press  of  sail,  and  to  carry  her  guns  at  all 
times.  The  Vemcn  went  through  two 
cruises  under  Captains  Macconnocnie  and 
Walpole.  When  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  opposite  went  out  to  America,  he 
believed  that  he  had  found  her  motion 
much  quicker  than  he  approved  of ;  but  his 
opinion  as  to  the  Vernon  was,  on  the  whole, 
most  fevourable.  Sir  William  Symonds, 
after  having  constructed  the  Vernon^  was 
allowed  to  build  a  large  number  of  26-gun 
•hips,  and  16-gun  brigs.  All  these,  he 
believed,  had  turned  out  favourably;  the 
officers  who  commanded  them  spoke  of  the 
86rgun  ships  as  great  impiovements  on  the 
old  class  of  28-gun  frigates,  and  the  16- 
gun  brigs  great  improvements  on  the  old 
16«gun  brigs ;  and  on  the  trial  the  other 
day  the  Cruiser  could  not  keep  up  with  her 
competitors  of  the  new  class.  The  next 
ship  Sir  William  Symonds  was  allowed  to 
build  was  the  Vanguard^  against  which 
much  had  been  said.  He  (Sir  C.  Napier) 
was  intimate  with  the  two  captains  who 
eommmded  her.  Sir  T.  Fellowea  and  Sir 
D.  Dunn,  who  were  both  strongly  in  her 
favour,  and  than  whom  there  were  not  two 
better  officers  in  the  service.  Captain 
Bouverie  also  spoke  in  the  highest  terms  of 
her.  In  the  Mediterranean  she  proved  to 
be  superior'  to  most  ships.  She  was  tried 
onee  with  the  Panerful  and  Ganges,  and 
though  they  had  the  advantage,  she  could 
have  carried  a  reef  more  out  of  her  topsails, 
and  would  then  have  had  the  superiority. 
In  a  gale  of  wind  off  Alexandria  she  was 
the  most  leewardly  of  the  six  ships.  He 
had  qpokeo  to  the  various  captains,  lest  his 
memory  should  have  deceived  him,  and  all 
agreed  that  that  was  the  case.  He  had  also 
spirfceQ  to  the  captain  who  commanded  her. 


who  difiered  (rbm  him  to  sotile  tittenti 
maintaining  her  to  be  the  fourth^  and  not 
the  lowest.  It  would  be  wrong,  therefoine, 
to  condemn  her  on  that  ground,  because  in 
blowing  weather,  an  accident  during  the 
night  might  have  placed  her  in  that  posi« 
tion  :  and  he,  therefore,  thought  it  Only 
perfectly  fair  to  admit  that  she  was  a  good^ 
efficient,  and  fast-sailing  man-of-war.  She 
had  one  fault,  certainly ;  but  it  was  rather 
owing  to  the  Admiralty  than  her  construc« 
tor.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the  builder 
to  wish  to  construct  a  pretty  ship,  with  a 
fine  raking  stem,  like  a  Virginia  pilot-boat  t 
but  the  Admiralty  should  have  said,  '^  What 
is  to  become  of  idl  the  expense  and  trouble 
we  have  been  at  to  construct  a  new  round 
stem,  sueh  as  will  admit  of  a  great  num- 
ber of  guns  bearing,  if  raked  ?"  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  the  ship  were 
in  action,  she  would  run  the  greatest  dan- 
ger of  being  set  fire  to.  There  was  another 
circumstance  which  he  might  mention  :  the 
Vanguard  was  rated  on  the  list  as  an  80<* 
gun  ship;  but  while  in  commission,  and 
so  rated,  she  had  two  of  her  guns  struck 
down  in  the  hold,  so  that  she,  in  fact, 
mounted  only  78.  The  next  ship  or* 
dered  to  be  constructed  was  the  Pique, 
which  was  commanded  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  on  the  other  side.  And  not 
only  that,  but  six  Piques  were  laid  down 
without  trying  one.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  blame  the  Admiralty  for  that,  because 
they  saw  that  he  could  construct  ships  like 
the  Vanguard,  and  the  26-gun  frigates^ 
and  16-gun  sloops,  so  that  It  was  very 
natural  for  them  to  employ  him  to  con- 
struct a  ship  of  intermediate  Axe.  He 
believed  there  was  not  a  single  doubt  in  the 
mind  of  any  naval  officer  that  this  vessel 
was  a  total  and  entire  failure.  The  Pique 
was  commanded  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite,  who  was  well  known 
to  be  an  able  seaman  and  excellent  offi- 
cer; and  he  was  perfectly  certain  his 
hon.  Friend's  Aeport,  was  oondemnatorv  of 
her.  Captain  Boxer  succeeded  his  hon. 
Friend,  whose  Report,  he  understood,  was 
favourable  to  the  Pique;  Captain  Yatea 
was  the  next,  who  carried  out  Sir  Charles 
Adam  to  the  West  Indies.  Captain  Boxer 
aho  went  as  a  passenger,  and  the  Pique 
rolled  to  such  an  extraordinary  deme  that, 
though  he  had  reported  favourably  of  her, 
he  came  on  deck,  and  told  him  if  he  did  not 
get  up  runners  and  tackles,  the  ship  would 
inevitably  lose  her  masts.  Captain  Yates 
said  no,  she  was  a  fine  ship,  and  he  had 
never  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  that^  and 
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he  refused  to  do  so  until  Sir  C.  Adam  sent 
him  an  order.  After  the  faQure  of  the 
Piaue^  and  when  six  fellow  ships  had  heen 
laia  down  at  an  enormous  expense,  of 
whic^  three  were  launched^  the  Surveyor 
of  the  Navy  was  allowed  to  huild  a  three- 
decked  ship,  to  be  called  the  Queen,  and  to 
make  room  for  which  the  Rm^al  Frederic 
was  pulled  to  pieces.  When  finished,  the 
vessel  was  looked  upon  as  a  miracle  ;  the 
Queen  went  to  Brighton  to  see  her,  and 
she  was  sent  to  the  Mediterranean  under 
the  command  of  one  of  our  oldest  o£5cers — 
a  man  he  believed  seventy- five  years  of  age. 
In  order  that  she  might  be  fairly  tried,  the 
Admiralty  very  properly  sent  out  the  FortnU 
dable  in  company  with  her ;  but  the  whole 
of  the  trial  consisted  in  the  Queen  s  running 
out  and  home.  The  ship  arrived  in  Malta 
harbour,  where  she  had  a  three  years'  sta- 
tion of  it  He  had  forgotten  to  say,  that 
with  the  example  of  the  Pique  before  their 
^yes,  the  Board  of  Admiralty  laid  down 
no  fewer  than  six  Queens,  and  that,  he  con- 
ceived, was  extremely  btameable  in  them. 
He  believed  it  to  be  the  fact,  nevertheless, 
and  if  he  could  get  the  papers  he  had  asked 
for,  he  would  be  able  to  show  the  state 
those  ships  were  now  in.  Well»  the  Queen 
went  to  Malta,  and  the  Admiralty  seemed 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  sailing  powers.  Now , 
he  would  read  the  Report  to  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  as  to  the  sailing  powers  of  the 
Queen  ;  and  here  let  him  say  that  be  could 
hardly  believe,  when  he  read  it,  that  such 
a  document  could  have  emanated  from  the 
Board  of  Admiralty.  The  document  was 
headed,  *'  Character  of  the  ship  aAer  nine 
months  trial." 

^  CHAIUCTSR  OF  TBI   SHIP  AFTER    4  TRIAL  OF 

HIKE  MOirrES. 

"  How  does  she  stow  her  provi»ions?— 
Well. 

"  Does  she  ride  easy  at  her  anchors  f— 
Very  easy  V* 

Not  the  smallest  doubt  of  it;   she  was 
hardly  ever  out  of  harbour. 

^  How  does  she  stand  under  her  sails  ?— 
Remarkablv  stiff. 

**  How  does  »he  carry  her  let  ports  ? — Ra- 
ther low,  being  too  much  immersed. 

'*  Does  she  roU  easy  or  uneasy  in  the  trough 
of  the  sea  ?— -Remarkably  eas  v. 

^*  Does  the  pitch  easy  ? — Very  easy. 

**  Is  the,  generally  speaking,  an  easy  or  un« 
easy  ihip  ?^A  remarkably  easy  ship. 

^  How  does  she  to  general  carry  her  helm  ? 
^-Rather  slack. 

^  How  does  she  steer  ?— Rather  hard  in  a 
seaway* 


*'  How  does  she  wear  and  stay  f— .Very 
well. 

^  Is  she  weatherly  or  leewardly,  compared 
with  other  ships  ? — Very  weatherly. 

'^  How  does  she  behave  lying>to? — No 
trial.'' 

All  this  time  the  ship  lying  in  Malta  bar* 
hour. 

''  She  has  run  per  hour  by  the  log,  witli 
as  much  wind  as  she  could  safely  bear— Close- 
hauled. 

"  Under  whole  or  single-reefed  topsails  and 
top  gallant  sails  ? — Never  tried  under  these 
circumstances  with  sufficient  wind. 

"  Under  double-reefed  topsails  ?  —  Never 
tried  under  these  circumstances  with  sufficient 
wind. 

*'  Under  courses  ? — Never  tiied  under  these 
circumstances  with  sufficient  wind. 

"  Large,  under  all  sail  that  could  with  pro* 
priety  be  set  ?— No  trial. 

"  Before  the  wind,  under  similar  ciream* 
stances  ? — No  trial. 

"  What  is  her  best  point  of  sailing  ?— Not 
sufficient  trial,  but  supposed  on  a  wind. 

*'  Comparative  rate  of  sailing  with  other 
ships  ? — No  regular  trial,  but  shows  occasioo- 
ally  superiority  under  the  same  sail. 

*'  Is  she,  generally  speaking,  a  weU-bailt 
and  strong  ship,  or  does  she,  on  the  contrary, 
show  any  unusual  symptoms  of  weakness?— 
Remarkably  strong;  shows  no  symptom  of 
weakness. 

'*  Remarks,  stating  the  grounds  of  such  of 
the  present  answers  as  differ  from  those  in  last 
RepNDrt,  and  any  other  observations  tending  to 
form  an  accurate  judgment  on  the  qualities  of 
the  ship. — Since  the  arrival  of  the  Queen  at 
Malta  from  England,  twenty  tons  of  ballast 
have  been  discharged  out  of  the  after  bold,  as 
it  was  supposed  the  ship  was  too  much  im- 
mersed, and  it  was  remarkable,  that  in  the 
recent  cruises,  her  stability  was  not  in  the  least 
affected,  as  she  became  lighter  in  the  water, 
having  returned  into  this  port  lightened  by  the 
consumption  of  provisions  and  water  of  136 
tons. 

^  H.  R.  HEvaT,  Acting  Captain. 
*'  G.  C.  Dowcas,  Master, 
'*  T.  BiavAao,  Carpenter. 

"  Jon.  1,  1843." 

"  CBiaACTEK   OF  THE   SBIP  AFTEa  A  TaiAX.  OV 
TWEKTT-TWO    MOMTItS. 

'<  Does  she  ride  easy  at  her  anchors  ?— > 
Easy. 

**  Inclination  of  the  ship  s 

**  Under  stormy  staysails  or  trysails  ?— Not 
tried. 

<*  Under  stormy  staysails  and  main  topsail  f 
— Not  tried. 

*'  Under  stormy  staysails  and  main  topsail, 
and  ri^efsd  foresail  .* — Not  tried. 

"  riiderclo^e- reefed  topsails  and  courses^ 
—Not  tried. 
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**  Under  treble-reefed  topsails  and  courses  P 
—Not  tried. 

*'  Under  double-reefed  topsails  and  topgal* 
laot-sails  ?— Six  degrees. 

'<  Under  all  sail  except  royals? — Five  de- 
grees. 

''  Under  all  sail,  when  just  able  to  carry 
royals  ? — Four  degrees. 

'*  How  does  she  carry  her  lee  ports  ? — Well, 
since  lightened. 

"  Does  she  roll  easy  or  uneasy  in  the  trough 
of  the  sea  ? — Very  easy. 

*•  Does  she  pitch  easy  T — Easy. 

"  Is  she,  generally  speaking,  an  easy  or  un- 
easy ship?— A  very  easy  ship. 

^  How  does  she  in  general  carry  her  helm 
by  the  wind : 

^  With  all  sail  set  7 — A  weather,  when  near 
ber  trim. 

'*With  treble-reefed  topsails  and  courses? 
— *A  weather,  when  near  her  trim. 

*'  How  does  she  steer  off  the  wind  ? — Easy, 
since  lightened, 

"  How  does  she  stay? — Quick  and  sure. 

'*Ilow  does  she  wear? — Quick. 

"Is  she  weatherly  or  leewardly,  compared 
with  other  ships,  in  moderate  weather? — 
Weatherly. 

**  Is  she  weatherly  or  leewardly,  compared 
with  other  ships  in  a  gale  ? — Not  tried. 

*'How  does  she  behave  lying-to  ?  —  Not 
tried. 

'^  She  has  run  per  hour  by  the  log,  with  as 
much  wind  as  she  could  safely  carry  this  sail 
to— 

^  Close-hauled  with  smooth  water : 

*'  Under  whole  or  single-reefed  topsails  and 
topgallant  sails?— Never  tried  under  these  cir^ 
cumstances. 

'*  Under  double-reefed  topsails  ?  —  Never 
tried  under  these  circumstances. 

''  Close-hauled  with  a  head  sea : 

'*  Under  double-reefed  topsails  and  topgal- 
lant sails? — Never  tried  under  these  circum- 
stances. 

<*  Under  close-reefed  topsails  and  courses? 
-*-Never  tried  under  these  circumstances. 

**  Wind  on  the  beam  : 

'*  Under  close-reefed  topsails  and  courses  ? 
—Never  tried  under  these  circumstances. 

*'  Under  treble-reefed  topsails  and  courses  ? 
-^Never  tried  under  these  circumstances. 

**  Under  double-reefed  topsails  and  topgal- 
lant sails?— Never  tried  under  these  circum- 
stances* 

'*In  moderate  weather,  unable  to  carry 
royals?** Never  tried  under  these  circum- 
stances. 

**  In  moderate  weather,  with  all  sail  set  f— 
Never  tried  under  these  circumstances. 

<^  Wind  on  the  quarter: 

"  tn  a  gate  ?— Never  tried  under  these  cir- 
cumstances. 

''Under  double-reefed  topsails,  topgallant 
sails,  and  scudding  sails  ? — Never  tried  under 
these  circumstances. 

'*In  moderate  weather  with   royals    and 


studding  sails  ? — Never  tried  und^r  theie  cir« 
cumstances. 

"  Before  the  wind : 

"  In  a  gale  ? — Never  tried  under  these  cir- 
cumstances. 

*'  In  moderate  weather,  with  all  sails  set?— 
Never  tried  under  these  circumstances. 

"  How  does  she  scud  in  a  heavy  grale  P— 
Never  tried  under  these  circumstances. 

'*  What  is  her  best  point  of  sailing  ? — No 
trial  of  suflScient  duration. 

*'  Comparative  rate  of  sailing  with  other 
ships? — Great  superiority  over  ships  of  her 
class, 

"  Is  she,  generally  speaking,  a  well-built 
and  strong  ship,  or  does  she  show  any  symp- 
toms of  weakness  ?— A  strong  ship. 

"  Has  the  ship  been  ashore,  or  has  she 
struck  the  ground,  at  any  time  during  the  pe« 
riod  of  this  report ;  if  she  has,  mention  the 
time  and  place,  and  the  date  of  the  report  of 
the  circumstance,  and  to  whom  made  ? — Never. 

"  Remarks,  stating  the  grounds  for  such  of 
the  present  answers  as  differ  from  those  in  the 
last  report,  and  any  additional  observations  on 
the  quality  of  the  ship  ?  —  No  difference  in 
substance  from  former  report. 

(Signed)        "  G.  F.  Rich,  Captain. 

'*  C.  P.  Bellamy,  Master. 
''T.  Barnard,  Carpenter. 

"Da^edH/ Jen.  1844." 

The  House,  he  hoped,  would  see  that  bo 
did  not  want  to  make  '*  fish  of  one  and 
flesh  of  another."  He  had  read  the  Re- 
port of  an  Officer  of  the  Navy,  one  of  the 
most  clever  and  talented  in  the  service. 
He  had  set  out  by  praying  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  question,  for  it  was  not 
one  either  of  party  or  politics.  Now,  he 
would  say  it  was  wrong  for  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  to  lay  down  six  Queens  without 
trying  the  ship  at  all— he  certainly  could 
not  see  why  they  were  proceeded  with. 
Well,  the  Queen  came  home,  was  sent  into 
dock  at  Portsmouth,  and  received  a  com- 
plete overhaul.  He  had  the  authority  of 
her  captain  for  saying  that  she  was  exactly 
trimmed  to  the  trim  pointed  out  by  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Navy,  and  her  masts  were 
stayed  by  his  dictation.  The  Admiral  at 
Portsmouth,  whom  every  body  knew  to  be 
as  good  a  seaman  as  possible,  declared  that 
she  appeared  to  him  in  everything  a  com* 
plete  ship.  She  then  went  to  sea  with  the 
St,  Vincent^  Caledonia^  and  Albion.  The 
St.  Vincent  was  by  no  means  a  fast  ship— 
he  had  brought  her  to  Portsmouth  when 
in  command  of  the  Qalatea^  known  as  the 
greatest  brute  in  the  service— but  she  beat 
the  Queen  completely, although  when  taken 
into  dock  the  other  day  her  bottom  wae 
I  found  to  be  quite  foul.    It  appeared  that 
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tbe  Qmmh  alaered  no  badly  that  she  was 
obliged  to  have  her  foresail  up  and  her 
maintaQ  let  to  keep  her  hy  the  wind.  She 
pitched  in  such  a  tremendous  manner  that 
her  middl&-deck  bow  ports  were  in  the 
water,  and  he  understood  that  her  rolling 
was  of  the  same  nature.  They  had  the 
Report  of  the  gallant  Officer  command- 
ing her,  who  did  not  appear  to  have  had 
much  opportunity  of  trying  her,  and 
who  seemed  to  have  had  much  difficulty 
in  picking  up  a  gale  of  wind  on  the 
coast  of  PortUffal  in  winter;  but  if  he 
had  extended  his  peregrinations  as  far 
as  the  Western  Islands,  he  would  have, 
perhaps,  found  no  difficulty  whatever.  It 
appeared  from  the  Reports  of  this  gallant 
officer,  that  the  Qtcem'f  great  fault  was 
an  apparent  want  of  sufficient  power  in 
her  rudder,  causing  her  to  carry  a  slack 
helm,  and  that,  under  low  and  easy  sail, 
she  could  not  be  well  kept  to  the  wind. 
The  Qv«e»  returned  to  port,  and  was  fi. 
nally  paid  off  at  Sheemess,  and  was  now 
in  the  dockyard  at  Chatham,  to  have  her 
keel  increased,  her  stern-post  changed,  her 
magaiine  altered,  and  other  repairs.  This 
was  of  course  all  done  with  the  approval  of 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy  himself.  Now, 
if  this  doctoring  did  not  succeed  in  the  case 
of  the  Qaeen,  what  was  to  he  done  ?  Were 
they  to  return  to  the  system  upon  which 
they  acted  fifty-five  yean  mo?  Were 
they  to  go  on  building  three-mckers  and 
making  them  seventy-toursi  building  seven* 
ty-fours  and  making  them  frigates,  build- 
ing frigates  and  making  them  corvettes? 
If  the  Queen  did  not  answer,  it  would 
pujale  the  Admiralty  to  tell  what  to  do 
with  her.  The  only  thing  they  could  do 
was  to  follow  the  example  of  their  prede- 
cessors in  the  case  of  the  Boeeawen.  That 
ship  was  first  of  all  laid  down,  in  1814,  as 
a  74-gun  ship ;  in  1819,  she  was  made  an 
80-gun  ship;  and  in  1834,  after  eight 
years'  seasoning,  she  was  changed  into  a 
70>gttQ  ship,  upon  the  Sorvejor's  present 
p^.  He  now  came  to  the  AiUom,  Sir 
Hobett  SepmnM  before  he  quitted  die 
Navy  Board,  Isid  down  three  92-gttn 
ships^  the  LotuUm^  the  Nile,  and  the  Hod* 
neg.  The  Rodneg  had  gone  throMh  two 
ooamissiona  \  she  carried  83-poiinMn  on 
her  lower  deck,  her  main  deck*  and  her 
quarter-diek;  she  measured  2,826  tonsi 
and  her  hull  coa  67,550L  This  vessel 
was  commanded  by  Admiral  Sir  Hyde 
Parker,  than  whom  there  was  not  a  better 
asaman  in  the  whole  Navy,  and  afterwaida 
she  was  cosMuided  by  CaptaiQ  ManseUf 


of  whom  the  same  might  be  said.  The 
qualities  of  the  vessel  were  approved  of 
by  both  those  officers.  Whedier  con- 
sidered as  a  sea-boat  or  as  a  man-of-war, 
there  was  no  better  vessel,  although,  of 
course,  not  so  faat  a  sailer  as  some  tS  the 
smaller  ships.  She  was  an  excellent  man- 
of-war,  and  though  she  canied  five  months* 
provisions,  a  year's  stores,  and  full  of 
water,  she  carried  her  lower-deckports  7 
feet  1 1  inches  out  of  the  water.  Tne  ship 
was  perfectly  stiff,  never  heeled  more  than 
7  degrees,  rode  as  easily  and  pleasantly  as 
possible  in  a  gale.  It  was  very  natural 
when  the  late  Board  of  AdminJty  came 
into  office,  that  they  should  endeavour  to 
construct  ships  on  the  new  principle 
which  should  turn  out  as  weU  w  those 
built  on  the  old  principle;  and  it  was 
very  natural  to  suppose  that  as  other  ships 
had  worked  well  on  the  new  prindnle, 
those  about  to  be  built  should  do  so  aW 
Accordingly  the  Albiom  was  built,  and 
commanded  by  an  excellent  seaman,  Gap- 
tain  Lockhart.  He  (Sir  C.  Napier)  be- 
lieved that  six  ships  were  hid  down  on 
the  principle  of  the  Albion  ;  but  he  mi^t 
be  in  error  from  the  want  of  the  papers. 
He  believed  that  the  gallant  Officer  oppo- 
site  was  favourable  to  the  prindple  or  the 
Albion^  and  that  some  years  ago  he  wrote 
a  pamphlet,  if  not  exactly  on  &at  subject, 
yet  one  in  which  he  took  occasion  to  speak 
favourably  of  that  dass  of  ships.  Well,  it 
was  decided  by  the  Admiralty  to  send  ool 
a  squadron,  and  the  AUnm^  St.  Fmcent, 
Queen,  and  Caledonia  were  sent  out;  and 
although,  as  he  was  informed,  they  had  no 
weather  fit  for  trying  experiments,  yet  he 
had  heard  that  Uie  AUmm  was  to  wind* 
ward  with  a  heavy  swell,  and  rolled  so 
dreadfully  that  it  was  impossiUe  to  keep 
her  lower  deck  ports  open.  And  here  he 
might  relate  a  little  aneodole  of  the  gal- 
lant Officer  ooposite,  who  was  then  in 
command  of  the  Albion.  That  sallant 
Officer  quitted  his  own  ship,  whi^  was 
pitchinff  and  rollins  about,  sind  on  coming 
alongside  the  CoMoiiui,  one  at  the  boat's 
crew  was  so  astonished  witb  her  compara- 
tive stillness  that  he  eiclaimcd  tea  biolher 
sailor—the  House  would  forgive  hns  ht 
quoting  the  words--*'  D—  my  eye%  Jack, 
is  your  ^p  agnrandT*  That  the  Aibkm 
sailed  better  than  most  of  the  other  ships 
he  (Sir  C.  Napier)  admitted,  but  she  ex- 
ceeded the  St.  Vincent  by  but  very  little. 
He  had  understood— but  if  he  waa  wroag 
the  gallant  Officer  would  ooatradict  hka— 
thai  the  AUnon  laboured  under  the  diaad- 
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▼antage  of  being  unable  to  keep  her  lower 
deok  ports  open;  that  was  to  say,  that 
while  the  lower  parts  of  the  Caledonia  and 
St.  Vincent  were  open*  those  of  the  Albion 
were  obliged  to  be  shut.  If  that  were  the 
case,  he  regretted  very  much  that  the 
gallant  Officer  did  not  signal  her  to  open 
her  portS)  and  run  out  her  lower  deck  guns. 
In  that  case  the  Officer  in  command  must 
have  been  placed  in  this  very  unpleasant 
position — he  must  either  have  opened  his 
port^  swamped  his  ship^  or  made  the  sig- 
nal of  inability.  But  after  such  a  fact  as 
that«  all  the  writing  and  talkinff  on  earth 
about  the  excellent  qualities  of  tne  Albion, 
would  have  been  of  no  avail.  He  saw 
thai  an  hon.  and  eallant  Friend  of  his  op- 
positey  enjoyed  all  this  very  much^  be  ng 
nimself  an  old  sailor,  [the  hon.  and  gallant 
Commodore  alluded  to  the  Solicitor-Ge- 
neral.  Sir  F.  Thesiger  j]  and  that  learned 
Gentleman  would  be  an  authority,  besides 
the  gallant  Officer  opposite,  able  to  judge 
of  the  force  of  such  an  objection  against 
the  Albion  aa  he  had  been  urging.  But 
there  was  another  mode  by  which  the  true 
character  of  the  ABnon  might  have  been 
ascertained.  It  would  have  been  easy  to 
have  ordered  the  Queen  to  engage  with  the 
Albion-^of  course  with  unshotted  guns — 
and  it  would  have  been  seen  by  the  fire 
kept  up  by  the  latter,  whether  she  was 
really  the  superior  ship  she  was  reported 
to  be.  He  would  take  the  Report  of  the 
Captain  of  the  Albion  himself,  and  that 
Officer  stated  that  the  Bodney  carried  her 
potts  6  feet  7  inches  above  water,  with  all 
her  stores  shipped ;  while  the  Albion,  with 
only  three  months'  provisions  on  board, 
carried  her  lower  ports  only  3  feet  9  inches 
and  a  half  above  water.  But  even  from 
that  calculation  must  be  deducted  three  or 
four  inches  for  the  difference  between  the 
inner  and  outer  sill  of  the  port,  which 
would  reduce  it  to  3  feet  6  inches.  He 
hoped  he  had  not  fatigued  the  House  by 
the  minuteness  with  which  he  entered 
into  particulars.  He  felt  a  great  obliga* 
tion  for  the  indulgence  which  had  been 
already  shown  to  him,  but  the  subject  was 
really  of  vast  importance^  and  he  would 
endeavour  to  be  as  brief  as  was  con- 
itstent  with  his  duty.  By  the  Return 
furnished  by  the  Admiralty,  and  now 
upon  the  Table,  it  appeared  that  since 
1830  there  had  been  launched  five  120- 
gun  ships,  costing  319»436/.  for  the  hulls 
akme^  The  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  read 
tke  feUowing  table  :— 


I.  SHIPS  LAVJICHBD  BIVCE  1830 


Y«r. 


841 
838 
838 
840 

839 
833 
839 
840 
842 
831 
832 
831 
836 
841 
842 
842 
842 

842 
842 
832 
842 
843 
832 
836 
834 
841 
844 
833 
833 
833 
833 
833 
833 
833 
833 
832 
832 
831 
831 
839 
839 
839 
839 
830 


N«ne. 


839 
839 
839 
839 
839 


839 
839 
839 
839 
839 
831 
831 
832 
836 
887 


Neptune  .... 
Trafalgar  • . 
Rl.  WiUiam  . 
Waterloo.  •«. 
St.  George  . . 

Total  .... 

Queen 

Rodney    . .  •  • 

Nile 

London  .... 
Albion  ..•••• 
Thunderer  .. 
Monarch .... 
Calcutta  .... 
Vanguard  •• 
CoUingwood  . 

Goliath 

Superb. .  • .  •  • 
Centurion   . . 


Total 


Cumberland.* 
Boscawen  .•• 
Vernon    . .  •  • 
Worcetter  .. 
Chichester  .. 
Castor  •••••• 

Inconstant  •. 

Pique  

Cambrian. ... 

Flora 

Forth 

Meander .... 

Vestal 

Spartan  .... 
Carysfort.... 

Iris 

Cleopatra  «••. 
Calliope  .... 
Andromeda.  • 
Conway  . . . . 
Imogene  ••.. 
Aotson  • .  •  • 
Fantome  .  • . « 

Helena 

Wolverine  •• 
Harlequin  •• 
Siren   •••••. 

Frolic 

Albatross.... 

Snake 

Stfpent  •  a  a  * 
Ringdore.* .. 

Rose    

Wanderer  •• 

?S^:::::: 

Grecian   •••• 

Pilot    

Acorn 

Fly 

Harrier 

Rover 

Dido    

Modeste  .... 


120 
120 
120 
120 
120 


110 
92 
92 
92 
90 
84 
84 
84 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 


70 
70 
50 
50 
50 
36 
36 
36 
36 
36 
44 
44 
26 
26 
26 
26 
36 


26 
26 
26 
26 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 


I 


Total  ••• 
The  total  amount 


Tonnsse* 


No  returns 
2,721 
2,698 
2,718 
2,719 


3,104 
2,626 
2,622 
2,602 
3,110 
2,279 

No  return 
2,299 
2,609 
2,685 
2,596 
2,583 

No  return 


No 


2,214 

return 

2,082 

1.473 

1,501 

1,293 

1,422 

1,633 

1,625 

1,634 

1,228 


No 


913^ 
913 
913  > 
913 
918j 
return 

717 
652 
660 
620 
484 


485 
486 
590 
734 
568 


Csit 


87,588 
82,183 
70,553 
79,112 


319,436 
83,000 
67,650 
70,909 
71,648 
81,849 
72,292 

No  return 
62,115 
59,792 
56,757 
54,980 


233,744 


45,025 

48,437 
44,466 
35,033 
29,578 
30,922 
33,061 
33,289 

No  return 
28,542 

No  return 
21,388 

104,584 


14,845 

No  return 
16,314 

No  return 
10,339 


153,520 


12,431 
12,365 
No  return 
14,969 
11,097 


50,862 
sinoi  1830^  was  i?l,668»406# 
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Betidet  the  ships  he  bad  mentioned^  he 
should  be  able»  when  his  other  papers  came 
from  the  Admiralty^  to  show  the  number  of 
ships  upon  the  stocks,  and  how  far  they 
were  advanced.  There  was  one  observation 
he  had  forgotten  to  make  respecting  the 
Albion,  which  was  very  important.  It  ap- 
peared that  when  she  came  into  Plymouth 
the  other  day,  after  having  been  only  nyear 
out  and  very  little  at  sea,  her  water-ways 
were  so  open  that  before  she  could  be 
caulked  she  was  obliged  to  be  listed,  and 
wood  driven  in  between  her  seams.  It 
appeared  that  although  she  only  wanted 
caulking,  there  were  no  less  than  100  ship- 
wrights employed  upon  her  for  seven  days, 
or,  as  it  might  be  said,  700  men  were 
working  on  her.  He  now  came  to  steam- 
boats. Before  the  year  1831,  there  were 
only  twelve  stearo-boats  in  the  Navy,  and 
they  were  small  vessels.  Rut  in  1831, 
steam  begun  to  take  a  turn,  and  look  up. 
The  Government  saw  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  something  should  be  done  about 
steam.  He  had  certainly  thought  them 
rather  slow  about  it,  and  he  himself  had 
then  constructed  six  or  seven  steam -boats  ; 
and  so  he  fancied  he  knew  somethint;  about 
them.  At  that  time  several  steam- boats 
were  laid  down  ;  and  he  spoke  to  his  gal- 
lant Friend,  Sir  Thomas  Hardy,  requesting 
him  to  apply  to  the  Admiralty,  to  name 
a  commission  of  two  or  three  officers  and 
engineers,  to  confer  respecting  the  con- 
struction of  steam-vessels.  But  Sir  Thomas 
Hardy  said  to  him,  "It  is  of  no  use  going 
to  the  Admiralty,  because  they  will  not 
listen  to  us."  He  then  took  upon  himself 
to  write  to  the  Lord  High  Admiral,  who 
was  then  in  office,  upon  the  subjtct  of 
steam- boats:— 

«  Oct.  4, 1829. 

**  Sia^^To  render  steam-boats  fit  for  war, 
requires  a  better  combination  of  coostruction 
aod  arming  than  we  seem  to  be  aware  of; 
and,  as  I  understand  there  is  a  steam  mau-of- 
war  of  700  tons  to  be  laid  down  at  Woolwich, 
I  trust  His  Royal  HiglinebS,  the  Lord  High 
Admiral,  will  not  thiuk  it  presuinptuous  in  my 
stating  my  opinion  on  the  <uhject.  I  have  had 
a  considerable  degree  of  experience,  but  I  do 
It  with  ureal  difiidence,  being  well  aware  of 
the  difBculty  of  the  sul  ject. 

*'  As  it  is  uncertain  vvhciher  the  various  ex- 
perimiots  now  trying  will  succeed,!  shall  base 
my  opinion  on  the  system  of  Bolton  and  Watts, 
and  shall  bei^in  with  the  construction  of  my 
vessel,  limiting  myself  to  a  steam  corvette. 

**  1  should  propose  she  should  be  30  feet 
wide,  150  feet  long,  and  18  feet  deep  from  the 
goifdeck*  She  ought  neither  to  be  so  fine  as 
a  m3n»of*war|  oor,  po  the  other  band,  have 


the  capacity  of  an  Indiaman.  lo  the  first 
case,  she  would  not  stow  sufficient  qaaotity  of 
fuel,  and  would  draw  too  much  water  for  most 
purposes;  in  the  latter  ease,  she  would  not 
steam  with  sufficient  rapidity.  Her  floor  should 
not  be  quite  flat,  but  nearly  so,  and  iu  length 
one»half  the  vessel ;  the  form  of  the  bow  and 
run  would  occupy  the  other  half.  1  beg  it 
fully  to  be  understood  that  1  do  not  propose 
this  as  a  vessel  offering  the  last  resistance^  but 
as  one  combining  the  requisites  necessary  for 
a  steam  man-of-war;  such  a  vessel,  light, 
would  draw  less  than  four  feet,  and  with  her 
engines  and  boilers  would  not  much  eiceed 
six  feet,  and  would  certainly  be  under  seven  ; 
and  with  600  tons  of  coals  would  draw  about 
twelve,  having  her  guns  six  feet  above  the 
water  at  her  greatest  loading.  She  would 
consume  twenty-two  tons  of  coals  a  day,  and, 
if  the  coals  are  good,  and  with  great  care, 
something  less.  The  engines  and  boilera 
should  be  secured  against  shot  as  I  have  already 
proposed.  Experience  has  proved  beyond  a 
doubt  that  the  fittest  vessels  for  sea  are  those 
constructed  accoiding  to  the  plan  of  the  steam« 
boat  at  the  Admiralty ;  aod  I  should  recom- 
mend the  wheels  not  to  be  so  broad  as  they 
usually  are ;  such  a  vessel  would  certainly  not 
go  so  fast  in  the  river  Thames,  bat  in  rough 
weather  the  wheels  would  always  be  under 
the  command  of  the  engines. 

''The  Lord  High  Admiral  has,  no  doubt, 
observed  that  according  to  that  plan,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  a  man-of-war  to  keep  ber 
guns  run  out  so  many  feet  beyond  her  real 
breadth  ;  they  might  be  fought  in  that  way  in 
light  windu,  it  is  true,  but  not  even  then  with- 
out straining  the  ship. 

*'  I  would,  therefore,  abandon  entirely  the 
system  of  broadside  guns,  and  mount  amid* 
ships  as  many  heavy  guns  as  the  ship  would 
bear,  and  as  there  was  room  to  place  on  pivots 
to  point  all  round,  as  the  privateers  were  wont 
to  do  in  the  West  Indies,  in  addition  to  two 
bow  and  stern  chasers  mounted  the  usual 
way. 

*'  She  should  be  rigged  as  a  three-masted 
schooner,  with  the  lower  masts  in  two,  having 
top-sails,  rut-sails,  &c.,  and  all  the  necessary 
sails  for  common  purposes ;  and  which,  with 
the  exception  of  the  lower  part  of  the  lower 
mast,  should  be  got  down  the  moment  it  be* 
came  necessary  to  steam  in  bad  weather  against 
the  wind. 

"  To  Hit  Roryal  Highnen,  the 
Lord  High  Admiral.'* 

That  was  the  letter  he  had  thought  it  }dM 
duty  to  write  to  the  Lord  High  AdmiraL 
Ue  was  sorry  to  say  that  not  the  least  atteiH 
tion  was  paid  to  it,  and  since  then  he  had 
gone  on  for  fifteen  or  sixteen  years  with 
the  same  argiimenta,  yet  still  sceiiiff  tha 
authorities  building  8team«vessels,  luca  a 
wedge*  without  any  bottom  at  all*  and  ao 
narrowi  that  they  were  obliged  to  raiaa  a 
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platform  to  put  their  engines  upon.    Be- 
fore that  time,  steam  was  esteemed  of  little 
importance:    hut    when    the  right    hon. 
Baronet  came  into  office,  he  did,  much  to 
his  credit,  take  steam  up;  he  turned  his 
attention  to  it,  and  called  in  the  opinion  of 
Sir  Thomas  Hardy.    Now,  he  (Sir  Charles 
Napier)  concluded  that  when  Sir  Thomas 
Hardy  came  into  office  he  should  have  no 
trouhle  in  gaining  the  attention  of  that  gal- 
lant  Officer  to  the  suhject.     But  there 
really  seemed  some  extraordinary  influence 
belonging  to  the  walls  of  the  Admiralty ; 
for  when  Sir  Thomas  Hardy  was  within 
tbemy  he  (Sir  Charles  Napier)  found  his 
work  quite  as  difficult  as  before.     He  was 
just  as  difficult  to  deal  with  as  any  other 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  Now,  he  did  think, 
when  they  undertook  to   lay   out    such 
enormous  sums  upon   the  construction  of 
steam  men-of-war,  care  ought  to  be  had 
that  they  should  be  rendered  as  perfect  as 
it   was  possible  to  make  them.      These 
Teasels  must  be  considered  in  the  light  only 
of  conreltes;  and  he  did  not  see  any  impro- 
priety in  not  putting  main-deck  guns  in 
them.     But  a  great  part  of  the  vessels  con- 
structed by  the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy  had 
the  same  faults  as  those  which  character- 
ised his  sailing  vessels.     The  first  disad- 
▼antage  was,  that  they  were  so  sharp  that 
when  the  machinery  was  put  in  they  were 
obliged  to  raise  it  too  high;   they   were 
obliged  to  get  a  platform  for  it,  so  that  it 
lay  exposed  to  the  shot  of  the  enemy.  Ano- 
ther error  lay  with  the  engineers  ;  but  he 
did  not  blame  them,  but  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  for  not    having  brought  the 
engineers  together,  to  let  them  know  that 
DO  steam  man-of-war  is  of  use,  the  ma- 
chinery of  which  is  exposed  to  be  destroyed 
by  the  first  shot  of  the  enemy.    Now>  he 
bad  no  hesitation  in  asserting,  that  not  one 
of  these  steam-boats,  built  at  the  cost  of 
these  immense  sums,  had  the  slightest  pre- 
tensions to  be  considered  as  a  man-of-war. 
There  was  not  one  of  them  that  the  first 
shot  fired  would  not  enter  her  machinery, 
and  blow  her  up.     But  had  those  vessels 
been  built  flat,  and  of  sufficient  depth,  the 
case  would  have  been  altogether  different. 
If  the  engineers  and  builders  had  been 
brought  together,  and  had  been  told  that 
it  waa  absolutely  necessary  the  engines 
should  be  under  water,  there  was  not  one 
of  them,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
who  could  not  have  built  ships  for  that 
purpose.    Another  grand  fault  in   these 
tbips  w«s»  that  when  they  took  in  their 
coals— and  none  of  them  could  carry  more 


than  from  ten  to  twelve  days*  supply — the 
wheels  of  every  one  of  them  were  com- 
pletely buried  in  the  water,  so  that  half 
their  power  was  consumed.     But  he  was 
now  coming  to  a  still  greater  error.     After 
having  built  these  smaller  vessels,  the  Ad- 
miralty thought  they  would  run  the  risk  of 
constructing  a  frigate,  and  the  Gorgcrn  was 
laid  down,  a  ship  of  1,111  tons,  and  built  at 
a  cost  of  58,000/.  for  her  hull  alone.    Now, 
what  was  the  case  with  respect  to  this  fri- 
gate.^    She  had   only  one  gun  fore,  and 
another  aft,  and  had  no  means  of  running 
a  gun  out  of  her  main  deck.     They  were 
now  told,  indeed,  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  mount    main  deck  guns  at  all.     So 
that  these  ships  were  so  constructed,  that 
they  had  no  means  of  firing  from   their 
main  deck  at  all,  nor  could  they  fire  two 
guns  right    ahead.      The   counter    was, 
moreover,  carried  up  too  high.      Then, 
if  chased  by  a  superior  force,  this  vessel 
could  only  bring  one  gun  to  bear  astern 
for  her  defence.     All   he  could  say,  was 
this,  if  it  was  intended  that  this  frigate 
should  carry  main  deck  guns,  she  was  a 
direct  failure  ;  and  if  it  was  not  intended 
she  should  carry  them,  the  people  who 
built  her  knew  nothing  at  all  about  the 
matter.     Well,  then,  the  Gorgon  was  a 
failure.      Then    came    the   Cyclops,  the 
tonnage  of  which  was  1,195)  and  she  cost 
27,411/.  She,  also,  had  no  main  deck  guns, 
though  there  were  rings  for  them,  and 
bolts  to  run  them  out,  so  that  people  sup- 
posed she  was  to  carry  them.    But  there 
was  the  same  fault  in  the  Cyclops  as  in  the 
Gorgon,  and,  for  the  sake  of  givine  her  a 
smart,  handsome  stem,  like    a  Virginia 
pilot  boat,  it  became  impossible  to  put  her 
engines  in  a  proper  position,  and  instead  of 
having  four  guns  at  her  head  and  four 
astern,  she  was  unable  to  carry  one.     So 
also  with  respect  to  this  frigate,  he  would 
say,  that  if  intended  to  carry  main  deck 
guns,  she  was  a  complete  failure,  and  if 
not,  those  who  built  her  knew  nothing 
about  the  matter.    It  was  melancholy  to 
see  such  a  waste  of  money  upon  an  enor- 
mous  steam  navy,  and  none  of  the  vessels 
worth  anything.     The  next  vessels  on  the 
list  were  i— 


Driver 

1,059  £26,682 

StyX     . 

.    1,057     22,967 

Vixen 

1»054     21,474 

Geyser          .        i 

•    1,054     22,553 

Growler    . 

1,059     22,231 

Devastation  .        « 

.     1,058     21,865 

Thunderbolt      . 

1,055     24,655 

Cormorant    . 

.    1,057    26,076 
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Spilefiil 
Virago 
Medina     • 
Heda 
VesoTiiif 
StronboU 
Hydra       • 
Ardent 


1^4 
1^59 
889 
817 
970 
967 
818 
801 


£23,074 
23^4 
18;269 
16»219 
20,980 
22,372 
15^57 
14^31 


All  of  them  were  less  in  tonnage  than  the 
Gorgon  and  Cyclops,  and  none  of  them 
were  properly  constructed.  If  they  had 
been,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  there 
were  none  of  them  which  ought  not  to  fire 
four  guns,  nearly  if  not  right  ahead,  and 
four  astern.  Then  there  were  the  follow- 
ing ships:—- 


Firebnod 

Vulture 

Eclair 

Gladiator 

8aasoo 

Retribution 

Scourge     • 


1,190 
1,191 
1,059 
1,210 
1,299 
1,641 
1.124 


There  waa  no  Return  of  the  expense  of 
these  TesselSy  but  all  of  them  were  exactly 
in  the  same  category  with  the  eorrettet 
and  frigates  he  b^  mentioned.  Not  one 
of  tbem  was  able  to  carry  main  deck  guns, 
bat  were  fitted  out  with  fine  stems,  like 
Virginia  pilot  boat&  When  a  builder  pre- 
sented a  model,  he  was  responsible  for  the 
ship  built  after  that  model,  but  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  were  responsible  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  model ;  and  the  first  question  to 
the  builder  ought  to  be,  "  Where  are  your 
bow  guns  ?  *'  The  fact  was,  we  had  not  a 
single  steam-ship  to  fight  two  guns  ahead 
and  two  astern.  There  were  two  bow  ports, 
indeed,  but  it  was  impossible  to  work  them 
with  any  facility  whatever,  on  account  of 
the  vessels  being  so  sharp.  There  was  the 
Reiribmiiom^  an  enormous  steam-vessel  of 
1,641  tons ;  she  was  to  carry  one  gun  upon 
a  pivot  abaft,  and  either  four  or  six,  he  was 
not  sure  which,  on  her  upper  deck ;  but  the 
neccasity  of  stem  and  bow  guns  seemed 
never  to  have  entered  the  heads  of  her  con- 
slructeri,  and  she  had  caUn  windows  up  to 
her  very  deck.  And  then,  instead  of  car- 
rying her  engines  and  boilers  sufficiently 
low,  they  were  even  more  exposed  than  in 
the  other  vessels.  When  she  went  down 
to  Chatham  the  other  day,  having  only  her 
engines  on  board,  her  wheels  were  plun^ 
into  the  water  four  feet  six  inches,  which 
was  more  than  ought  to  have  been,  had  she 
had  all  her  stores  and  guns  shipped.  Then 
there  was  the  Terrible,  the  last  steam-ship 
laondied,  which  the  Government  had  built 
bj  Mr.  Labg.    She  measured  1,840  tons. 


and  was  laiger  than  any  of  our  old  lineirf- 
battle  shipa.  The  Terrible  was  nnqoesli- 
onably  better  than  the  other  vemds.  He 
believed  the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy  would 
never  have  listened  to  anybody's  opinion  ; 
hut  after  all,  he  had  eome  down  to  flat- 
tening his  boats  a  little  moie,  certainly  at 
a  great  expense  to  the  puUie.  He  did  not 
know  the  number  of  steam- vcssda  npon  the 
stocks.  There  was  a  great  number,  he  waa 
aware ;  hut  how  far  they  were  advanced  he 
knew  not.  One,  he  understood,  was  in  a 
forward  state — the  Avenger^  a  large  vcasd ; 
but,  whatever  might  be  the  state  of  for* 
wardness  of  all  these  vessels,  it  would  be 
much  better  to  pull  them  to  pieoes  than 
to  go  on  building  them  aooording  to  the 
present  system.  It  was  actually  throwing 
money  to  the  winds.  They  could  never  bo 
of  any  service  whenever  this  oountry  should 
go  to  war;  because  steam-boats  could  nei- 
Uier  be  more  nor  less  to  the  Navy  than 
what  the  cavalry  ww  to  the  Army.  No 
Admiral  would  ever  send  two  steam-boata 
to  fight  each  other ;  a  genenl  might  Just 
w  weU  send  out  two  regimenu  of  cavalrr 
to  have  an  aftemoon's  amusement  witii 
each  other.  He  should  like  to  know  how 
any  steam- vessd  could  harass  the  rear  of 
the  enemy,  if  she  had  no  guns  at  her  bow- 
None  of  the  steam-vessels  belongiog  to  the 
British  Navy  had  guns  at  the  bow.  He 
had  seen  them  with  his  own  eyes,  and  eould 
testify  to  the  fact.  Another  use  for  steam* 
boats  in  a  time  of  war  would  be  to  cover 
a  retreat.  Suppose  a  squadron  rannintf 
away  from  a  superior  fleet,  the  Admiral 
would  be  obliged  to  send  the  steam-boata 
astern  to  keep  the  enemy's  vessels  o£  But 
how  could  such  a  retreating  fleet  be  pro* 
tected  if  there  was  only  one  stcnm«hoat» 
and  that  boat  vrith  only  one  gun  astam  f 
Now,  what  WW  the  fact?  It  eonld  not 
be  too  often  repeated — ^there  was  not,  bo* 
lonffing  to  the  British  Navy,  a  steam-boat 
with  more  than  one  gun  astern,  except  the 
Terrible  f  which  had  twa  And  yet,  not  with* 
standing  this  fact,  and  notwithstmidtng  the 
great  and  serious  ooosequeooea  whidi  might 
be  involved  in  this  state  of  things,  the  Bom 
of  Admiralty  looked  with  a  jaundioad  eyo 
upon  all  the  suggestions  which  men  of  ex* 
perienoe  had  made  to  remedy  ao  glaring  an 
evil  in  the  naval  system  of  this  great 
country.  [Laughter]*  The  right  boa. 
Baronet  might  laugh,  but  these  were 
straiffhtforward  facts ;  and  if  the  ri|^t  hoo* 
Gentleman  could  point  out  one  mn§jim 
steam-boat  in  the  British  Navy  that  eonld 
work  her  bow  guns  upon  the  main  imkp 
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he  would  cut  hit  head  off.  All  that  he  had 
to  adr,  then^  in  moving  for  a  Committee 
of  inquiiy*  waa  limply  thia :  had  they  suc- 
ceeded»  or  had  they  not,  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  hitherto 
been  going  on  ?  If  not^  and  it  was  his 
firm  eonviolion  that  they  had  not,  then 
they  ought  to  make  a  change.  He  should 
have  nreferred  asking  for  the  appointment 
of  a  CoaiimissioB  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
system  of  the  naval  construction  pursued 
1^  the  Government  of  this  oountiy ;  but  on 
consulting  with  Gentlemen  who  were 
hetter  acquainted  with  the  rules  of  the 
Houee  than  he  was,  he  found  they  were  of 
opinion  that  there  would  be  more  chance 
of  an  inquiry  being  instituted  if  he  moved 
fcr  a  Committee,  limited  to  the  terms  of 
hia  Motion,  than  if  he  had  adopted  any 
other  eonne.  For  his  own  part,  he  did 
not  care  whether  the  inquiry  were  con- 
ducted by  means  of  a  Commission,  or  by 
a  Committee  of  that  House ;  all  he  was 
anxioos  for  was  that  ao  efficient  inquiry 
skouU  be  made,  and  he  implored  the  House 
not  to  grant  one  single  shilling  towards  the 
NiHry  Estimates  until  some  competent 
body  should  be  appointed  to  examine 
thovooghly  and  compktely  into  the  present 
condition  of  the  Steam  Navy  of  this  conn* 
try,  in  order  that  the  errors  existing  in  the 
syatem  now  pursued  might  be  discovered, 
smd  a  better  plan  devised  for  the  future. 
Until  an  assaranoe  should  be  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  lAinisters  that  something  of  this 
aert  should  be  speedily  done,  he  for  one 
would  not  vote  for  the  appropriation  of  a 
single  shilling  of  the  public  money  towards 
the  Navy  Estimates.  He  had  been  in- 
diiced  to  bring  this  sutgect  forward  from 
tho  knowledge  he  possessed  of  the  present 
oonditioo  of  the  Navy  of  thia  Empire ;  but 
he  should  net  have  entertained  any  hope  of 
snooess  ni  hia  eflbrts  if  he  had  not  known 
that  the  poblie  press  had  at  length  made  it 
a  matter  of  grave  discussion,  it  was  not 
till  new  that  he  had  been  able  to  get  the 
Hoaie»  or,  at  aU  events,  the  Government 
for  the  time  being,  to  listen  to  any  of  the 
SDnesiioBB  which  he  himself  had  from  time 
to  time  made  in  relation  to  the  state  of  the 
British  Navy.  He  certainly  had  in  all  his 
eommunications  with  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  met  with  the  greatest  courtesy, 
espedally  from  the  gallant  Officer  opposite 
(Sir  George  Cockbum).  That  gallant 
Officer  had  always  met  him  (Sir  C.  Napier) 
with  great  kindness  and  cordiality,  and  he 
wascertainly  indnced  toentertain  some  hopes 
that  aa  endeaveur  would  at  length  be  made 


toput  an  end  to  this  bad  system.  He  thought 
the  House  ought  to  grant  him  the  Com- 
mittee he  now  asked  for.  He  had  made 
some  very  strong  statements  to  the  House, 
and  he  was  perfectly  certain  that  if  an 
inquiry  were  granted  he  should  be  able  to 
make  those  statements  good*  The  House 
was  bound,  in  honour  and  justice  to  the  Sur- 
veyor of  the  Navy^  as  well  as  to  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty,  and  also  to  their  pre- 
decessors, to  institute  an  inquiry,  in  order 
to  know  whether  he  had  been  maligning 
them  or  not.  Knowing,  however,  full 
well,  that  if  he  should  obtain  a  Committee, 
be  would  be  able  to  substantiate  everything 
he  had  stated,  he  now  begged  to  move 

''That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  the  money 
voted  since  the  year  1835  for  the  construction 
of  Ships  has  been  expended,  and  if  the  Ships 
constructed  are  an  improvement  of  the  old 
system/' 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  Motion,  as  he 
was  anxious  to  see  a  searching  inquiry  into 
this  subject  instituted.  It  was  a  question 
not  new  to  the  House.  He  thought  a 
great  responsibility  attached  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  present  Secretary  df  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  for  the  course 
which  he  took  in  the  year  1832,  when  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  for  the  changes 
which  he  had  then  made.  He  would  not, 
on  this  occasion,  enter  into  detaib,  but  the 
changes  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
that  period  made,  were  such  as  challenged 
inquiry;  and  the  question  could  not  be 
satisfactorily  settled  until  that  inquiry  took 
place ;  and  in  order  to  embrace  the  period 
from  which  those  changes  were  made,  he 
could  have  wished  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Sir  C.  Napier)  had  fixed  the  year 
1833,  instead  of  1835,  as  the  time  since 
which  he  was  desirous  to  ascertain  the  ap- 
propriation of  the  public  money  in  the 
construction  of  ships  for  the  British  Navy. 
On  the  29th  of  June,  1832,  when  he,  in  a 
Ctoimittee  of  Supply,  challenged  the  policy 
of  the|changes  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  made  hj  appointing  Captain  Symonda 
to  be  Surveyor  of  the  Navy,  when  pupils 
who  had  been  educated  at  the  School  of 
Naval  Architecture  at  a  considerable  ex* 
pense,  were  passed  over,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  made  use  of  an  expression  which 
had  oflen  been  quoted,  and  which  had 
excited  a  great  deal  of  feeling  among  a 
large  class  of  persons.  The  right  hon.  Ba> 
ronet  said— 

**  That  he  had  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
best  naval  advice,  and  that  he  was  irmly 
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persuaded  (hat  a  naval  captain  was  more  com- 
petent to  act  as  the  Surveyor  of  the  ship- 
building department,  thun  any  other  gentle- 
roan  that  could  be  selected  to  fill  it." 

This  was  as  much  as  to  say  that  science 
was  of  no  vahie  in  ship- building.  Science 
which  in  every  other  mechanical  depart- 
ment was  found  to  he  so  es^sentially  ad- 
vantageous, and  which  had  been  the  means 
of  advancing  the  arts  to  nn  immense  ex- 
tent, was  declared  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  James  Grahatn)  to  be  of  no  use 
whatever  in  the  construction  of  ships.  It 
was  important  that  the  House  should 
know  what  had  taken  place  upon  this 
subject,  for  it  involved  great  national 
interests.  This  country  was  the  greatest 
commercial  nation  iu  the  world,  and  re- 

?[uired  necessarily  to  have  the  most  power- 
ul  and  complete  ships;  and  yet,  to  the 
reproach  of  England,  she  was  now,  and  bad 
been  from  the  earliest  ages,  the  most  back- 
ward nation  in  the  application  of  science 
in  the  construction  of  ships.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  no  two  ships  had  ever  been 
built  in  this  country  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple. So  defective,  indeed,  was  the  method 
upon  which  the  ships  of  the  British  Navy 
were  constructed,  that  whenever  any  foreign 
ship  was  captured,  its  plan  of  construction 
was  immediately  copied  by  this  country. 
French,  Danish,  Swedish,  and  Spanish 
ships  had  all  in  turn  been  preferred  to 
those  of  England.  This  subject  had  at- 
tracted public  attention  so  early  as  1791, 
when  a  Committee  was  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  it,  and  two  eminent  British  Ad- 
mirals were  members  of  that  Committee. 
The  defect  was  considered  to  be  of  such 
importance,  that  an  Association  was  formed, 
calling  the  attention  of  the  country  to  it; 
and  so  sensible  was  Lord  St.  Vincent  of  the 
importance  ofremedying  the  inconvenience, 
and  of  removing  the  stigma  which  attached 
to  the  British  name,  in  as  far  as  naval  ar- 
chitecture was  concerned,  that  he  promoted 
the  formation  of  a  School  of  Naval  Architec- 
ture* There  ww  a  school  of  naval  archi- 
tecture in  France,  in  Spain,  in  Denmark, 
and  in  Sweden.  However  anxious  he 
might  be  to  see  the  public  expenditure 
conducted  upon  economical  principles,  yet 
he  ncTer  had  objected  to  a  liberal  outlay 
upon  the  naval  power  of  the  country,  be- 
cause he  conceived  our  Navy  to  be  the  natural 
defence  of  our  insulated  position.  In  the 
third  Report  of  the  Commissioners  who 
were  appointed  in  1806  to  inquire  into  the 
aute  01  the  British  Navy,  they  stated  that 
the  msaos  taken  by  France  for  promoting 


naval  architecture  were  greater  than  thoae 
adopted  in  this  country,  and  that  no  little 
attention  was  paid  by  men  of  science  to 
naval  architecture;  and  that  while  our  ri- 
vals in  naval  power  were  employing  men  of 
the  greatest  talents,  and  were  availing 
themselves  (»f  the  highest  scientific  know- 
ledge in  the  con^tiLction  of  ships,  this 
country  was  grovelling  on  in  the  darL  In 
consequence  oil  this  recommendation,  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Earl  St.  Vincent,  a  School  of 
Naval  Architecture  was  established.  This 
was  in  the  year  1809.  In  1811,  it  came 
into  full  operation,  and  continued  until 
1832,  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
James  Graham),  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  abolished  the  system,  declaring 
that  not  one  of  those  gentlemen  who  were 
educated  at  the  school  was  sufficiently  qua)i« 
fied  to  fill  the  office  of  Surveyor  to  the  Navy; 
and  he  then  appointed  Captain  Symonds!» 
who  possessed  no  scientific  knowledge  what* 
ever  in  naval  architecture,  to  that  depart- 
ment. Notwithstanding  the  representations 
made  to  the  House  on  that  occasion»  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  obtained  a  majority,  and 
carried  through  his  measure,  thereby  in« 
flicting  much  injury  upon  a  body  of  men 
who  had  devoted  themselves  to  the  study  of 
naval  architecture,  under  the  pledge  given 
that  they  should  rise  by  degrees  to  fill  sudi 
situations  as  were  connected  with  their  pe- 
culiar pursuits.  The  education  acquired  at 
the  School  of  Naval  Architecture  was  of 
the  most  comprehensive  description.  There 
was  not  a  branch  of  science  applicable  to 
shipbuilding  which  was  not  taught ;  and 
the  pupils,  before  obtaining  any  employ- 
ment, underwent  the  strictest  examination 
as  to  their  knowledge  and  qualifications  in 
all  that  related  to  naval  architecture.  No 
doubt  those  who  held  commissions  in  the 
Navy  were  required  to  undergo  a  certain 
degree  of  scientific  instruction;  but  there 
was  nothing  in  the  system  of  education  they 
were  subjected  to  which  enabled  them  to 
judge  of  the  application  of  principles  to  the 
construction  of  a  ship,  or  to  make  improve* 
ments  in  naval  architecture.  By  taking 
away,  therefore,  that  important  branch  ot 
professional  education,  the  right  hon.  Baro. 
net  at  once  deprived  this  countrr  of  the 
means  of  reaching  the  same  height  in  naval 
architecture  aa  other  countries.  Thb  was 
a  most  unwise  course,  and  parriculariy  at 
a  time  when  a  large  sum  of  money  was 
about  to  be  expended  on  the  Navy.  Seeing 
that  England  was  the  only  coontry  that 
for  the  lut  twenty  years  had  been  haildins 
large  ships  that  were  unmanagnbk^  «bI 
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vfhkHi  wexe  constantly  being  cut  down  into 
frigates  or  brigs^  he  considered  it  was  high 
time  that  some  inquiry  should  be  made,  to 
ascertain  how  all  this  might  be  corrected. 
Everything  that  came  to  his  knowledge 
convinced  him  that  England  was  very  much 
behind  other  countries  in  naval  matters. 
How  was  it  that  no  two  ships  could  be 
built  by  Sir  William  Symonds  having  the 
same  qualities?  Why  was  it>  after  four- 
teen years*  trials  that  he  had  not  been  able 
to  discover  any  one  plan  by  which  a  ship 
might  be  built  that  should  be  better  than 
any  other  ?  If  Sir  William  Symonds  had 
made  any  such  discovery,  why  had  it  not 
been  tested  by  a  trial,  and  after  the  ex- 
periment made,  why  should  there  not  at 
this  moment  be  lying  before  them  a  Re- 
port as  to  what  that  superior  mode  of 
construction  was^  in  order  that  the  pub- 
lic money  might  be  laid  out  to  the  best 
advantage,  and  to  the  greatest  credit  of 
the  country  ?  This  was  the  ground  why 
he  was  anxious  for  an  inquiry  to  be  in- 
stituted* No  written  Report  by  Sir  William 
Symonds  would  be  satisfactory.  The  in- 
vestigation must  be  by  personal  examina- 
tion, whether  by  a  Committee  or  by  a 
Commission  he  cared  not.  If  it  should 
turn  out*  as  he  feared  it  would,  that  this 
country  had  not  availed  itself  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  science  in  the  building  of  ships, 
he  would  be  happy  to  see  the  restoration 
of  the  School  of  Naval  Architecture  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  destroyed,  or  at  any 
rate  to  see  whether  the  advantages  which 
were  promised  by  the  appointment  of  Sir 
William  Symonds  had  been  realised.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  that  appoint- 
ment was  an  experiment.  Let  it,  then,  be 
tested  as  an  experiment.  The  question  was 
one  of  great  importance,  and  demanded  in- 
vestigation. 

Sir  George  Cockbum  confessed  that,  in 
respect  to  all  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Commodore  (Sir  C.  Napier)  had  said  re- 
lating to  naval  affairs,  so  far  back  as  1806, 
he  was  scarcely  able  to  follow  him.  At 
that  time  he  was  at  sea  carrying  on  the 
war  against  France,  and  was  not  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  to  which  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  alluded.  He  could 
only  say  that  that  system,  which  was  not 
peifect  in  1806,  might  be  in  a  very  im- 
proved state  now.  It  was  very  probable 
that  the  vessels  built  during  the  war  were 
bad ;  but  it  might  be  supposed,  from  the 
statement  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
that  those  vessels  were  cut  down  at  once 
into   frigates;   but    the   fact    was   other^ 


wise.  They  had  become  old  ships  and 
required  repair;  and  not  being  thought 
worth  that  expense,  they  were  then  cut 
down  to  make  efficient  frigates.  There 
could  be  no  blame  imputed  to  the  authorities 
of  that  day  for  taking  such  a  course.  But 
those  were  matters  which  had  occurred  a 
long  time  ago.  What  he  more  particularly 
wished  to  do,  was  to  bring  before  the 
House  the  charge  which  had  been  made 
against  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty.  It 
was  rather  unfair  to  expect  him  to  defend 
what  had  been  done  in  former  times,  and 
by  other  Governments,  when  he  was  far 
away.  The  Board  of  Admiralty  was 
charged  with  having  allowed  Sir  William 
Symonds  to  build  ships  upon  his  own  plan, 
before  it  had  been  suflBciently  tested. 
With  respect  to  that  gentleman  himself, 
he  (Sir  G.  Cockbum)  called  on  the  House 
to  recollect  what  the  feeling  was  towards 
that  officer  when  he  (Sir  George  Cockburn) 
came  into  office ;  and  to  say,  if  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  had,  on  coming  into 
office,  suspended  all  the  work  which  Sir  W. 
Symonds  was  proceeding  with  in  the  build, 
ing  of  vessels,  whether  it  would  not  have 
been  considered  a  mere  party  proceeding, 
and  would  not  the  Admiralty  have  been  ac-> 
used  of  treating  that  officer  in  a  way  which 
was  not  deserved  ?  No  doubt  about  it ;  no 
more  than  there  was  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Navy,  with  a  very  large  por- 
tion of  the  public,  considered  that  Sir  W. 
Symonds  had  rendered  great  benefit  to  the 
Navy  by  increasing  the  size  of  the  ships, 
by  making  them  broader  and  more  capable 
of  bearing  the  weights  they  had  to  carry. 
Perhaps,  indeed,  he  had  gone  to  the  ex- 
treme, and  had  made  them  broader  than  ne- 
cessary, which  might  have  tended,  with  his 
mode  of  consiruclion,  to  cause  the  uneasy 
motion  complained  of  as  attaching  to  them 
generally.  When  the  present  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty came  into  office,  the  Queen  was  the 
largest  ship  built  by  Sir  W.  Symonds. 
That  ship  went  to  sea  soon  afterwards, 
and  proceeded  in  company  with  the  For^ 
midahle  to  the  Mediterranean ;  and  every 
report  that  came  home  had  been  highly 
favourable  to  the  Queen.  She  was  reported 
to  be  the  "finest  first-rate  and  three- 
decker  in  the  service."  She  was  tried 
against  other  vessels  (for  in  spite  of  what 
had  been  stated  by  the  gallant  Officer  op- 
posite, several  trials  had  taken  place),  and 
she  was  reported  to  have  beaten  the  Howe, 
a  ship  of  her  own  class,  the  Rodney,  and, 
in  short,  every  other  ship  except  the  Ffi«- 
guardj  which  latter  ship,  it  must  be  ob- 
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lenredy  was  alio  built  by  Sir  W.  Symonds* 
Would  tbe  Admiralty  tben  bave  been  jus* 
tified  in  at  once  stopping  entirely  tbe 
building  of  ships  by  tbe  Surveyor  of  tbe 
Navy  }  Sir  W.  Symonds  was  not  an  officer 
of  tbeir  appointing;  but  be  (Sir  G.  Cock- 
bum)  considered  him  to  be  an  officer  of 
much  merit,  and  entitled  to  support  and 
protection.  But  be  must  say,  that  tbe 
Board  of  Admiralty,  on  coming  into  office, 
did  not  deem  it  right  to  confine  the  con- 
struction of  our  ships  of  war  to  one  indi* 
vidual  only.  The  Admiralty,  therefore, 
checked  the  advancement  of  tbe  larger  ships 
building  until  an  opportunity  should  be  af* 
forded  by  the  completion  of  the  Albion  to 
test  the  efficiency  of  that  principle  of  con- 
struction ;  and  the  Albion  was  the  only  one^ 
therefore,  hurried  forward  ;  and  when  that 
ship  was  ready,  she  was  ordered  to  join  the 
Queen^  tbe  Caledotiia,  and  St,  Finceni,  to 
try  their  comparative  qualities— the  reports 
of  which  trial  not  having  proved  so  satis- 
factory relative  to  the  Queen  and  the  Albion 
as  desirable,  tbe  completion  of  the  ships  on 
the  same  principle  was  entirely  stopped; 
and  the  Surveyor  having  requested  certain 
alterations  to  be  made  in  the  Queen,  she 
had  been  docked  for  that  purpose;  and  it  was 
intended  when  she  should  be  aeain  ready, 
to  send  her  for  further  trial  with  tbe  Si. 
Vincent,  tbe  Albion,  and  Rodney,  together 
with  the  Vanguard,  Superb,  and  Canoput, 
the  last«named  ship  having  been  selected 
in  consequence  of  her  having  been  consi* 
dered  tbe  finest  and  best  two-necker  of  the 
last  war,  and  to  bave  carried  her  lower 
deck  ports  open  longer  than  any  other  ship 
of  that  day :  she  would,  therefore,  affiird 
the  best  proof  as  to  our  gain  or  otherwise  by 
tbe  present  mode  of  construction.  Further, 
tbe  Board  of  Admiralty,  soon  after  coming 
into  offioOf  without  detracting  from  tbe 
merits  of  Sir  W.  Symonds,  appointed  a 
Committee  composed  of  the  master  ship- 
wrights of  all  our  dockyards,  to  report 
what  they  deemed  tbe  best  plan  for  con- 
structing our  ships  of  war  for  affiirding 
tbem  the  greatest  degree  of  strength  gene- 
rally, and  most  efficiently  arming  their 
bows  and  stems:  that  Committee  sat  a 
considerable  time,  and  its  detailed  report 
was  forwarded  to  Sir  W.  Symonds  for  his 
observations ;  snd,  though  he  differed  from 
tbe  Committee  on  many  points,  most  of  iu 
recommendations  had  been  adopted,  modi- 
fied to  a  certain  extent  by  tbe  Surveyoi^s 
observations.  After  that,  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty  selected  three  of  tbe  most 
ulented  of  those  educated  at  tbe  School  of 


Naval  Ardilteetuve,  to  meet  as  •  Comttit^ 
tee  to  eiuunine  scientifically  the  emrs  of 
construction  of  onr  former  system  of  build» 
ing,  and  to  report  tbe  cause  of  tbeir  hur^ 
ing  been  less  efficient  than  those  of  otbel: 
nations ;  and  they  were  to  submit  to  tha 
Admiralty  the  lines  they  would  propose  for 
a  ship  of  each  class  as  the  most  perfect,  ac- 
cording to  the  principles  tbeir  scienoe 
should  dictate,  and  of  which  they  were  lo 
superintend  tbe  building ;  and  under  this 
latter  direction,  the  Eepiegle  brig  bad  been 
built.  But  it  was  only  fair  to  say,  that  that 
brig  had  not  shown  any  great  superiority ; 
for  in  the  trial  she  only  stood  third  in  tba 
report — Sir  W.  Symonds'  brig,  the  Fltfimg 
Fish,  having  been  placed  as  second ;  and  toe 
brig  of  Mr.  White,  a  practical  man  (the 
Daring),  proved  tbe  best  and  fastest  of 
the  whole.  Mr.  White  bad  also  done 
an  extraordinary  thing.  One  of  the  worst 
of  the  42«gun  frigates  bad  been  piolwd 
out  She  had  had  her  bow  cut  off.  Ha 
had  lengthened  it,  put  a  new  bow  on, 
and  the  report  upon  her  trial  was,  thai 
she  had  done  wonders.  He  thought 
that  he  bad  stated  enough  to  show  thai 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  not  been 
indifferent  to  the  very  important  question 
of  the  constmction  of  ships.  They  had 
done  everything  in  their  power  to  discover 
what  was  tbe  hM  system  of  building  i  bat 
at  the  same  time  they  felt  that  they  ongbl 
not  to  do  anything  to  hurt  the  feelings  of 
a  man  like  Sir  W.  Symonds,  who,  on  the 
admission  of  every  one,  had  rendered  great 
service  to  tbe  Navy  and  to  the  countiy* 
They  bad  made  up  their  minds  not  to  trust 
any  single  person  viitb  tbe  building  of  the 
Navy ;  but  they  bad  not  been  in  too  great  a 
baste  to  overturn  what  they  bad  fottnd 
established.  If  those  large  Alps  of  whieb 
tbe  gallant  Officer  had  spdien — ^the  QMtii, 
tbe  Albion,  and  others  turned  out  inferior, 
tbey  bad  determined  that  those  now  on  tbt 
stodu  should  be  altered  in  conformity  with 
another  model.  In  answer  to  what  the  bon. 
Member  for  Montrose  bad  said  abont  tbe 
School  for  Naval  Arcbitectore,  bo  micbt 
state  that  tbe  present  Board  of  Adniruqr 
had  brought  them  forward,  and  bad  givctt 
tbem  high  appointments  as  opportonities  of* 
fered ;  and  be  would  instance  Mr.  Fincbaa 
and  Bir.  Laing,  as  two  who  bad  bean  ad- 
vanced 10  be  master  shipwrights,  and  tbe 
others  filled  tbe  stations  ot  OMster  akip* 
Wrights  and  foremen  of  our  yards.  It  wa^ 
therefore,  unfair  to  insist  that  tbey  bad  been 
thrown  on  one  side.  If  tbe  results  of  the 
present  inquity  should  justify  it,  there  wonM 
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be  no  objection  to  re-establish  some  system 
of  that  description.  The  gallant  Mover 
founded  bis  proposal  on  the  necessity  for  a 
Committee  in  order  to  ascertain  what  ought 
to  be  done;  but  his  (Sir  G.  Cockburn's) 
strong  impression  was,  that  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  the  very 
Worst  tribunal  that  could  be  selected  for  the 
purpose.  For  himself,  he  could  say  that  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  Admiralty  Board 
thoroughly  to  investigate  such  matters; 
and  if  the  House  of  Commons  thought 
those  now  at  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment incompetent  to  the  duty,  it  had 
nothing  to  do  but  to  remove  the  pre- 
■ent  occupants  of  office,  and  to  place  at 
the  Board  either  the  gallant  Mover>  or 
any  other  set  of  Gentlemen  they  might 
prefer.  He  vras  quite  surei  let  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  consist  of  whom  it  would, 
that  it  was  the  only  proper  channel  for  the 
investigation  of  such  subjects.  So  much 
for  sailing  ships.  He  would  now  advert  to 
«leam*ships ;  and  he  could  assure  the  gallant 
Officer  that  he  was  not  more  anxious  on  the 
question  than  all  who  were  at  present  con- 
oemed  in  administering  the  naval  affiiirs  of 
the  country.  It  was  to  be  borne  in  mind 
that  most  of  the  steam -ships  made  the  topic 
of  observation  had  been,  if  not  finished, 
contracted  for  before  the  present  Ministers 
came  into  power.  The  first  point  they 
had  ascertained  was,  that  our  steam-ships 
were  under-powered,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  to  give  them  more  power.  It 
had  been  truly  said,  that  steam-ships  were 
not,  and  never  could  be,  the  main  navy  of 
the  country ;  and  the  principle  the  present 
Admiralty  had  gone  upon  was  this,  to  give 
them  the  heaviest  shot  and  the  greatest 
range.  There  had  been  nu  intention  to 
put  guns  on  the  main  deck  of  those  steam - 
vessels  in  proffress  when  they  came  into 
office;  that  dedL  was  reserved  for  carrying 
troops,  and  they  were  armed  on  the  upper 
deck  with  the  heaviest  description  of  guns 
they  could  bear,  some  of  the  largest  guns 
carrying  solid  shot,  which  insured  to  them 
the  greatest  possible  range.  The  great  value 
and  advantage  of  steam-ships  of  war,  be- 
sides that  of  lowing  line-of-batt1e  ships  m 
and  out  of  action,  would  be  to  assist  sailing 
ships  or  fleets  with  their  guns  of  long 
range,  choosing  their  position  beyond  the 
range  of  the  guns  of  such  sailing  ships  or 
fleeta ;  but  to  enable  them  to  do  this,  they 
ought  not  to  have  bluff  bows,  as  recom- 
mended by  the  sallant  Officer  opposite,  but 
must  be  made  diarp  and  capable  of  going 
tepidly  through  the  water;  with  which 


view,  he  (Sir  G.  Cockbum)  did  not  think 
it  would  be  advisable  to  overload  theu 
with  guns,  which,  by  rendering  them  so 
much  deeper  in  the  water,  would,  of  course^ 
impede  their  power  of  rapid  movement. 
As  to  the  Terrible,  she  being  of  larger 
size,  had  been  constructed  to  carry  heavy 
guns  on  her  main  deck,  and  she  would  fire 
three  heavy  guns  on  the  line  of  keel  for* 
ward,  and  two  aft,  besides  her  broadside 
guns  of  heavy  calibre.  Some  iron  steam- 
ships were  now  in  course  of  construction, 
and  it  was  made  a  sine  qua  non  that  the 
main  deck  should  have  power  to  carry  tvvo 
guns  forward,  and  two  aft.  This,  too,  was 
to  be  accomplished  without  any  increase  of 
bluffness,  for  the  bows  were  to  be  as  fine 
as  under  the  former  construction.  He  ad- 
mitted the  guns  on  the  main  deck  to  be  an 
improvement,  but  he  did  not  think  it  indis- 
pensable. A  force  of  this  description  would 
be  of  great  importance  along  the  line  of  our 
coast.  He  knew  how  many  steamers  France 
had,  and  he  also  knew  how  many  steamers 
we  had  in  this  country  ;  and  though  he 
hoped  that  he  would  not  be  asked  to  state 
the  numbers,  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  England  had  a  larger  steam  force 
than  France  had,  despite  of  all  that  had 
been  said  to  the  contrary.  He  would  not 
state  the  numbers  to  the  House ;  but  if  he 
were  asked  by  any  hon.  Member,  he  should 
be  very  happy  to  tell  him,  and  prove 
that  we  were  superior  both  in  number  and 
force.  With  regard  to  the  remarks  made 
by  the  gallant  Officer  relative  to  Sir  Byam 
Martin  and  other  respectable  officers,  he 
(Sir  G.  Cockbum)  would  not  pay  them  so 
bad  a  compliment  as  to  say  one  word  in 
their  defence,  it  being  wholly  unneces-* 
sary ;  but  the  gallant  Officer  (Sir  C.  Na- 
pier), must  excuse  him  for  saying,  that,  on 
certain  subjects,  he  was  rather  too  much  in 
the  habit  of  speaking  loosely  about  others. 
As  regarded  the  late  trial  cruise,  his  gallant 
Friend  behind  him  would  be  able  to  speak 
for  himself,  and  to  defend  his  own  arrange, 
ments.  He  only  knew  that  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  had  been  much  obliged  to  him 
forgoing,  and  that  he  had  perfectly  satisfied 
them  by  the  manner  in  whch  he  had  dis- 
charged  his  duty. 

Captain  Rous  said,  the  Navy,  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  country,  were  indebted 
to  the  gaiiant  Officer  who  had  brought  the 
subject  forward.  But  be  also  considered 
the  country  indebted  to  those  who  had 
abolished  the  Navy  Board ;  and  as  to  the 
Naval  School  of  Science — if  its  efficacy 
were  to  be  estimated  by  a  model  he  bad 
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leen  as  a  tpecimen  of  its  productions,  the 
sooner  it  was  abolished  the  better.  In  his 
opinion  the  system  which  had  from  time 
immemorial  been  followed  in  our  dock- 
yards was  pernicious.  Earl  St.  Vincent 
bad  saved  1,000,000/.  or  so  per  annum  to 
the  country  at  a  stroke,  by  abolishing  one 
part  of  the  system — that  ihrouf^h  which 
treenails  were  often  substituted  for  copper 
bolts,  &c.»  practices  by  which  many  valu- 
able vessels  had  been  lost.  The  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  of  round  sterns,  and 
he  (Captain  Rous)  remembered  the  years 
1820  and  1822,  when  there  was  a  mania 
for  fortifyini;  the  sterns  of  three-deckers. 
Between  1817  and  1823,  he  had  com- 
manded three  brigs  and  a  corvette;  and  he 
recollected  telling  his  lamented  brother- 
in-law,  Sir  H.  Hotham,  that  there  was  not  a 
single  brig  or  corvette  in  the  service  capa- 
ble of  firing  a  stern  chase  gun,  because  it 
could  not  be  fired  clear  of  the  port-sill. 
In  fact,  millions  had  been  misspent  in 
our  dockyards,  and  it  was  hardly  too  much 
to  say,  that  one-eighth  of  the  National 
Debt  had  been  incurred  by  building  bad 
ships,  which  were  either  useless  at  sea,  or 
had  never  been  sent  to  sea  at  all.  This 
system  had  been  going  on  ever  since  1815 ; 
and  he  only  wished  that  the  burden 
rested  not  on  the  nation,  but  on  the 
shoulders  of  those  who  had  caused  the 
useless  expenditure.  He  begired  to  remind 
the  House  that  the  Waterwitck  hnd  been 
proved  in  all  the  late  trials  to  be  a  very 
fast  vessel,  and  that  nobody  had  been  able 
to  say  one  word  against  her.  As  one  in- 
stance of  the  system  that  still  reigned,  be 
niight  mention,  that  when  last  vear  the 
Waterwitck  required  repairs,  double  the 
sum  was  stated  to  be  necessary,  for  which 
the  ship  had  originally  been  built;  and 
unless  this  had  been  accidentally  dis- 
covered by  the  builder,  she  would  have 
been  broken  up  as  not  worth  repairing.  It 
bad  been  reported  to  him  from  a  very  good 
quarter,  that  some  of  the  laie  trial  ships 
hud  been  built  of  such  decayed  timber,  that 
they  were  not  water-tight,  and  that  one, 
after  having  been  taken  into  dock,  had 
had  500  tons  of  water  pumped  into  her,  in 
order  to  find  out  where  she  leaked.  The 
eflect  must  be  to  render  the  vessel  un- 
wholesome for  the  men,  and  to  injure  her 
sailing  powers,  by  saturating  her  timbers. 
If  he  were  allowed  his  own  way,  no  Sur- 
Vf  jfor  of  the  Navy  should  build  a  ship,  but 
models  should  be  sent  in,  and  all  encou- 
ragement  given,  to  skill   and  ingenuity ; 


while  the  Surveyor,  instead  of  enteria|^ 
into  competition,  should  be  one  of  the 
judges  to  ascertain  which  model  ought  to 
be  preferred.  If  he  wanted  to  construct  a 
steamer,  he  would  go  to  the  builder  of  the 
Gr9at  Britain^  or  to  Mr.  Napier,  as  per- 
sons who  had  established  their  reputation 
in  that  line ;  not  to  the  Surveyor  of  the 
Navy.  The  question  raised  by  the  Mo- 
tion was,  whether  the  ships  built  since 
1835  were  inferior  or  superior  to  those 
which  had  preceded  them.  He  had  no 
doubt  whatever  on  the  subject.  In  the 
course  of  his  time  he  bad  commanded 
every  species  of  ship  which  had  been  con* 
demned ;  he  had  commanded  a  14-gun 
brig,  one  of  the  corvettes,  a  donkey  fri* 
gate,  and  others,  and  was  therefore  able 
to  speak  of  their  qualitiea.  Not  one  of 
them  was  fit  to  go  to  sea  as  a  man-of-war ; 
but  he  admitted  that  those  constructed  by 
Sir  W.  Symouds  were  in  many  respects 
splendid  vessels,  but  then  they  were  a 
great  deal  larger,  and  totally  different 
from  former  vessels  of  the  same  class. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  great  improve- 
ments had  been  made  of  late  years  as  far  aa 
frigates  were  concerned.  Having  been  in 
the  Mediterranean,  he  had  remarked  what 
indeed  every  one  who  had  been  there  mast 
have  remarked — that  the  best  vessels  that 
were  built  in  the  world,  were  the  »hipsand 
brigs  of  the  Greek  Archipelago.  Any  one 
who  saw  them  would  say  that  they  were 
built  by  Sir  W.  Symonds  ;  but  the  fact 
was,  that  he  took  his  model  from  those 
vessels.  The  Duke  of  Portland,  one  of 
the  best  men  who  ever  lived,  patronised 
him  :  he  was  allowed  to  build  a  brig  in 
competition  with  other  gentlemen.  The 
brigs  were  tried,  and  Sir  W.  Symonds 
succeeded.  But  then  he  procee«led  to 
build  vessels  without  a  flat  floor,  and  imme« 
diately  he  did  it,  every  man  ai  the  Admi- 
ralty said,  '^  We  have  found  out  the  philo* 
sopher*s  stone ;  Sir  W.  Symonds  is  build* 
ing  vessels  without  a  flat  floor  ;*'  the  parts 
fitted  each  other  like  a  Chinese  puule« 
and  it  was  said  no  further  improvement 
could  be  made.  Every  one  at  the  Admi- 
ralty Board  gave  an  opinion  in  their  fa- 
vour; but  there  were  admirals  in  the 
service  who  did  not  know  one  ship  from 
another,  and  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  who 
could  not  distinguish  a  first-rate  from  a 
Newcastle  collier.  He  very  emphatically 
maintitmed  ihe  necessity  of  a  flat  floor, 
and  insisted  that  every  pound  weight  at 
the  top  of  a  vessel  required  a  certain  pro- 
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portion  of  a  flat  floor.  If  a  Tessel  carried 
DO  font  the  might  do  without  a  flat  floor ; 
but  if  the  did  carry  guns  it  wat  impot 
aible  to  raise  a  three-decker  without  a 
flat  floor.  Why,  the  Admiralty  ought  to 
be  ashamed  of  themselves  for  thioking  of 
it.  He  bad  commanded  one  of  the  36-gun 
frigates,  built  by  Sir  W.  Symonds,  and 
he  did  his  duty  then,  as  he  endeavoured 
always  to  do  it  in  that  House.  He 
told  the  Admiralty  then  that  she  was  a 
Tery  magnificent  ship ;  that  she  had  many 
good  points;  that  she  could  stand  up 
under  any  weight  of  canvass ;  but,  never- 
theless, she  had  a  great  defect — she  was 
very  sharp  under  water,  had  a  short  bluff 
bow,  and  never  was  fit  to  meet  a  head  sea. 
But  if  any  Gentleman  would  only  look  at 
the  Flying  FUh,  which  was  built  the  other 
day,  and  compare  her  with  the  Snake, 
which  Sir  W.  Symonds  built  some  time 
ago,  he  would  say  that  they  were  not  like 
the  same  thing.  The  Flying  Fish  was  one 
of  the  wonders  of  the  world ;  still  they 
could  not  meet  a  head  sea  with  a  vessel 
having  a  short  bluff  bow ;  but  when  he 
commanded  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships^ 
be  found  to  his  cost  and  great  inconve- 
nience, and  by  no  means  to  his  profit, 
that  the  Admiralty  had  so  identified  them- 
selves with  the  Surveyor,  and  had  ordered 
ao  many  ships  to  be  built  by  him-^the 
Queen  and  half  a  dozen  others— that  if  he 
bad  said  one  word  to  them,  that  such  or 
such  a  vessel  is  a  magnificent  vessel,  but 
she  has  such  or  such  a  defect,  it  would 
have  been  considered  a  personal  attack 
upon  themselves.  But  what  happened 
ten  years  afterwards?  That  he  repeated 
what  he  told  them  then,  and  that  they 
were  more  ready  to  believe  him  ;  but  they 
left  a  most  painful  legacy  to  their  sue 
cessora.  He  trusted  that  what  he  said 
would  not  be  considered  as  any  attack 
upon  them ;  but  the  Admiralty  had  been 
three  years  making  up  their  minds  whe- 
ther the  Queen  was  a  fit  ship  to  build 
three-deckers  by  or  not.  Now,  if  he  had 
been  ordered  to  go  to  the  Mediterranean 
— to  Malta  for  instance — and  having  made 
a  short  passage  out,  had  received  orders 
from  the  Admiralty  to  try  the  two  ships, 
the  Formidable  and  the  Queen,  as  to  their 
Bailing  qualities,  he  should  have  known 
that  the  eyes  of  the  naval  world  were 
upon  him  ;  and  if  he  had  treated  the  orders 
of  the  Admiralty  with  disrespect,  and 
never  made  the  trial,  he  should  have 
been  plain  Mr.  Rous,  instead  of  Captain 
VOL.LXXVII.    {2aj> 


Rous,  for  probably  he  should  have  been 
broken  by  a  court-martial.  But  then 
again  with  respect  to  the  steamers,  which 
Sir  W.  Symonds  had  built,  and  which  hit 
friends  declare  as  the  finest  in  the  world  ; 
no  doubt  when  the  Admiralty  ordered 
him  as  Surveyor  of  the  Navy,  to  build  a 
certain  number  of  steamers,  he  had  done 
so;  but  if  they  had  desired  him  to  rebuild 
Westminster  Abbey  he  would  have  done 
it  too.  Without  any  more  knowledge  of 
steam-vessels  than  he  himself  possessed, 
yet  Sir  W.  Symonds  was  ready  to  enier 
into  any  expense  in  building  them.  But 
did  he  find  fault  with  Sir  W.  Symonds  f 
— although  his  steamers  were  failures,  and 
Sir  William  had  spent  a  million  of  money 
to  very  little  purpose,  yet  he  found  no  fault 
with  him,  but  with  the  Admiralty  who  had 
employed  him.  It  was  not  his  fault,  he 
was  not  brought  up  to  it,  he  was  not  a 
scientific  man;  but  the  absurdity  was 
picking  out  such  a  man  to  build  aieam* 
vessels.  He  must  say  a  few  words  about 
the  late  trial  of  the  brigs.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  under  Captain  Corry  every, 
thing  was  carried  on  in  a  fair  and  straight- 
forward manner,  as  would  be  the  case 
when  he  commanded.  They  went  to  Lis- 
bon ;  it  canae  on  to  blow  ;  what  could  they 
have  done  better,  than  with  a  pretty  smart 
wind,  to  beat  off  the  shore  ?  They  were 
then  sailing  under  double-reefed  topsails; 
it  was  the  time,  of  all  others,  to  make 
trial — but  what  they  were  about  he  could 
not  tell ;  they  let  it  slip  and  never  made 
the  trial  until  the  weather  became  fine,  so 
that  it  was  no  trial  at  all.  When  the  wind 
was  blowing  fresh  on  the  shore  there  was 
an  excellent  opportunity  for  trial  in  beat- 
ing off  the  shore.  He  regretted  the  mis- 
fortune that  had  happened  of  the  Ad- 
miralty taking  three  years  to  come  to  a 
decision ;  but,  although  it  was  upwards  of 
three  years  since  the  Queen  went  to  sea, 
still  she  had  not  been  in  a  gale  of  wind  ; 
it  seemed  as  if  there  had  not  been  a  gale 
for  the  last  three  years.  Not  having  been 
exposed  to  bad  weather  they  had  not  then 
been  able  to  find  out  the  qualities  of  these 
ships,  and  a  change  of  Ministry  might 
take  place,  and  Sir  W.  Symonds  might 
ngain  come  in,  and  be  as  much  listened 
to  as  he  was  under  the  last  Administra- 
tion. All  that  he  wanted  was  to  get  at 
the  truth,  and  that  when  these  ships  went 
to  sea  on  trial,  they  should  be  commanded 
by  some  seaman  who  would  look  for  a 
gale  of  windy  and  would  find  one»  if  thai 
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be  all»  if  be  went  2,000  miles  to  ^l  it. 
Aod   wiib  respect  to  the  Surteyor,  be 
boped  that  office  would  be  done  awej 
with— >(bcy  wanted  an  aetite  and  intelli* 
gent  man  lilce  Sir  W.  Symonds— for  no 
msn  was  more  active  or  intelligent  then 
be— whowonld  be  constantly  going  round 
from  one  dockyard  to  another,  observing 
what  went  on,  so  as  to  save  the  lavish  ex- 
penditure   which    was   annually    thrown 
away  in  these  dockyards.     In  that  way 
they  might  find  him  exceedingly  oseful, 
at  long  as  he  did  not  lay  down  lines  aod 
build  ships :  let  him  examine  other  men's 
lines  and  other  men's  models,  not  his  own, 
and  he  (Captain  Rous)  was  sure  that  Sir 
W.  Symoods  would  be  benefited  if  that 
suagestion   were  carried   into  execution. 
Whether  the  Motion  were  acceded  to  or 
not,  it  would  be  of  great  benefit  and  use, 
because  It  proved,  in  the  first  place,  that 
naval  aflTairs  at  last  had  excited  the  aiten. 
tion  of  the  House  of  Commons.     But  he 
confessed   that  he   alluded  to  the  sup- 
porters of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  (Sir 
C.  Napier),  on   the  other  side,  in  pre- 
ference to  his  own^there  was  a  kinder 
feeling  towards  the  Navy  on  that  side  than 
on  his  own— and  he  always  looked  to  them 
aa  the  peculiar  friends  of  the*  Navy,  aod 
who  always  stuck  up  for  it.     He  hoped, 
then,  that  all  things  would  in  future  be 
conducted  on  a  sounder  footing.     He  was 
sorry  if  he  had  said  anything  that  had 
hurt  the  feelings  of  any  one,  for  he  always 
spoke  warmly,  and  never  minded  what  be 
said  ;   he  cared  for  nothing  when  he  was 
speaking  upon  public  matters.     He  had 
given  up  the  command  of  the  Pique  be- 
csuie  he  had  spoken  the  truth  at  the  Ad- 
miralty ;  he  had  resigned  the  command 
becaute  he  did  not  care  what  happened  to 
him  as  long  as  he  gave  his  honest  opinion 
as  to  that  ship ;  he  had  done  so,  and  nine 
years  afterwards  the  facts  bad  corroborated 
what  he  bad  stated  over  and  over  again. 
Any  man  who  pretended  to  be  a  sailor, 
most  see  that  it  was  impossible  to  build  a 
proper  three-decker  without  a  flat  floor  and 
a  long  bow  to  meet  the  Ma,  aod  If  any  one 
could  build  them  upon  straight  lines,  and 
with  a  short  bow,  he  hoped  (hey  would  be 
considered  not  fit  to  serve  Her  Msjesty  in 
the  Nsvy. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  was  sorry  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officar  who  had  just  sat  do«n 
thought  be  had  any  reason  to  complain 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  with  which  he 
(Mr.  C.  Wood)  bad  beeo  eoaoectcd.    He 


certainly  bad  do  right  to  complain  of  iv« 
attention  on  the  part  of  that  Board  to 
naval  affairs.    With  regard  to  the  Motion, 
he  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  was  persuaded  that  it 
would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  institute 
an  inquiry  by  any  other  body  than  the 
Members  of  the  Executive  Department, 
A  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would  not  even  understand  the  language 
employed    by  the   witnesses;    for    what 
could  Members  in  general  know  of  flat 
floors,  of  long  or  bluff  bows,  of  portsilis, 
and  other  terms  of  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  been  liberal  ?  He  ad- 
mitted, that  if  a  case  of  great  grievance 
or  abuse  were  made  out  upon  reasonable 
or  probable  grounds,  it  might  be  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  institute  an  investigation. 
Such,  however,  was  not  the  fact.     Now, 
what  was  it  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
moved  for  ?   An  inquiry  into  the  mode  in 
which  ships  had  l>eeo  constructed  since 
the  year  1835,  aod  whether  there  was  any 
improvement  whatever  on  the  old  system. 
That  implied,  of  course,  a  censure  on  the 
manner  in  which  the  ships  had  been  built 
since  that  time.    He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  of  the  Navy  Board  or  the 
School  for  Naval  Architecture;  but  be 
perfectly  >JpMd  with  the  right  boo.  and 
gallant  Officer,  that  it  was  a  great  service 
to  the  country,  that  the  right  hon«  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  bad  pot  an  end  to  tbet 
establishment,  and  he  believed  that  the 
substitution  of  the  present  Board  waa  a 
great  improvement.     The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Officer  began  with  the  state  of  the 
Navy  when  he  first  entered  it,  from  tbo 
year  1800  to  1830,  and  there  was  no  one 
single  class  of  ships,  except  the  120-gun 
ships,  that  he  had  not  condemned.    As  to 
the  80*gun  ships,  the  greatest  possible 
benefit  was  done  by  their  being  given  up 
in  1830  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op* 
posite.    As  to  the  74-gun  ships,  they 
were  called  the  '« Forty  Thieves."    The 
36-gun  frigates  were  described  as  totally 
useless.    [Sir  C.  Napier:  That's  a  mis* 
take.    I  said  the  33^s.]     Well  then,  the 
32-gun  frigatea  were  perfectly  useless— 
the  28*gun  frigates  were  donkeys-^[Sir 
C.  Nafitr:   Quite  true.!    The  16-guB 
sloops  were  also  useless.    [Sir  C  Napier: 
No.]    Aod  at  last  he  came  to  what  he 
called  the  **  patent-coffins**— the  10 -gun 
brigs— and  those  be  utterly  condemned ; 
in  fact,  one  and  all,  from  the  highest  to 
the  lowest,  except  the  three-deckers,  eame 
within  his  coademoatioo.   [Sir  C.  Nmfier : 
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Ifi  quite  a  mistake.]    He  took  down  the 
words  at  the  time,  and  every  class  of  ships 
which  the  hoo.  and  gallant  OBScer  enu- 
meratedy  ending  with  the  year  1830,  be 
bad  condemned,  except  the  120-gun  ships. 
He  condemned  a  Navy  Board  in  the  gross, 
eipressing  his  satisfaction  that  it  was  en- 
tirely broken  up.     Now  let  them  see  what 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  said  of  the 
ships  that  had  been  built  since  the  time 
be   had   mentioned.     Nothing  could  be 
fairer  than  the  mode  in  which  the  gallant 
Officer  dealt  out  his  censures;  his  con-* 
damnation  was  indiscriminate,  but  it  did 
not  bear  out  his  Motion.    After  all,  the 
great  object  of  attack  seemed  to  be  the 
16-gun    brigs    constructed    by    Sir    W. 
Symonds.     [The  hoo.   Member   read  a 
letter  from  an  Officer  in  one  of  the  trial 
squadrons,  reporting  in  favour  of  the  ships 
built  by  Sir  W.  Symonds  since  1835.] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  defend 
the  construction  of  the  Pique,  and  went 
on  to  atate,  that  when  the  late  Board 
'  of  Admiralty  left  offi(5e,  two  ships  only 
were  laid  down,  both  of  which  answered 
exceedingly  well.  As  to  Sir  W.  Symonds, 
be  would  only  say  that  there  was  a  con- 
aiderable  dlSTerence  between  his  last  ships 
and  those  which  he  had  previously  built, 
and  he  believed  him  not  to  be  bigoted  to 
any  opinion  of  his  own,  but  that  be  was 
always  ready  to  adopt  any  suggestion  cal- 
colaied  to  improve  the  service.    He  was 
roost  ready  to  bear  his  testimony  to  the 
leal  with  which  that  Officer  had  executed 
his  duties,  and  the  extreme  anxiety  which 
he  had  always  manifested  to  do  that  which 
he  thought  best  for  the  interest  of  the 
Navy.     Now,  he   came   to  the    Queen; 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  said,  that 
six  vessels  were  laid  down,  by  order  of  the 
late  Board,  upon  the  same  principle,  before 
the  Queen  was  tried ;   that,  however,  was 
not  so,  for  two  only  were  ordered,  one  of 
which  was  built.    The  Queen  was  built  in 
1839,  and  when  the  late  Board  went  out 
of  office  in  that  year,  the  Royal  Frederick 
was  building.     So  far  as  the  document  to 
which  he  had  referred  went,  the  Report 
was  exceedingly  favourable  to  the  Queen. 
The  official  documents  were  in  favour  of 
that  ship,  and  when  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty ordered  four  other  vessels  of  the 
same  character  to  be  laid  down,  he  thought 
they  were  justified   in  so  doing  by  the 
official  Reports  which  they  had  received. 
Next,  as  to  the  ilttion:  that  vessel,  per- 
haps, had  not  had  a  fair  trial,  but  the 


officers  who  tried  her,  as    it  appeared 
by  their    Report,    were  very  confldent 
of  the  result.    The   Report  said,   that 
•he  was  a  very  still  ship  and  sailed  better 
than  any  other  in  the  squadron.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  had  read  a  favourable 
report  of  the  1 10-gun  ship,  so  long  as  she 
remained  in  the  Mediterranean,  and  they 
had  heard  a  favourable  report  of  the  90« 
gun  ship  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
opposite ;  and  having,  in  fact,  read  the 
most  favourable  Reports  of  every  class  of 
ships  since  1835,  and  condemned  every 
ship  built  before  that  period,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  now  called  upon  the 
House  to  condemn  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
for  the  ships  built  since  1835.  The  Thun^ 
derer  was  not  Sir  William  Symonds'  ship. 
They  had  been  led  to  suppose  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  that  they  were  wasting 
the  public  money  by  building  ships  on  Sir 
William  Symonds'  principle  when  they 
ought  to  have  built  them  on  some  other 
principle.  The  injustice  of  such  an  observe- 
tion  would  be  understood  when  he  stated 
that  the  TAuiuferercost  72,000/.,  the  Fan. 
guard   62,000/.     and    the     CoUtngwood 
59,000/.  thus  showing  a  saving  of  1 3,000/. 
on  the  building  of  the  Colimgwood  as  oom« 
pared  to  the  Thunderer  by  adopting  Sir  W. 
Symonds'  plan.  The  Rodney,  to  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  referred,  had 
cost  76,000/.,  instead  of  67,000/.  He  really 
could  not  understand  upon  what  earthly 
ground  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  could 
support  his  Motion.    He  asked  the  House 
to  express  an    opinion,   that  the  public 
money  had  been  thrown  away  by  the  sys- 
tem which  had   been  pursued  in  build- 
ing ships  within  the  last  few  years,  whilst 
he  had  read  Reports  from  very  competent 
authorities  approving  of  such  ships,  and  it 
appeared  that  the  costof  building  them  had 
been  reduced.  Now,  as  to  steamers,  he  did 
not  think  it  possible  that  anybody  could  give 
a  clear  and  decided  opinion  upon  the  ef- 
fect of  steam  navigation,  and  what  would 
be  the  best  mode  of  constructing  and  arm- 
ing steam  vessels.     He  was  very  glad  to 
Gnd  that  steamers  upon  a  large  scale  were 
to  be  constructed.  What  the  result  would 
be  he  would  not  attempt  to  predict.     He 
had  no  doubt  but  that  the  experiment  of 
building  steamers  for  the  Navy  would  be 
carried  on  with  the  greatest  anxiety  todis* 
cover  the  best  plan  which  could  be  adopted, 
and  that  no  expense  would  be  spared  to 
make  them  useful  in  case  of  any  future 
he,  for  one,  was  quite  content  to 
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leave  this  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  pre- 
sent Board  of  Admiralty. 

Admiral  Bowles  wished  to  observe,  in 
reply  to  the  charge  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Westminster,  that  if  he  did 
not  find  a  gale  of  wind  it  was  no  fault  of 
bis,  and  that  to  go  in  search  of  one  was 
Dut  the  object  with  which  he  went  out. 
His  duty  was  to  try  all  ships  under  his 
charge,  and  not  to  run  the  risk  of  damaging 
them   to  the  extent,  perhaps,  of  several 
thousand  pounds,  without  any  earthly  be- 
nefit.    He  could  not  but  express  his  sur- 
prise, at  hearing  sailors,  and  especially  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Maryleboue, 
talk  as  they  did  of  the  Albion,  and  argue 
that,  because  she  had  some  defects  she 
ought  to  be  tried  against  a  three-decker. 
He  had  tried  her  as  much  as  it  was  nece«. 
lary  for  him  to  do  in  order  to  test  her 
speed  and  strength,  with  both  of  which  he 
was  satisfied.     It  was  said  that  she  rolled 
so  much  as  to  excite  particular  attention 
to  that  defect.     Now,  he  did  not  think  she 
would  be  found  to  roll  a  bit  more  than 
other  vessels  of  the  same  size.  It  was  well 
known  that  small  vessels  rolled  more  than 
large  ones— that  a  two-decker  would  roll 
more  than  a  three-decker ;  and  he  coin- 
cided quite  with  the  Officer  of  that  vessel, 
who  vinited  him  on  board  the  CaUdonta 
in  the  Bay  of  Biscay,  that  she  was  steadier 
than  others  of  her  class.     As  for  her  not 
l>eing  able  to  fight  her  guns,  that  was  a 
charge   which    he  did   not  believe,  and 
which  he  was  sure  would  be  found  on  fur- 
ther experiment  not  to  be  true.     With  re- 
spect to  the  question  of  naval  architecture 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
that  the  foimer  system  of  naval  architecture 
was  extremely  defective.     He  would  wilU 
ingly  make  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  a 
present  of  all  the  old  ships,  for  he  was 
glad  to  find  that  improvements  had  began, 
and  be  looked  forward  to  every  year  for 
increased  improvements.  He  thought  that 
Sir  W.  Symonds  was  entitled  to  great 
credit  for  not  having  obstinately  adhered 
lo  any  part  of  his  system  when  he  found 
that  it  was  objectionable.  He  thought  it  was 
highly  creditable  to  Sir  W.  Symonds  that 
be  was  ready  to  give  all  due  attention  to 
any  suggestions  made  to  him ;  and  he  was 
sure  that  the  new  ships  would  be  found 
ttnobjectionable.      There  was  one  other 
point  to  which  he  begged  the  attention  of 
the  House  for  a  moment     He  felt  that 
there  was  a  debt  of  gratitude  due  to  those 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  who  hsd  estab- 


lished the  Yacht  Club,  which  had  atUched 
so  many  to  that  truly  British  amusement  of 
yacht  sailing,  and  exerted  an  influence 
upon  society  to  which  might  be  attributed 
a  great  many  of  those  improvements  io 
naval  architecture  so  mnch  to  be  rejoiced 
at.  There  were  two  men  in  particular 
whose  names  were  especially  entitled  to 
their  respect — he  meant  the  late  Lord 
Vernon,  who  unhappily  had  not  lived  to 
witness  the  success  of  these  improvements, 
and  theDuke  of  Portland.  Lord  Vernon  gave 
his  personal  guarantee  to  the  Admiralty,  be* 
fore  Sir  W.  Symonds  was  allowed  to  build 
his  first  ship  the  Cohtmbine,  that  if  it  failed 
he  (Lord  Vernon)  would  pay  the  whole  ex- 
pense, amounting  to  10,000/.  The  Duke 
of  Portland  actually  paid  8,790/.  for  the 
building  of  the  Pantaloon,  with  no  other 
object  than  to  promote  and  improve  the 
science  of  naval  architectore.  With  re« 
gard  to  Sir  W.  Symonds,  his  opinion  was, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  never 
did  a  greater  service  to  the  country  than 
by  appointing  him  to  the  office  which  he 
now  filled  with  so  moch  credit,  and  from 
which,  notwithstanding  the  calomnies  that 
might  assail  him,  he  would  retire,  he  felt 
convinced,  with  the  proud  satisfaction  of 
having  contributed  more  than  any  other 
officer  in  the  British  Navy  to  the  improve* 
ment  of  the  service.  He  considered  him, 
therefore  justly  entitled  to  the  thanks  of 
that  House. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  the  Admiralty  hadactedmost  un« 
fairly  towards  his  boo.  and  gallant  Friend, 
by  endt-avouring  to  put  a  misconstruction 
upon  the  views  which  he  had  expressed  to 
the  House.  If  he  understood  the  object 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  it  was  this 
..he  complained  that  the  Board  of  Ad* 
mi  rally  had  been  going  on  in  the  construe- 
tion  of  vessels,  without  giving  them  a  suf* 
ficient  trial ;  that  immediately  upon  being 
satisfied  with  one  particular  vessel,  they, 
without  sufficient  experience,  laid  down 
half-a-dozen  of  the  same  description.  If 
it  was  attempted  to  be  shown  that  the  pre- 
sent Surveyor  of  the  Navy  bad  involved 
the  country  in  unnecessary  expense,  and 
incumbered  the  service  with  improper 
ships,  then  he  must  differ  from  his  boo. 
Friends,  for  he  was  of  the  contrary  opinion, 
believing  as  he  did.  that  no  person  de- 
served more  credit  than  the  present  Sur- 
veyor of  the  Navy.  He  was  very  happy 
to  fii>d  that   the  gallant  Admiral  oppo- 
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•ite,  after  esperiencing^  the  breexes  of  the 
Mediterranean,  had  taken  his  seat  in  that 
House,  and  was  prepared  to  give  them 
any  information  which  they  might  re- 
quire as  to  the  experimental  cruise  of  the 
squadron  which  he  had  commanded.  He 
was  glad  when  he  found  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  had  been  selected  to  take 
the  command  of  such  an  expedition,  be- 
cause he  knew  that  they  should  have  a 
faithful  account  from  him  ;  and  it  was  al- 
most to  be  regretted  that  it  was  thought 
necessary  to  take  one  of  the  Lords  in 
Wailing  from  his  duties  to  asssume  the 
command  of  one  of  the  ships  of  the  expe- 
rimental squadron.  When  they  saw  the 
contradictory  reports  and  opioioos  as  to 
the  capabilities  of  one  of  those  noble  ships, 
the  Queen,  he  thought  there  were  strong 
grounds  for  inquiry.  The  public  were  not 
satisfied,  neither  would  they  be,  unless 
the  Committee  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  sought  for  was  granted.  They 
bad  tried  an  experiment  by  altering  one 
of  the  old  frigates,  with  the  view  of  making 
them  more  like  the  modern  vessels;  and 
they  had  then  sent  her  on  the  Irish  sta- 
tion, where  she  lay  in  the  Shannon  for 
nine  months  to  aid  the  civil  power  to  keep 
all  quiet  during  the  collection  of  the  Poor 
Rates.  Then,  when  they  came  to  steam- 
vessels,  it  appeared  that  they  had  not 
one  in  the  Navy  furni»hed  with  the  Ar- 
chimedean screw.  They  had  a  vessel 
named  the  Rattler ,  which  he  had  call- 
ed  the  attention  of  the  Admiralty  to. 
and  upon  the  subject  of  which  he  had 
corresponded  with  a  gentleman  who  was 
then  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  but 
who  had  since  quitted  that  department  for 
one  where  he  (Captain  Pechell)  feared  he 
woold  not  be  so  useful — he  meant  the  late 
Member  for  Wiltshire.  The  nature  of  the 
correspondence  which  he  had  had  with 
that  gentleman,  was  as  to  testing  the  qua- 
lities of  the  Archimedean  screw,  and  he 
was  assured  that  it  would  be  done ;  but 
two  years  had  since  elapsed,  and  that 
▼esse!  was  not  yet  at  sea.  [|Sir  George 
Cockbum:  She  is.]  He  did  not  know 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
meant  by  her  being  at  sea,  for  she  was  now 
in  Portsmouth  harbour,  and  had  only  been 
tried  in  the  Thames.  When  he  was  at 
Portsmouth,  and  saw  the  arrival  of  Her 
Majesty  from  France,  attended  by  the 
sqaadron  of  the  Prince  de  Joinville,  he 
obsenred  a  vessel  amongst  them  to  which 
the  Archimedeao  screw  had  been  applied, 


and  she  was  the  admiration  of  all  who  saw 
her— she,  in  fact,  captivated  everybody. 
He  did  not  fail  to  make  a  representation 
to  those  who  were  interested  in  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  that  he  hoped  it  would  not 
be  long,  after  the  experiment  had  been 
tested  by  the  French,  before  they  would 
relieve  the  steamers  now  in  the  service  of 
those  monstrous  and  unsightly  incum- 
brances, the  paddle-boxes,  which  were  a 
nuisance  to  every  vessel  that  had  them; 
and  they  had  then  declared  that,  if  they 
only  had  time,  it  would  be  their  wish  to 
bring  the  Archimedean  screw  into  notice, 
and  it  would  not  be  long  before  it  would 
be  applied  to  the  Rattler,  and  she  would  be 
at  sea.  That  was  nearly  two  years  ago,  and 
they  had  not  heard  of  the  merits  of  that 
vessel  since ;  and  were  consequently  un- 
able to  make  use  of  those  advantages  which 
they  might  have  been  in  possession  of  six 
years  ago.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
had,  he  believed  a  sincere  desire  to  extend 
competition.  Captain  Hendry  had  sub- 
mitted to  him  models  of  an  80gun  ship, 
and  a  steamer,  exactly  on  the  principle  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster, being  able  to  carry  great  weights 
on  a  mere  6at  6oor ;  and  he  thought  the 
models  which  he  had  seen  were  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  Admiralty.  But 
what  would  be  the  use  of  all  those  fine 
vessels  which  were  in  contemplation,  and 
of  those  which  he  would  admit  they 
now  possessed  ?  No  one  had  suffered 
more  than  he  had  (and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  knew  it,  for  he  had  served 
under  the  gallant  Admiral)  from  being  on 
board  vessels  that  could  not  sail :  he  bad 
lost  opportunity  and  lost  prize-money. 
But  when  they  had  all  these  fine  vessels, 
what  advantage  would  it  be  to  this  coun- 
try, if,  when  an  opportunity  arose,  they 
should,  as  in  the  case  which  had  occurred 
within  the  last  few  months,  have  only  a 
small  sloop  to  defend  their  foreign  posses- 
sions ?  The  station  of  Tahiti  was  left  in 
charge  of  a  small  vessel  of  the  size  of  a 
sloop  of  war.  What  was  the  use  of  having 
these  large  vessels,  if  the  honour  and  dig- 
nity of  this  country  were  to  be  risked  by 
maintaining  in  the  Pacific  a  vessel  which 
was  obliged  to  remain  in  a  passive  state, 
and  render  obedience  to  the  larger  vessels 
of  a  neighbouring  Power  which  were  there? 
The  necessity  had  before  been  urged  of 
keeping  a  stout  frigate  in  the  Chma  seas 
and  the  Pacific.  What,  then,  he  repeated, 
was  the  use  of  building  such  magnificent 
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ibipi  if  wbttt  tbey  were  wtoted  they  «er^ 
nol  fortbcomioy;  T  Thtt  wat  a  melancholy 
Qonditioo,  and  be  verily  believed  ibe  cor- 
reipondence  which  bad  been  laid  on  the 
Table  a  few  dayi  ago  woold  never  have 
been  required,  If  they  bad  had  one  or  two 
iiout  frigatei  lying  at  Tahiti,  instead  of 
the  miierable  ve«tel  which,  froni  uofore- 
aien  circurostanret.  was  unfortuoaiely 
placed  there*  Whatever  might  be  the  re- 
PuU  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's 
Motion,  it  would  have  this  advantage,  that 
public  attention  would  be  drawn  to  the 
state  of  the  Navy.  He  only  hoped,  when 
they  were  called  upon  to  vote  a  larger 
grant  for  the  porposes  of  the  Navy,  they 
would  not  assent  to  it,  unless  they  had  a 
guarantee  that  steam  frigates  should  be 
properly  constructed ;  that  they  should 
DO  longer  call  a  vessel  a  steam  frigate  un- 
less she  was  capable  of  having  a  broad« 
side.  She  must  have  a  gun- deck,  and  not 
merely  guns  on  the  upper  part.  If  they 
called  upon  them — the  representatives  of 
populous  districts— to  increase  the  Navy 
Estimates,  their  constituents  would  be 
very  little  inclined  to  part  with  more  of 
their  money  and  continue  the  Income  Tax 
for  such  a  purpose  as  was  proposed,  un* 
less  the  contemplated  steam  frigates  were 
of  the  character  which  he  had  described. 
He  hoped  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
well  consider  the  subject,  and  that  the 
ateam-vessels  which  they  intended  to  build 
would  be  a  great  improvement  upon  those 
which  were  now  in  rler  Majesty's  service. 

Mr.  Cony  said,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gal* 
lant  Member  for  Marykbone,  not  only 
because  he  thought  it  would  be  difficult  to 
convince  any  body  of  men  leas  qualified 
than  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  to  form  a  just  opinion  on  the  subject 
matter  wbicb  be  proposed  to  refer  to  it, 
but  also  because  he  could  not  consider  the 
adoption  of  the  Motion  in  any  other  light 
than  as  an  indirect  vote  of  censure  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  of  which  tbey  were 
quite  undeserving;  for  tbere  was  no  branch 
of  their  public  duties  to  wbicb  they  had 
devoted  more  attention  than  the  improve* 
ment  of  ships.  When  the  present  Ad* 
ministration  entered  upon  office,  they  found 
nineteen  ships  of  the  line  building,  or  or- 
dered to  be  built,  the  whole  upon  the 
lines  of  the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy.  If, 
therefore,  they  had  hcaiuted  to  proceed 
with  these  ships,  they  must  have  aban- 
doned altogether  the  building  of  the  ships 


of  the  line  in  comae  of  eoastmcltoo  in 
tbe  dockyards;  mod  how  could  they  havw 
justified  socb  a  proceeding?  U  wastnie^ 
that  at  that  time,  only  one  of  the  Surveyar^a 
ships  had  been  at  sea — the  Famguml; 
but  he  held  in  his  hand  the  highest  testi- 
monials as  to  her  capabilities.  In  July, 
1836,  tbe  hon.  Captain  D.  P.  Boavecie  re- 
ported that 

''On  all  occasions,  her  woikiog  was  ad-> 
mirable,  and  surpassed  oor  fullest  expecta- 
tions ;  and  1  have  no  doubt  that  she  will  prove 
herself  to  possess  every  good  quality,  and  that 
she  is  a  perfect  man- of  war." 

Captain  Martin  of  the  Cahdtmia  said  :«-* 

**  Tbe  Vanguard  hauled  out  of  the  line  joal 
like  a  cutter,  and  went  away  to  windward  of 
the  wbole  squadron,  and  was  sii  miles  on  our 
weather  beam  in  three  hours  and  aUialf/' 

He  was  in  possession  of  many  other  Reporta 
favourable  to  the  qualities  of  the  Fanguard, 
but  it  was  unnecessaiy  that  he  should 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Hooae  fay  reading 
them,  for  he  believed  it  was  uoiveraally 
admitted  that  she  was  a  moat  excellent 
man-of-war.  Shortly  alker  the  present 
Ministry  came  into  office,  the  Qirens  waa 
commissioned  and  sent  to  sea,  and  instnuH 
tions  were  given  that  her  qualities  should 
be  tested.  She  was  tried  on  several  ooc*- 
sions,  and  on  the  5th  of  June  1842,  Sir 
Edward  Owen  wrote^«* 

*'  I  have  called  for  the  Reports  of  the  qoali« 
ties  of  tbe  several  ships,  and  hope  to  have 
them  for  enclosure  in  this  letter.  In  the  mean 
time,  1  may  say,  that  so  far  u  my  own  obaerv- 
ations  went,  uo  one  of  the  shins,  except  the 
Vanguard^  could  compete  with  Her  M^esty's 
ship  tbe  Qeeoi,  whether  in  easiness  of  motion 
or  In  sailing.  She  does  not  so  well  answer 
under  low  sail,  but  bears  pressing  with  her 
canvass,  and  answers  to  it  by  her  power.  I 
have  no  diflBculty  in  pronouncing  tbe  Qmen 
a  ship  superior  to  all  three-deckers,  and  to  asosi 
of  those  with  two  decks." 

Captain  Rich,  of  the  Cateuiiat  also  wrote 
on  the  6th  of  June,  1849:— 

*'  With  respect  to  tbe  comparison  between 
this  ship  and  the  Queen,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
in  my  opinion  as  to  the  superiority  of  the 
latter  in  every  point,  namely,  lu  aailine,  work- 
ing, subility,  and  weatherly  qoalities.* 

This  opinion,  he  considered  the  more  va- 
luable aa  being  given  by  the  commander 
of  a  vessel  whioi  was  placed  in  oompe* 
tition  with  the  Queem ;  and  the  House 
was  well  aware  of  tbe  pride  which  naval 
officers  generally  felt  in  the  qualitiea  of 
their  own  sbipSi    He  had  in  his  poesesrioQ 
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Tariout  other  Beports  in  which  equally  fa- 
vourable opiQions  were  expressed  of  the 
Queeu.  And  on  the  other  hand,  the  Ad- 
miralty had  no  Reports  which  would  have 
justified  them  in  suspending  the  building 
of  the  other  vessels  which  were  then  in 
course  of  construction  by  the  Surveyor. 
Subsequently^  however,  when  a  squadron 
was  sent  out  commanded  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  behind  him«  and  when  the 
result  of  the  cruise  was  to  raise  doubts  as  to 
the  qualities  of  the  Queen^  the  Admiralty 
did  not  wait  to  be  reminded  of  their  duty, 
either  by  the  gallant  Commodore,  or  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  but  they  at 
once  ordered  the  construction  of  ships  of 
the  Queen  class  and  of  the  AUnon  class 
to  be  suspended,  until  their  qualities  should 
be  further  tested  i  and  he  hoped  that,  in  the 
ensuing  spring,  ample  opportunity  would 
be  afibrded  for  ascertaining  the  powers  and 
qualities  of  those  ships.  When,  however, 
so  much  had  been  said  about  the  ships  built 
by  the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy,  it  should  be 
recollected  that  the  Admiralty  did  not  con- 
fine themselvtito  ships  built  by  that  Officer. 
The  Admiralty  had  ordered  sixty-eight 
ships  to  be  built  during  the  course  of  the 
three  years  they  had  been  in  office — of  these 
twenty-nine  were  to  be  constructed  by  the 
Surveyor  of  the  Navy,  and  thirty-nine  by 
other  naval  architects.  Of  these  four  were 
ships-of-the-line,  not  by  the  Surveyor  of 
the  Navy ;  six  frigates,  namely,  five  of  50, 
and  one  of  36  guns,  not  by  the  Surveyor  of 
the  Navy  $  six  smaller  vessels  not  by  the  Sur«i 
veyor  of  the  Navy;  and  no  less  than  twenty* 
three  steam^ships,  not  by  the  Surveyor  of 
the  Navy ;  it  was  obvious,  therefore,  that 
the  Admiralty  had  shown  every  di^yosition 
to  give  trials  to  ships  by  other  builders. 
Among  other  vessels  which  were  con- 
structS  not  by  the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy, 
were  four  of  the  brigp  composing  the  late 
experimental  squadron,  which  aSbrded  sa- 
tisfactory proof  that  the  experiments  they 
had  made  were  not  ill -considered,  and  an- 
swered one  of  the  questions  which  the 
gallant  Commodore  proposed  to  refer  to  a 
Committee — namely,  whether  ships  of  mo- 
dem, were  an  improvement  on  those  of 
old  construction— for  the  whole  of  the 
new  brigs  proved  themselves  on  that  occa- 
sion to  be  decidedly  superior  on  all  points 
of  sailing  to  the  Cruiser ^  one  of  the  best  of 
the  class  which  the  gallant  Commodore 
stated  in  his  speech  to  be  almost  the  only 
good  class  of  vessels  ever  built  by  the 
Navy  Board.  But  our  steam  vessels  were 
the  especial  object  of  the  censure  of  the 


gallant  Commodore^  who  had  stated  that 
there  was  not  one  steam  vessel  in  the  ser« 
vice  which  deserved  the  character  of  a 
man-of-war.  It  might  be  very  presump- 
tuous in  him  to  diner  on  such  a  subject 
from  the  gallant  Commodore ;  but  he  must 
observe  that  the  opinion  of  naval  men  with 
respect  to  it  were  by  no  means  unanimous 
and  there  was  no  subject  on  which  a 
greater  difference  of  opinion  existed  than 
among  Qaval  men  with  respect  to  naval 
architecture.  To  illustrate  this  he  would 
contrast  the  opinion  entertained  of  our 
steamers  by  a  French  Admiral  with  that 
of  the  gallant  Commodore.  The  illustri- 
ous Admiral  to  whom  he  alluded  was  the 
author  of  a  paper  which  appeared  last  year, 
in  which  the  following  passage  occurred :— 

^  When  the  Gorgon  and  Cyelopt  sailed  from 
the  ports  of  England,  we  were  struck  with 
their  force  as  ships  of  war,  as  well  as  with 
their  admirable  qoalities  as  sea  boats ;  and  we 
therefore  evinced  a  laudable  anxiety  to  pro- 
cure designs  and  other  data  required  for  the 
reinforcement  of  our  navy  with  vessels  of  a 
similar  description.  The  attempt  proved  a 
cpmplete  failure,  and  there  are  not  now  in  the 
whole  French  navy  six  steam- vessels  that  can 
be  compared  with  those  in  the  English  navy. 
To  form  a  notion  of  the  actual  force  of  this 
steam  navy  (the  English),  it  is  necessary  to 
have  observed  bow  formidable  is  its  arma- 
ment, and  with  what  care  and  skilful  foresight 
everything  has  been  studied.  The  English 
war.steamers  have  not  been  built  and  war-i 
ranted  good  for  all  descriptions  of  service  in* 
discrirainately.  In  bailding  them  there  has 
been  but  one  thought,  one  object — war.  They 
unite  great  speed  and  a  powerful  armament, 
with  vast  accommodation  for  troops." 

He  did  not  for  a  moment  mean  to  say 
that  our  steam  vessels  were  perfect,  but 
great  improvements  had  been  made  ia 
their  construction  within  the  last  few  years, 
and  almost  every  steamer  that  was  launched 
was  an  improvement  on  the  one  which  pre- 
ceded her.  The  gallant  Officer^  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Brighton,  had  found  faiilt  with  the 
Admiralty  for  having  kept  the  Ralller  for 
two  years  at  Woolwich.  Now  this  had 
been  done  advisedly,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  a  series  of  experiments  as  to 
the  adaptation  of  the  screw  to  steam  vessels.  ' 
If  these  experiments,  the  result  of  which 
had  been  to  increase  the  speed  of  the 
Rattler  from  about  7|  to  nearly  10  knota 
an  hour,  had  not  been  carried  on  to  the 
extent  to  which  they  had,  he  doubted 
very  much  whether  they  would  have  sue* 
ceeded  in  making  the  screw  generally  ap- 
plicable; whereas  it  was  now  determined 
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to  apply  it  to  the  whole  of  the  steam  ves- 
sels oxdered  to  be  built  in  the  ensuing 
financial  year.  Therefore,  so  far  from  the 
Admiralty  deserving  censure  for  keeping 
the  Rattler  at  Woolwich,  they  were  en- 
titled to  praise  for  carrying  on  these  expe- 
riments on  board  that  vessel.  As  for  the 
eomplaint  of  another  gallant  Officer  with 
reference  to  the  Daring,  it  was  true  that 
that  vessel  was  in  a  leaky  state ;  but  he 
elt  it  due  to  the  officers  of  Portsmouth 
vard,  where  that  vessel  was  built,  to  state 
that  the  Admiralty  had  no  reason  for  sus- 
pecting that  timber  of  inferior  quality  had 
ntentionally  been  used  in  her  construc- 
don.  He  would  not  take  up  more  of  the 
time  of  the  House  than  to  observe,  that 
the  construction  of  ships  of  war  might 
safely  be  left  in  the  hands  of  thoae  who 
were  responsible  for  the  administration  of 
the  afiairs  of  the  Navy,  and  who  were  far 
better  qualified  to  discuss  the  subject  than 
any  Committee  that  could  be  selected. 

Captain  Harris  said,  that  the  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  subject  of  naval  archi- 
tecture wu  not  confin^  to  naval  men,  but 
■eemed  also  to  have  extended  to  the  editor! 
of  newspapers.  He  thought  that  the  gal- 
lant Admiral  could  not  do  better  than  en- 
able those  editors  to  form  their  opinions  »f 
the  respective  merits  of  those  vessels  by 
providing  them  with  berths  in  the  next  ex 
perimental  squadron.  The  editor  of  the 
Time*  micht  be  accommodated  on  board  the 
Daring.  The  editor  of  the  Morning  Ckro- 
melt  might  be  provided  with  a  berth  on 
buard  the  Mutine,  and  he  dared  say  that  the 
editor  cit  Punch  would  find  himself  quite  at 
home  on  board  of  the  Pantaloon^  With  re- 
spect to  the  Motion  of  the  gallant  Commo- 
dore, he  did  not  think  that  he  would  atuin 
his  object  in  the  way  he  proponed.  But 
looking  to  the  state  of  naval  architecture,  and 
to  the  improvements  in  steam  navigation,  he 
thought  that  great  advantage  would  be  de- 
rived from  the  appointment  of  a  Commit 
don,  to  consist  of  scientific  men — ^good  me- 
chanics—good engineers,  and  good  naval 
architects  » to  investigate  the  whole  subject 
Let  the  Surveyor  of  the  Navy  be  on  that 
board,  and  let  them  receive  communica- 
tions from  all  parts  of  the  world  as  to 
all  well-sustained  improvements;  and  he 
thought  that  great  advantage  would  be  de- 
rived from  a  Commission  of  that  kind. 
Everything  appeared  to  him  to  be  given  up 
to  sailing.  £ven  proper  stowage  of  the 
boats  was  sacrificed,  and  he  was  convinced 
that  many  valuable  lives  had  been  lost  for 
want  of  quarter  boata  in  the  new  fluah 


ships ;  indeed,  he  saw  an  instance  of  the 
kind  on  board  the  CohtmUne,  when  he 
had    the   honour   of  sailingi    under   Sir 
Thomas  Hardy ;  a  man  fell  overboard  and 
was  drowned,  who  might  have  been  saved, 
had  that  sloop  been  fitted  with  quarter 
boats.      The    poop    also,    was   sacrificed, 
which  was  a  most  important  part  of  the 
vessel ;  and  he  remembered  saOing  round 
Cape  Horn  during  the  equinox  in  a  sloop 
of  war,  which  would  not  have  weathered 
the  tremendous  sea  she  encountered,  or  have 
been  able  to  scud  with  safety,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  protection  which  the  poop 
afforded  her.     With  respect  to  the  Sur- 
veyor's frigates,  though  he  did  not  com- 
plain of  their  building  lines,  he  was  re* 
minded  of  one  roost  material  fault,  that  of 
not  proportioning  the  quantity  of  metal  to 
the  timbers  of  which  the  ship  was  built. 
First,  the  36-gun  frigate,  which  was  the 
Surveyor's  crack  class.    In  the  event  of  a 
war  with  a  great  naval  power,  after  the 
first  brush  and  general  action,  we  should 
expect  to  compel  our  enemy  to  keep  hb 
own  shores,  and  the  larger  vessels  would 
be  chiefly  occupied  in  blockadine,  but  nut 
so  the  frigates,   the  true  chivalry  of  the 
seas,  who  would  be  roaming  on  the  ocean 
for  the  protection  of  British  commerce,  and 
on  whom  chiefly  would  fall  the  task  of 
maintaining  the  honour  of  the  British  flag. 
It  was  roost  important,  therefore,  that  these 
vessels  should  be  fitted  up  in  the  most  effi« 
cient  manner  for  the  hour  of  actual  con* 
flict.    Now  compare   the  Pique  with  the 
Winchester,    The  Pique^  of  the  new  dass, 
was  1,636  tons  burden,  carrying  thirty-six 
guns,  32-pounders.  The  IFMcAesfer  1,487 
tonst  with  fifty-two  guns,  not  of  the  aama 
weight,  but  throwing  the  same  shot.   Now 
every  hon.  Gentleman  who  would  refer  to 
our  naval  history,  would  perceive  that  after 
our  frigates  once  got  alongside  their  enemy, 
the  battle  seldom  lasted  an  hour;  and  for 
so  short  a  time  the  fifty-two  guns  of  the 
Winchester    would  tell    more   eflTectively 
on    her    opponent    than    the    thirty-six 
guns  of   the    Pique,      The  same  obser* 
vation  applies    to   the    modem    twenty- 
six  •  gun   class   of   frigates.      Take    the 
Caryifori,  with  twenty-six  guns,  S2-poun- 
ders.     Her  tonnage  was  911,  whereas  the 
Belvidera^  of  forty-two  guns,  one  of  the 
old  class,  waa  but  946  tons,  being  only 
thirty-five  tons  diflference  but  having  six* 
teen  more  guns.    This  alteration  fiitt  took 
place  in  conieqoenceof  the  dassof  veswlswa 
were  caUed  on  to  compete  with  during  the 
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•Iteradon  was  neoesaarj,  but  he  did  not 
tihink  it  ought  to  be  carried  to  the  present 
extreme*  He  belieyed  one  of  the  Lords  of 
Admiralty  had  expressed  himself  favour- 
able to  the  adoption  of  the  screw  in  steam- 
vesKls,  but  he  was  also  of  opinion  that  the 
greater  space  now  given  in  the  orlop  deck, 
in  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  chain 
cables,  would  enable  them  to  apply  the 
screw  with  great  advantage  to  line.of- 
battle  ships,  as  they  would  now  have  ample 
room  for  the  machinery ;  and,  though  he 
did  not  expect  a  greater  propelling  power 
than  four  or  five  knots  an  hour,  yet  that 
would  be  of  the  greatest  value,  as  all  who 
were  acquainted  with  the  details  of  the 
battle  of  Trafalgar  would  readily  admit. 
Doubtless  it  might  be  said,  if  we  adopted 
the  plan,  the  French  and  other  Powers 
would  adopt  it  dso.     All  would  then  de- 

rd  on  the  skill  and  nerve  of  the  officers 
sommand,  and  he  hoped  the  British 
officers  would  do  their  duty.  He  would 
not  sit  down  without  expressing  his  great 
satisfaction  at  the  effi)rt8  which  the  Admi- 
ralty had  for  some  time  past  been  making 
to  increase  the  naval  force  of  this  country, 
and  particularly  our  steam  power.  The 
hon.  andgallantMember  concluded,  by  pay- 
ing a  high  compliment  to  the  late  Secretary 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  by  expressing  his 
confidence  that  his  successor  would  follow 
in  his  footsteps. 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  had  expressed 
their  gratitude  to  his  hon.  and  eallant 
Friend  for  bringing  forward  this  Motion, 
which  entitled  him  to  the  gratitude  of 
that  House  and  of  the  country.  He  was 
quite  certain  that  the  labours  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Commodore  on  that,  as  well 
M  on  other  occasions^  had  eminently  enti- 
tled him  to  the  gratitude  of  the  country, 
which,  beyond  a  doubt,  he  would  carry 
with  him.  The  country  would  be  deeply 
grateful  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  for 
bringing  forward  this  subject.  True,  it 
was  not  the  first  time  that  it  had  been 
before  that  House;  but  the  discussions  had 
formerly  been  conducted  in  such  a  manner 
that  no  good  had  resulted  from  them,  and 
out  of  doors  it  was  thought  that,  however 
they  might  fight  when  they  were  in  earnest, 
in  that  House  all  was  '^  sham  fighting." 
It  was  time  now  that  a  subject  of  this 
magnitude  should  be  taken  up  seriously ; 
it  was  one  on  which  the  public  felt  the 
greatest  interest,  for  the  naval  service  was 
the  loved,  the  favourite,  the  honoured  ser- 
Tioe  of  tUs  country,  and  no  sum  of  money 


could  be  voted  in  that  House  to  which  the 
public  would  object,  provided  that  it  were 
to  maintain  that  service.     In  it  they  beheld 
the  bulwark  of  their  country,  and  they  had 
ever  been  anxious  to  support  it  in  a  manner 
commensurate  with  the  great  interests  in« 
volved.     The  gallant  Commodore  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  had  condemned  a  great 
many  ships  in  his  own  peculiar  and  most 
forcible  manner.     In  his  opinion,  one  ship 
had  received  a  great  many  shots  in  her  hull, 
— he  meant  that  old  ship  ''The  Admiralty," 
and  he  did  not  think  that  she  would  readily 
recover  the  damage  which  she  had  received 
unless  those  who  manned  her  would  take 
upon  themselves  to  inquire  how  it  was  that 
so  much  money  had  been  wasted  in  the 
dockyards  of  this  country  in  the  building 
of  ships  that  were  absolutely  unfit  for  ser- 
vice.    He  had  listened  with  the  greatest 
surprise  to  the  charge  (and  he  should  never 
forget  it)  which    the  hon.    and   gallant 
Member  for  Westminster  (Captain  Rous) 
had  brought  against  the  dockyards.     The 
hon.  and  gallant  Captain  said,  that  he  be- 
lieved ships  had  been  built  in  those  dock- 
yards which  had  cost  one-tenth,  ay,  even 
one- eighth  of  the  national  debt,  and  which 
had  never  gone  and  were  never  fit  to  go  to 
sea.     That  was  the  declaration  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Captain,  who  had  obtained  for 
himself  great  renown  in  the  naval  service, 
and  whose  name  was  respected  wherever  it 
was  known.  That  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
always  spoke  his  mind  freely  m  that  House, 
and  every  one  had  the  advantage  of  under- 
standing what  he  meant  when  he  did  ad- 
dress  the  House.      With  regard   to  the 
Committee  for  which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member   for  Marylebone  had 
moved,  he  thought  that  the  appointment 
of  such  a  Committee  would  not  be  suitable 
to  the  emergency  that  existed ;  for  he  did 
not   believe,    if    a   Committee  were   ap« 
pointed,  that  it  would  be  possible  for  it  to 
arrive  at  any  practical  result.     Unless  they 
selected  Naval  Officers,  whom  could  they  get 
to  understand  the  subject  under  investiga* 
tion  ?     If  they  had  Naval  Officers,  most 
likely  they  would  be  jealous  of  one  another, 
and  in  all  probability  there  would  be  such 
serious  conflicts,  and  such  firing  of  broad* 
sides  from  one  side  of  the  Table  to  the  other, 
as  were  never  known  in  that  House  before. 
But  then  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Westminster  had  told  them  that  as  for  the 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  why  they  scarcely 
knew  one  ship  from  another ;  and  he  said 
it  in  such  a  manner  as  to  indicate  to  him 
(Mr.  Wakley)  that  there  were  some  of 
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tbem  wbo  scarcely  knew  a  three-decker 
from  a  Newcastle  collier.      If  that   were 
the  poeition  of  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty, 
he  really  did  not  think  that  promiscuous 
Members  of  that  House  were  likely  to  be 
in  a  much    more  enlightened  state  with 
regard  to  naval  architecture,  or  naval  capa- 
bilities and  resources.     He  really  did  think, 
therefore,  that  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee would  be  useless.     But  was  there 
to  be  no  inquiry  ?     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  opposite  who  had    addressed   the 
House  (Captain  Corry),  and  who  had  lately 
been  promoted  from  being  a  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  be  Secretary-^by  the  bye  he 
(Mr.  Wakley)  did   not  understand   such 
promotion  as  that  from  a  Lord  to  a  Secre- 
tary,— but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
''  Oh|  leave  it  to  us ;  leave  it  to  us ;  we'll 
make  it  all  right."    But  ha  thought  that 
they  had  left  it   to  them  too  long,  and 
leaving  it  to  them  had  resulted  in  all  the 
xpischtefs  and   evils   that   had  been  com- 
plained of*    The  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.   C.  Wood)  said,   ''  Leave  it  to  the 
Admiralty,"  too ;  but  the  hon.  Member— 
why  he  had  been  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  Secretaries  made  a  point  of  help- 
ing one  another.    They  said,  "  You  help 
us  when  we're  attacked,  and,  as  your  time 
roust  some  day  cume,  we'll  help  you  then." 
Not  in  so  many  words,  perhaps ;  but  there 
was  an  implied  engagement,  perfectly  well 
understood  between  the  interested  parties, 
ex-Secretary  on  one  side,  and  Secretary  on 
the  other  side.    The  question,  however, 
was  of  too  much  importance  to  be  got  rid 
of  in  that  way ;  for  he  felt  confident  after 
the  statements  of  Officers  in  that  House  of 
so  much  renown,  whose  names  were  identi- 
fied with  the  honour  and  glory  of  their 
country,  and  who  had  declared  that  their 
ships  were  built  in  such  an  outrageously 
bad  manner  as  to  be  a  disgrace  to  the  na- 
tion— after    those  statements  from    such 
gallant  and  disiinguished  men,  he  did  say 
that  the  people  of  England  would  require 
at  their  hands  a  complete  and  searching 
investigation.     Then,  if  that  investigation 
w«re  not  to  be  made  by  a  Committee, 
how  was  it  to  be  made?     Would  Govern- 
ment consent  to  a  Commission  ?    No ;  all 
was  to  be  left  to  the  Admiralty.  A  gallant 
Officer  had  alluded  to  the  experiments  that 
had  been  made  by  Sir  W.  Symonds:  but  he 
had  omitted  to  say  that  the  ships  that  went 
out  on  those  trials  had  noc  their  full  com- 
plement of  stores  and  provisions,  and,  con- 
sequently, that  they  did  not  draw  so  much 
water  as  if  they  had  been  on  actual  service, 


when  they  would  require  full  oomplancotf 
both  of  men  and  stores:  those  expeximents, 
then,    it  must  be  evident  to  every  one, 
could  not  be  regarded  as  fair.     The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  the  Member  for 
Ripon  (Sir  G.  Cockbum)»  a  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  bad  addressed  the  House   at 
some  leugth  with  regard  to  war  steamers ; 
'  and  he  confessed  that  be  had  never  heaid 
before  that  they  were  to  go  to  such  enor- 
mous expenses  in  building   steamers  that 
they  might  carry  four  guns,    two  at  the 
bowsj  and  two  at  the  stern ;  was  that  really 
the  case  ?     Because,  if  they  wer^  to  carry 
no  more  guns  than  four,  of  what  earthly 
utility  could  they  be,  if  they  encountered 
a  squadron  of  steamers  with  broadsides? 
A  quotation    had   been   made   from   the 
pamphlet  of  a  foreign  Admiral^  to  prove 
that  our  Steam  Navy  waa  in  an  effective 
and  powerful  condition  i  but  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  r^ad    that    extract 
know  that  the  olject  of  that  foieigu  Admiral 
being  to  create  a  great  steam  power  in  his 
own  country,  it  was  his  policy  to  overrate 
as  much  as  possible  the  force  of  a  country 
with  which  it  was  possible,  in  the  case  of 
war,  his  own  country  might  have  to  con- 
tend.   The  foreign  Prince  looked  Uuough 
the  wrong  end  of  the  telescope  in  order  to 
make  our  power  appear  to  his  country  even 
as  small  as  possible.     He  meant  that  he 
looked  through  the  right  side  of  the  teles- 
cope to  make  our  power  appear  as  small  as 
possible.     [Cries  of  "  Large«  large.     No ; 
small— small"]     Really,  they  were  very 
merry ;  but  they  were  mistaken*  and  he 
was  correct.     The  Prince  for  his  own  sake 
wished  to  ascertain  our  real  dimen^on^t 
but  he  got   his  countrymen  to  view  us 
through  the  telescope,  in  order  that  our 
power  might  appear  to  them  as  small  as 
possible.     [Reuemd  Laughter.]    Beallyi 
after  all,  they  were  right.    He  was  wrong ; 
he  meant  as  large  as  possible.      It  was, 
therefore,  vain  to  rely  on  such  testimony; 
it  was  our  duty  to  see  that  our  Navy  was 
put  into  the  must  perfect  and  efficient  state, 
and  to  put  a  stop  to  those  monstrous  prac- 
tices, and  the  recurrence  of  those  monstrous 
evils  which  had  been  so  forcibly  described* 
He  admitted  that  we  were  now  on  the 
road  to  Improvement,  but  we  moved  far 
too  slowly  in  it ;  and  he  agreed  with  his 
hon.   Friend   the  Member  for  Montrose, 
that,  whilst  all  other  countries  were  eagerly 
availing  themselves  of  the  aid  of  science, 
we  neglected  it  far  too  much,  and  ibaX  the 
re.establishm^nt  of  the  School  of  Naval 
Architecture  in  thia  country  waa  moat  de« 
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The^  Navjr  was  eyidentlr  nol  in 
ibe  condition  in  which  it  ou^ht  to  oe,  con- 
aideripg  the  situation  of  this  country.  A 
searching  inquiry  was  requidte,  and  whilst 
he  asked  his  hon.  Friena  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  for  a  Committee^  he  would  recom- 
mend him  to  move  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  a  Commission  might  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown  to  conduct  such  an 
inquiry ;  and  for  the  proper  construction  of 
such  a  Commission  and  due  fulfilment  of  itd 
duties,  the  Executive  Government  would 
be  responsible. 

Sir  CkarlesNapier  had  repeatedly  heard 
of  such  and  such  persons  being  described 
•s  good  debaters,  but  he  had  never  heard 
a  good  debater  who  had  indulged  in  per- 
verting language.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  had  done  so  with  regard  to  him. 
The  boo.  Member  had  said,  that  be  had 
tsken  down  bis  words.  The  hon.  Member 
had  asserted,  that  he  (Sir  C.  Napier)  bad 
condemned  all  the  ships  built  by  the  pre- 
sent Surveyor  of  the  Navy,  except  the  last 
class  of  three-deckers  and  the  18-gun 
brigs.  Now  ha  distinctly  denied  that  he 
haa  said  anvtbing  of  the  kind.  He  had 
aaid  that  all  the  three-deckera— and  be 
excluded  the  98*8— were  good.  That  all 
the  74's  were  good,  except  the  "  Forty 
Thieves."  He  had  said  that  the  60\  or 
two-deckers,  were  useless,  and  that  the 
32  and  the  28-gun  fri|^ates  were  good  for 
nothing.  He  also  said,  that  the  28-gun 
donkeys  were  good  for  nothing,  and  that 
the  10-gun  brigs  were  good  for  nothing. 
He  was  astonished  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Halifax  should  presume  to  put  words 
into  bis  mouth  which  he  declared  upon 
his  honour  he  did  not  use.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated »  that  he  had  praised 
the  16-gun  brigs,  and  the  56-gun  frigates, 
the  Vanguard  and  the  Vernon:  but  did 
he  auppose  that  be  (Commodore  Napier) 
was  not  capable  of  giving  Sir  W.  Sy. 
monds  praise  for  the  good  which  he  had 
effected,  because  be  had  found  fault  with 
other  matters.  It  never  was  bis  intention 
not  to  accord  the  fullest  praise  to  that 
Gentleman  whenever  he  thought  him  en- 
titled to  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
read  a  letter  which  be  bad  received  from 
the  master  of  the  Vanguard,  stating  that 
it  was  quite  absurd  to  sup|)0se  that  be 
bad  struck  down  two  guns  in  order  that 
Jack  might  have  a  ball-room  in  the  gaU 
lery.  It  was  quite  impossible  that  any 
naval  man  conld  do  anything  of  the  kind ; 
and  the   hon.  Gentleman  should   have 


known  that  before  he  had  thongbt  it  ne- 
cessary to  make  such  a  communication. 
The  bon.  Gentleman  next  said,  tha^  when 
he  (Commodore  Napier)  had  spoken  of 
the  expense  of  the  Rodney,  he  had  per- 
verted the  amount  by  transposing  67,000/. 
into  76,000/.  He  wished  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would,  whenever  be  brought  such 
charges  against  him,  be  more  accurate  in 
stating  what  he  did  say.  He  had  still  the 
notes  before  him  from  which  he  bad  stated 
the  amount,  and  he  found  in  it  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Rodney  put  down  at  76,448/. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  had  also  misunder- 
stood him.  The  gallant  Admiral  stated 
that  he  had  supposed  that  the  vessels 
called  the  "  Forty  Thieves"  were  in  good 
condition,  and  that  he  had  blamed  the 
Admiralty  for  cutting  them  down.  So 
far  from  having  done  so,  he  was  only 
attaching  blame  to  those  who  had  left 
them  so  long  in  their  original  state.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  was  per- 
fectly right  in  cutting  them  down,  as  he 
bad,by  doing  so,  succeeded  in  making  very 
good  frigates  of  them.  He  had  certainly 
found  fault  with  the  Queen  and  the  Albion, 
and  on  this  subject  he  should  repeat  that  he 
considered  the  trial  that  had  taken  place 
of  the  Queen  was  no  trial.  In  the  return 
there  was  not  a  favourable  thing  of  her 
said.  The  gallant  Admiral  said  these  mat- 
ters  were  open  to  competition ;  but  if  they 
were,  where,  he  asked,  was  there  an  instance 
of  it?  Suppose  that  any  one  individual 
bad  the  manufacture  of  all  the  silk  used  in 
the  kingdom,  and  that  another  individual 
had  the  manufacture  of  all  the  cotton  in  the 
country,  would  any  one  tell  him  that  these 
manufactures  would,  under  such  circum« 
stances,  have  ever  arrived  at  the  perfec- 
tion to  which  they  were  now  brought  ?  In 
the  same  manner,  if  the  Navy  Department 
had  been  open  to  general  competition  for 
a  number  of  years  past,  he  was  convinced 
that  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds 
would  have  been  saved  to  the  country. 
From  the  nature  of  the  Board  it  was  im« 
possible  but  that  some  neglect  or  mis- 
management should  take  place.  The 
gallant  Admiral  himself  could  not  pos- 
sibly attend  to  all  the  duties  that  devolved 
upon  him.  He  had  enough  to  do  before 
the  labour  of  the  Navy  Board  attached  to 
him,  and  he  had  now  also  got  the  steam 
department  to  attend  to.  So  that,  in  fact, 
if  be  could  cut  himself  into  pieces  it  would 
be  impossible  for  him  to  have  a  part  every- 
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where  where  be  was  rcqaired.  There  was 
ooe  other  sobject  on  which  he  wished  lo 
offer  a  few  renarki.  He  alluded  to  the 
Qaeeo'f  Tacht  He  belieted  it  waa  now 
generally  known  that  that  steamer  would 
not  tieer  within  eight  pointa  of  what 
ahoold  be  her  proper  courts*,  and  yet  her 
machinery  cost  a  sum  of  40,000/.,  accord- 
ing to  the  account  rnrnished  by  the  Ad- 
miralty. It  was  well  known  that  that 
Tachty  at  the  time  Her  Majesty  embarked 
in  her,  was  perfectly  and  completely  un- 
safe. She  could  not  be  relied  on  to  go 
within  eight  points  of  her  course,  accord- 
ing to  the  atatement  of  her  own  captain. 
They  were  also,  he  was  informed,  unable 
to  go  more  than  six  knots  an  hour  during 
the  eight,  because  her  crew  could  not  be 
accountable  for  her  machinery.  He  was 
not  quite  certain  as  to  the  precise  distance, 
but  he  thought  it  was  six  or  eight  knots 
an  hour,  and  he  beliered  it  was  the  former 
number. 

Sir  George  Cocibum  said,  it  was  con« 
aidered  by  the  Admiralty  wrong  for  any 
vessels  to  proceed  quicker  than  eight  knots 
an  hour  during  the  night  while  navigating 
the  North  Sea,  as  it  was  generally  covered 
with  colliers,  and  they  bad  accordingly 
issued  orders  to  that  effect. 

Sir  Charki  Napier  continued  to  say, 
that  the  same  operation  which  had  been 

Crformed  on  the  Queen  ought  also  to  have 
en  tried  on  the  Royal  Yacht,  in  order  to 
endeavour  to  increase  her  speed.  He  also 
hoped  that  Her  Majesty  would  not  again 
venture  on  board  her  yacht,  until  it  was 
first  ascertained  that  she  would  answer  her 
helm.  He  also  wished  to  explain,  that  he 
had  never  said  steamers  ought  to  be  made 
for  going  as  fast  as  they  possibly  could. 
On  the  contrary,  he  stated  that  he  thought 
they  should  be  well  armed,  and  that  speed 
ahould  not  be  their  only  qualification.  If 
a  man-of-war  came  op  to  an  enemy,  and 
found  that  she  was  not  able  to  6ght  her, 
then  it  was  her  duty  to  get  away  as  fdst  as 
she  could,  and,  therefore,  speed  was  roost 
desirable,  but  it  was  not,  he  repeated,  the 
onlv  point  to  be  considered.  No  attempt 
had  been  made  to  show  that  all  that  be 
had  stated  about  steam-vessels  was  not 
the  fact,  and  the  Admiralty  knew,  as  well 
as  be  did,  in  their  hearts  that  some  of  the 
ateam*vessels  in  the  Navy  were  not  worth 
anything.  The  Prince  de  Joinviile  wished 
to  do  in  Faance  precisely  what  he  (Com* 
modore  Napier)  bad  for  the  last  twenty 
jf  an  been  eodeivoaring  to  heve  effected 


in  this  coantrj,  Bamdy,  to  give  a  good 
steam  navy  to  the  empire,  and  he  tnated 
they  would  come  to  that  most  desirable 
result  at  last.  He  believed  he  had  ootbiog 
further  to  add  in  the  way  of  reply.  The 
gallant  Admiral  opposite  seemed  to  think 
that  he  (Commodore  Napier)  had  been 
rather  too  severe  upon  him ;  but  he  could 
assure  him  that  nothing  could  be  further 
from  his  intention  than  doing  so.  He 
knew  that  it  was  by  no  means  an  agree- 
able recreation  to  be  at  sea  in  the  month 
of  November ;  but  when  the  Governmeat 
took  the  trouble  of  sending  out  three 
three-deckers  and  a  ninety-gun  ship,  they 
ought  to  have  endeavour«l  to  stay  out  for 
some  time  longer  than  they  did,  in  order 
to  be  better  able  to  judge  of  the  merits  of 
the  vessels.  If  the  gallant  Admiral  bad 
kept  the  squadron  out  a  little  longer,  he 
might  perhaps  be  able  to  convince  bia  col- 
leagues that  the  Attum  was  a  good  ahip, 
and  thus  the  work  which  had  been  put  a 
stop  to  might  have  been  allowed  to  go  on 
for  some  time  longer.  It  seemed  to  be 
the  wish  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen  near 
him,  that  he  should  not  occupy  the  House 
longer  with  that  Motion.  Many  of  them 
wished  him  not  to  divide  upon  it,  and 
though  he  should  be  happy  to  yield  to 
whatever  he  saw  was  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  stilt  he  felt  satisfied  that  it  was  noc 
likely  that  any  decisive  step  would  be 
taken  by  the  Admiralty.  No  public  Board 
wished  to  show  forth  its  own  weakness, 
and  from  a  significant  shake  of  the  head 
which  he  saw  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  he  believed  it 
was  not  likely  that  a  different  coorae 
would  be  taken  in  the  present  instance* 

Mr.  C.  Wood  begged  to  explain  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  pervert  the  meaning  of 
what  any  hon.  Member  said,  or  to  find 
fault  with  any  particular  clau  of  vessels. 
It  was  quite  consistent  with  the  argument 
he  had  used  that  these  vessels  alluded  to 
should  have  a  good  character. 

The  House  divided.— Ayes  22;  Noea 
93:  Majority  61. 
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road  from  Greenwich  Colliery  to  Berwick 
Bridge.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa 
was  understood  to  say  that  the  latter  por- 
tion of  bis  Notice  only,  was  that  with 
which  he  intended  to  perseTere*  and  that 
though  some  objection  bad  been  threat- 
ened to  the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  the 
present  a  time  when  it  should  be  entered 
into. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know,  if  there  was 
any  exception  in  railway  matters  in  favour 
of  public  bodies,  or  whether  the  rule  ap- 
plicable to  Private  Bills  did  not  include 
cases  such  as  the  present.  He  could  not 
understand  under  what  Rules  of  the  House 
the  present  Motion  was  brought  forward. 

The  Speaker  said,  he  considered  the 
proper  course  to  take  in  the  present  in- 
stance was  to  apply  for  leave  to  bring  in 
the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  brought  in  for  the 
improvement  of  private  property,  and  must 
necessarily,  under  the  peculiar  circam- 
stances,  be  applied  for  by  Motion,  and  not 
by  Petition.  After  the  Bill  was,  however, 
brought  in,  and  read  a  first  time,  it  would 
in  all  future  stages  be  treated  as  any  other 
Private  Bills. 

Mr.  Hume  repeated,  that  he  could  not 
see  why  a  distinction  should  be  made. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  did  not  intend  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  one  part  of  the 
Motion  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  notice,  but,  if  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rightly,  he  only 
intended  to  press  that  part  of  his  Motion 
which  referred  to  the  construction  of  a  rail- 
way, and  to  that  he  entertained  the  most 
serious  objection.  He  was  perfectly  confi- 
dent that  if  the  Government,  or  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  was  aware  of  the  real 
nature  of  the  Bill  for  which  be  applied,  and 
of  the  evils  which  it  was  calculated  to 
inflict,  it  would  not  be  persevered  in.  He 
laid  a  statement  before  the  Board  of  Trade 
on  the  subject ;  and  he  trusted  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Secretary  of  that  body* 
would  pay  attention  to  what  he  now  bad 
10  observe.  It  was  well  known  in  that 
House,  that  the  Commissioners  of  Green- 
wich Hospital  were  possessed  of  consider- 
able properly  in  mines  and  other  estates. 
On  one  of  these  estates  in  the  North  of 
England,  an  extensive  coal  field  bad  been 
let,  a  number  of  years  ago,  to  some  indi- 
viduals who  had  worked  the  collieries 
without,  he  believed,  much  remuneration 
to  themselves.  They  now  thought  that  if 
they  could  obtain  a  Bill  permitting  them 
to  make  a  railroad  between   their  coal 
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Commissioners  or  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital.] Mr.  C  Hope  moved  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  enabling  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Greenwich  Hospital  to  grant 
leases  of  coal  and  minerals  for  forty- two 
ycars^  and  for  making  a  railway  or  tram- 
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fields  tod  Berwick  Harboor  they  could 
obtain  a  belter  aod  more  coovenieot  bar- 
boor  for  their  coals,  and  then,  that  which 
was  oow  a  loiiog  specolatioo,  would  torn 
oot  to  be  profitable.  He  had  oo  objectioo 
to  see  those  individoals  similarly  circom- 
staoced  as  other  adveoturers  who  em- 
barked in  the  working  of  mtoei,  aod  he 
admitted  that  they  had  a  right  to  eo«- 
dearour  to  obtain  acceu  to  the  best 
shipping  places;  but  he  did  say  they 
were  not  entitled  to  any  favour  or  prif i- 
leges  that  other  private  iodif  iduals  would 
not  be  shown.  The  hon.  Gentleman  by 
whom  the  Motion  was  brought  forward 
was,  be  should  be  permitted  to  lay,  en- 
tirely misinformed,  when  he  stated  that 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill  would  be  trifling. 
As  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  every  land- 
owner along  the  line  would  oppose  it. 
The  Corporation  of  Berwick,  who  were  the 
lords  of  the  manor  along  the  line  by  which 
it  was  intended  to  pass,  and  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  of  the  same  town,  were 
both  opposed  to  the  Bill.  It  was  quite 
true  that  it  was  intended  to  remove  a  lane 
to  a  better  position  behind  some  houses 
in  the  town,  but  that  was  oot  to  be  done 
uoder  the  authority  of  that  Bill,  but 
would  be  effected  by  virtue  of  ao  arraoge- 
nent  with  the  owners  of  the  property. 
The  compolsorv  power  sought  by  that 
Bill  would  eoable  the  Commisstooers  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  to  lay  that  railway 
for  a  coosiderable  distance  along  by  a 
public  road,  and  he  thought  much  incon- 
venience woold  arise  from  such  a  power 
being  vested  in  them.  He  was  perfectly 
certain  the  Government  would  not,  when 
they  learned  the  particular  circumstances 
of  the  case,  press  the  Bill  on  the  House. 

Mr.  Farster  expressed  his  entire  coo- 
eorreoce  in  the  observations  that  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
lait  addressed  the  House.  He  was  quite 
sure  if  the  Bill  had  been  investigated  pre- 
viously it  would  never  have  been  intro- 
duced. He  would  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther, if  referred  to  a  Committee,  the  Bill 
would  come  under  the  investigation  of  the 
General  Committee,  or  under  a  distinct 
Committee. 

The  Speaker  said  after  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  first  time,  it  should  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  oo  Private  Bills.  If  all 
the  Standing  Orders  were  complied  with, 
the  Bill  would  then  be  proceeded  with  in 
the  same  manner  as  any  other  private 
Bill,  and  it  should  afterwards  pass  through 


a  Committee  of  the  whole  Hova,  to  that 
it  would  be  perceived  no  specific  advao* 
tage  whatever  was  given  to  it  ia  allowiof 
the  present  Motioo. 

Mr.  Fortier  was  perfeedy  aatiafiod  thai 
after  the  House  had  investigated  tba  oiat* 
ter  they  would  ^find  that  all  the  observa- 
tions made  by  his  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Hinde)  were  perfectly  correct.  He 
could  not  understand  why  a  public  body, 
like  the  Commissioners  of  Greenwicb 
Hospital,  should  interfere  to  force  a  com* 
pulsory  railway  through  private  property* 
He  would  feel  it  to  be  his  doty  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  uolesa, 
indeed,  he  heard  much  stronger  reasons 
advanced  in  favour  of  it  than  aoy  which 
had  been  given  to  them  that  night. 

Mr.  Hodgem  said  he  would  much  pre* 
far  seeing  the  Bill  withdrawn  at  once,  as 
be  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  throwa  oot 
on  the  second  reading.  Two  public  bo* 
dies  had  been  in  coromuoication  with  him 
on  the  subject — namely,  the  Corporation 
of  Berwick  aod  the  Hsrbonr  Commis* 
doners  of  the  same  town,  and  both  ex* 
pressed  thamselves  decidedly  opposed  to 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  Brotkerien  said,  the  oppositioe 
to  the  Bill  appeared  to  htm  to  be  the  moal 
eitraordioary  he  had  ever  witnessed.  Ia 
fact,  the  nature  of  the  oppositioo  OOD* 
vinced  him  that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  io» 
troduced,  as  one  of  the  arguments  against 
it  was,  that  certain  large  coal  fields  had 
been  worked  for  a  considerable  time  at  a 
loss,  aod  that  the  proposed  railway  would» 
if  completed,  enable  the  parties  to  briog 
their  coals  to  a  better  market. 

Mr.  CoUeii  complained  that  the  origi* 
oal  Notice  of  Motion  was  for  a  Bill  to  en- 
able the  lessees  to  make  a  railroad ;  it  was 
now  proposed  that  the  CommiasKMiera  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  should  make  it.  He 
should  like  to  know  which  was  really  in* 
tended. 

Mr.  C.  Hope  replied.  He  said  he  did 
not  state  that  there  would  be  no  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill ;  but  that  there  would  be 
no  material  opposition  to  it  up  to  a  certain 
time.  During  last  year,  when  it  was  in- 
tended to  bring  the  Bill  forward,  the  Town 
Council  of  Berwick  did  not  express  any 
intention  of  opposing  it. 

I^ave  given. 

Emioratiov  —  Db.  Rolpm.]  Mr. 
Tkamefy  moved  for  a  copy  of  the  correa- 
poodence  between  Dr.  Rolph  and  the  Co- 
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lonial  Secretary,  and  between  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary  and  the  Governor  of  Trini- 
dad, relative  to  the  appointment  and  re- 
muneration of  Dr.  Rolph,  in  1843,  as  the 
agent  of  the  Government  of  Trinidad,  for 
the  removal  of  the  coloured  population  of 
Canada  to  that  Colony. 

Mr.  C.  Hope  had  no  particular  objec- 
tion to  the  production  of  the  correspond- 
ence, but  wished  to  pot  the  House  in  pos- 
•estion  of  the  general  facts  of  the  case.  In 
the  year  1843,  Dr.  Rolph,  who  was  then 
in  England,  on  business  relating  to  the 
North  American  Association,  with  which 
the  Doctor  was  connected,  and  which  had 
since  become  bankrupt,  was  engaged  by 
the  Governor  of  Trinidad,  at  a  salary  of 
200/.  a  year,  as  emigration  a^ent  in  Ca- 
nada for  Trinidad.  Dr.  Bo1ph,then  in  Eng- 
land on  hia  own  business,  was  expected 
to  return  soon  to  Canada,  but  did  not  do 
90  till  a  considerable  time  had  elapsed. 
But^  in  the  meantime,  an  intimation  was 
given  that  the  appointment  was  notallowed, 
whereon  the  Doctor  made  a  claim  for  heavy 
travelling  expenses,  &c.^  and  for  the  full 
year's  salary  of  200/.  though  the  Governor, 
who  engaged  him,  stated  that  he  was 
never  employed  to  go  to  Canada  expressly 
for  business  connected  with  Trinidad,  but 
that  it  was  all  along  understood  that  he 
was  about  proceeding  to  Canada  imme- 
diately on  his  own  business.  The  Doctor, 
who  did  not  go  there  for  six  months 
after,  and  who  had  never  procured  a  sin- 
gle emigrant  for  Trinidad^  then  made  this 
oeavy  claim.  It  was  thought  he  was  en- 
titled to  something,  and  the  sum  of  100/. 
was  awarded  to  him.  The  correspondence 
was  nearly  all  in  his  own  hands ;  he  could 
print  it  if  he  chose,  and  the  question  for 
the  House  was,  whether  under  these  circum- 
Btancea,  they  would  put  the  public  to  the 
expense  of  printing  it,  The  sum  offered 
the  Doctor,  but  with  which  he  was  not 
content,  was  100/. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Railway  CoMFAMiEs  Clauses  Cok- 
aoLiDATiOK  Bill.]  Lord  G.  Somerset 
moved  the  Order  of  the  day  for  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Companies  Clauses  Conso* 
lidation  Bill. 

Mr.  Aglionby  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  press  the  Committee  to-night. 
There  were  several  Clauses  requiring  ex- 
planation, and  which  could  not  be  satis- 
factorily disposed  of  so  hastily.    Many 


hon.  Members  were  absent  who  took  much 
interest  in  the  subject  of  these  Bills. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  had  sufficient  notice^  as  he  had 
on  the  previous  night  explained  the  course 
he  meant  to  take.  It  was  most  important 
that  these  measures  should  pass  speedily, 
or  they  could  not  be  carried  at  all  during 
the  present  Session.  He  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  the  hon.  Member  would  consent 
to  their  passing  this  evening  ihrouc^h  Com. 
mitteCy  and  when  the  Report  was  brought 
up  on  Wednesday  next^  he  (Lord  G.  So« 
merset)  would  be  happy  to  give  every 
opportunity  for  explanation  and  amend* 
ment.  The  Clauses  embraced  no  new 
principles.  They  were  nearly  all  Clauses 
taken  from  oth^r  Bills,  some  of  them  mo- 
dified and  simplified,  and  the  only  thing 
new  in  the  Bill  immediately  before  them 
was  the  Arbitration  Clause,  which  allowed 
parties,  in  cases  op  to  a  certain  quantity  of 
land,  to  decide  by  Arbitration  instead  of 
going  before  a  Jury.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  reiteratmg  his  disposition,  by 
private  communication  or  otherwise,  to  do 
everything  in  his  power  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth,  but 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
sent to  go  into  Committee  to-night. 

Mr.  Aglionby  said,  one  of  his  objections 
to  these  Bills  was  that  the  railway  com- 
panies were  not  compelled  to  adopt  these 
Bills,  but  they  had  power  to  adopt  one  or 
other,  or  parts  of  all,  without  taking  any 
one  complete.  He  also  objected  to  each 
of  the  Bills  referring  to  Clauses  contained 
in  the  other  Bills,  and  thought  that,  even 
at  the  risk  of  repetition,  each  Bill  ought  to 
be  made  complete  in  itself,  by  containing 
all  the  Clauses  which  it  enacted. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  said,  the  first  point 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  had  al- 
ready engaged  his  attention,  and  he 
should  endeavour  to  embody  the  sugges- 
tion in  the  Bills. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought  the  whole  Bills 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
upstairs,  consisting  chiefly  of  Gentlemen 
of  the  legal  profession.  If  that  were  done, 
he  was  sure  many  of  the  Clauses  would  be 
considerably  modified  ;  as  an  example,  he 
might  instance  the4 1  st  Clause  in  the  second 
Bill,  which  required  that  where  a  railway 
crosses  a  public  footpath  a  convenient  as- 
cent and  descent  should  be  founded  by  the 
railway  company  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  public  in  crossing  the  railroad  by 
this  footpath.     He  was  aware  that  this 
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Clause  was  not  a  new  one ;  and  he  woald 
tell  the  Home  how  it  worked.  In  one  case 
with  which  he  was  acquainted ,  the  railway 
crossed  a  public  footpath  in  a  letel  field. 
The  railway  was  some  twenty  feet  above 
the  le?el;  and  the  convenient  ascent  and 
descent  provided  by  the  company  was  a 
ladder  at  one  end  for  the  public  to  go  up, 
another  at  the  other  end  for  them  to  go 
down.  He  merely  gave  that  as  an  illus- 
tration of  his  objection  to  the  way  in  which 
the  Clauses  were  worked.  When  the  pro- 
per time  came,  he  should  certainly  en- 
deavour to  have  some  Clause  more  strin- 
gent introduced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  the  present  Clause, 

Mr.  Howes  wished  to  know  how  it  was 
proposed  that  these  Acts  were  to  be  made 
to  apply  to  Private  Bills — whether  they 
were  to  be  rendered  compulsory  or  not? 

Lord  6.  Somerset  said,  that  question 
had  not  escaped  his  attention.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  it  should  be  compulsory 
on  railway  companies  to  adopt  them  as 
model  Bills.  But  this  was  considered  by 
others  to  be  too  hazardous  an  experiment 
at  first ;  and,  therefore,  what  be  proposed 
to  do  was,  that  the  Bills  should  be  formed, 
and  then  that  by  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House,  the  Committees  on  Private  Bills 
should  report  to  the  House  whether  these 
Bills  had  been  incorporated  by  the  com- 
panies or  not. 

Mr.  Hawes  could  not  conceive  a  course 
more  liable  to  objection  than  this.  If 
the  Government  really  had  confidence 
in  their  own  Bills,  they  ought  to  render 
them  compulsory ;  but  the  course  which 
was  proposed  to  be  taken  showed  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  no  confidence  in  the  mea. 
auret  he  was  himself  recommending. 

Lord  6.  Somerset  bad  every  confidence 
in  the  general  outline  of  the  Bills,  as  he 
had  no  doubt  that  if  they  were  once 
passed  by  the  House,  ninety-nine  out  of 
every  hundred  Railway  Companies  would 
be  but  too  happy  to  incorporate  these 
Clauses  into  their  Bills.  But  if  it  should 
be  the  opinion  of  the  House  that  these 
Bills  ought  to  be  made  compulsory,  he 
should  not  be  very  sorry ;  though,  for  the 
reasons  he  bad  given,  he  did  not  think 
proper  to  recommend  it  in  the  present 
instance. 

Mr.  Wakley  thought  that  these  Bills 
ought  to  be  referred  to  the  consideration 
of  a  Select  Committee  up  stairs*    Consi* 


dering  the  object  these  Bills  were  in- 
tended to  fulfil,  was  it  possible  they  could 
be  satisfactorily  carried  through  the 
House  without  being  subjected  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee?  Ought  not 
these  Bills»  which  were  intended  to  save 
the  public  expense,  and  to  save  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  to  be  made  perfect  as  model  Bills, 
and  ought  they  not  afterwards  to  be  made 
compulsory?  He  was  sure  the  gentlemen 
of  the  learned  profession  would  not  object 
to  serve  on  such  a  Committee  as  that  pro- 
posed, and  he  would  undertake  to  serve 
on  it  himself,  for  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  speeches  of  the  learned  gentlemen 
would  be  compressed  within  a  reasonable 
length. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  said,  if  the  Bills  were 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee,  it  was  clear 
they  would  be  of  no  use  during  the  pre« 
sent  Session.  It  was,  therefore,  for  the 
House  to  determine  whether  they  would 
take  the  Bills,  with  such  emendations  as 
m*ght  be  suggested  in  the  House,  without 
sending  them  to  a  Committee  up  stairs, 
or  whether  they  would  give  them  up  for 
the  present  Session.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  there  was  something  like  a  contra- 
diction in  the  opinions  of  the  gentlemen 
opposite ;  one  Member  contending  that 
the  Bills  ought  to  be  made  compulsory, 
and  another  arguing  that  the  Clauses 
were  so  imperfect  that  they  ought  not  to 
be  passed  at  all. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  the  great  evil  of  which 
they  had  at  present  to  complain  was,  that 
one  railway  company  modelled  their  Bill 
upon  that  of  some  preceding  company, 
with  the  alteration  of  certain  words,  which 
appeared  at  first  to  be  unimportant,  but 
which  aflected  the  whole  legal  bearing 
of  the  clauses.  He,  therefore,  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  it  was  of  great  im- 
portance that  model  claasea  should  be 
framed,  not  by  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House,  which  he  thought  was  the  most 
unfit  tribunal  that  could  be  selected  ;  but 
that  they  should  be  settled  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  Government,  with  the  advice 
and  concurrence  of  their  law  oflieers,  and 
that  then  they  should  be  applicable  to  all 
railways.  The  noble  Lord  said  there  waa 
a  diflBculty  in  the  way  of  making  theee 
Bills  compulsory,  but  he  did  not  eay 
wherein  the  difficulty  lay.  He  was  sort 
it  did  not  lie  on  the  part  of  the  poUie* 
Take  the  case  of  landownera  for  exaasple* 
If  there  wu  one  clear  uniform  model  Bill 
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by  wbieh  railway  companies  would  be  au- 
tnorised  to  purchase  land,  the  landowners 
would  not  need  to  seek  after  the  Private 
Bill.  They  could  at  once  refer  to  the 
model  and  see  how  they  would  be  affected 
by  the  operation.  But  if  these  Bills  were 
not  compulsory ,  the  owners  of  land  through 
which  the  railway  passed^  would  never 
know  whether  the  Company  had  adopted 
this  model  Bill  or  not ;  and  they  would 
be  put  to  as  much  trouble,  expense,  and 
inconvenience  as  they  were  at  present. 

Mr.  Wakley  wished  to  know  if  the  Law 
OflScers  of  the  Crown  had  been  consulted 
in  the  framing  of  these  Bills? 

Lord  G.  Somerset  saiJ  that  they  had 
not ;  but  they  had  been  submitted  to  a 
very  competent  Officer  of  this  House.  He 
saw  that  it  was  impossible  in  tlie  present 
feeling;  of  Gentlemen  opposite,  of  which 
he  did  not  complain,  to  pass  the  Bills 
through  Committee  to-night.  How  far  it 
might  be  in  his  power  afterwards  to  render 
them  compulsory,  he  could  not  at  present 
say.  For  himself,  as  he  had  said,  he  was 
rather  of  opinion  they  ought  lo  be  com- 
pulsory. He  thought,  therefore,  it  would 
be  the  most  judicious  course  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  progress ;  and  by 
Monday  next,  if  not  sooner,  he  woald  in- 
form the  House  whether  he  would  render 
the  Bills  compulsory  or  not. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
•gain. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  eleven 
o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  February  14,  1845. 

lffnrfjTBB.1  Pcrmows  PRVMiirTBO.  By  Marquess  of 
NoniiMibyt  ftom  Public  MeeUng  held  in  Exeter  Hall,  for 
■dopring  MeMuxes  for  the  Promotion  of  Health  in  large 
Towns. 

Health  op  Towns.]  The  Marquess  of 
Normanby  presented  a  petition,  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  last  evening,  relative 
to  the  interesting  and  important  subject  of 
the  health  of  large  and  populous  towns. 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  enter  into  any 
details  upon  that  subject  on  the  present 
occasion,  as  it  was  rather  his  wish  to  place, 
at  as  early  an  opportunity  as  was  afforded 
hipi«  before  their  Lordships  the  views  of 
the  petitioners  as  detailed  at  a  meeting 
held  at  Exeter  Hall,  in  the  month  of  De- 
cember last — a  meeting  which  was  most 
numerously  attended,  in  spite  of  the  severity 
of  the  weather,  and  the  dead  season  of  the 
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year  at   which  it   was  assembled.      The 
meeting  was  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
there  ought  to  be  no  delay  in  applying  a 
remedy  to  the  great  evils  which  were  de- 
scribed to  exist  with  respect  to  the  drainage^ 
and  other  precautionary  measures,  adopted 
in   large  and   populous  to'vns ;    and  the 
object  of  the  petitioners,  on  the  one  hand, 
was  to  stimulate  the  Legislature  to  adopt 
such   measures  as  were  necessary  to  pro- 
mote the  sanatory  condition  of  towns ;  or, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  Government  was 
disposed  to  interfere  in  this  respect,  then 
the  Association  expressed  its  desire  to  assist 
such  interference  by  removing  the  miscon- 
ceptions which  existed  relative  to  the  mea- 
sures necessary  to  be  adopted ;  and  also  by 
overcoming  the  local  objections  put  forward 
in  the  various  towns  which  would  be  af- 
fected by  them,  so  as  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  enforce  a  complete  legislative  re- 
medy to  this  great  evil.     Having  observed 
the  gracious  intimation   relative  to    this 
subject  which  was  conveyed  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne }  and  having  also  seen 
the  Report  which  had  been  prepared  re- 
specting the  Health  of  Towns — but  which 
was  not  yet  in  the  hands  of  many  of  their 
Lordships — that  statement  did  contain  such 
a   variety  of  important  information,  and 
such  a  number  of  important  recommenda- 
tions, that  any  person  wishing  to  express 
an   opinion  on   the  subject  it  treated  of, 
would  naturally  desire  some  time  to  make 
himself  acquainted  with  its  contents.     Dis- 
missing, therefore,  with  these  remarks  the 
subject  of  the  petition,  he  should  confine 
himself  for  the  present  to  merely  asking  a 
question  of  his  noble  Friend  opposite,  with 
respect  to  one  particular  evil  stated  by  the 
petitioners  to  exist  in  populous  towns,  and 
which  had  not  in  any  way  been  alluded  to 
in  the  Report  to  which  he  referred.     He 
meant  the  abuse  which  at  present  was  ob- 
servable with  respect  to   burial  societies. 
It  was  stated  in  the  petition  which  he  had 
to  present,  that  the  greatest  proportion  of 
sickness  existing  in  great  towns,  fell  upon 
persons  between  the  ages  of  twenty  and 
forty  years ;  or,  in  other  words,  upon  those 
whose  exertions  were  most  necessary  for 
the  support  of  their  families.     It  was  also 
stated,  that  a  very  great  mortality  existed 
amongst  infants,  which  was  attributed  to 
the  very  extensive  sale  of  a  noxious  com- 
pound, partaking  principally  of  the  ingre- 
dient of  opium,  which  was  administered  to 
them  under  the  name  of  Godfrey's  Cordial, 
or  Quieting  Syrup,  of  which  one  druggist 
alone  was  stated  in  a  respectable  medical 
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joqfnal  collftTe  idU  n  gdlopiiii  the  eoone 
of  one  d«y.  There  were  abo  other  circqoi* 
iMIices  to  be  ukea  in  conneuon  with  this 
tuhjectt  nod  which  were  deterring  of  no* 
tice.  Man/  of  the  children  in  tbeie  popu* 
loo«  towns  were  nwde  memben  of  burial 
(lube  at  the  time  of  their  birth,  a  conaider- 
able  proportion  of  them  being  entered  on 
Iho  hooki*  of  more  than  one  of  these  aode* 
ties ;  a  practice  of  wbirb  he  had  informed 
himself,  and  wbieh  ha  could  stale  of  his 
pwo  knowledge  went  on  to  a  very  conu* 
derable  eitent.  Within  the  last  two  days 
he  bad  beard  a  statement  from  a  cleigj* 
map  who  was  cogniaant  of  the  fact;  a 
lid/  had  intended  to  call  upon  a  person  in 
the  humbler  walks  of  life,  for  the  purpose 
iHT  condoling  with  her  upon  (he  death  of 
her  infant ;  and  on  mentioning  her  inten<« 
tion  to  another  femalej  the  latter  replied, 
— *'  Oh«  it's  a  very  fine  (or  good)  thing  for 
her;  for  ibe  ebild  was  in  two  burial  so* 
eteties.*'  It  was  an  abuse  of  words  to 
asiert  that  such  pra^ices  and  such  senti- 
ments as  these  tended  to  brutalife  the 
lower  classes ;  for  the  hmtes'  instinct  taught 
them  to  protect  their  ofispriof ;  whereas  it 
required  intellect  to  speculate  in  the  manner 
described  upon  hgroan  life ;  and,  in  many 
^ne*,  this  species  of  speculation  amounted 
to  murder.  He  fonnd  by  the  burial  society 
rrgulatioos  that  it  was  necessary  for  a  child 
to  be  sixteen  weeki  old  before  it  was  en* 
titled  to  the  benefit  of  the  club  \  lo  that  a 
child,  when  it  arrived  st  the  age  of  four 
months,  might  reap  the  benefits  of  a  btirial 
society,  and,  consequently  became  an  object 
pf  speculation  to  its  parents.  He  begged 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  expediency  of  instituting  some  regula- 
tion bv  which  a  child  should  be  prohibited 
from  being  a  member  of  more  than  one 
burial  society,  thus  rendering  it  impoisible 
for  the  parents  to  reap  any  benefit  by  its 
becoming  entitled  to  mortuary  allowances. 
Another  evil  to  which  be  desired  to  draw 
attention  was  the  practice  of  speculating 
on  other  penotis*  lives.  He  thought  no 
onOf  not  connected  by  family  ties,  or  not 
having  a  direct  interest  in  another  penam's 
life,  ouglit  to  be  allowed  to  speculate  either 
npim  the  ehances  of  its  existence,  or  rather 
upon  bis  burial ;  whereaa  be  understood  it 
was  a  common  practice  to  ppecuhte  upon 
nnbealtby  lives  ov  occupations  in  the  form 
of  burial  dubs.  Another  clergyman  had 
stated  to  him  a  caie  wherein  the  parents  or 
nearest  relatives  of  a  transported  convict 
addressed  a  letter  to  him  whilst  he  was  on 
kit  way  19  0  |IIhJ  taitlevteut,  bidding  him 


eood  hve.  remiadins!  him  that  diev  had  hmis 
his  name  on  |he  burial  duk  and  fMring 
htm,  in  case  anything  tianq;mred  (meaning 
if  he  died  on  his  voyage  out),  to  be  sure  to 
take  eare  and  let  them  know.  Now,  the 
cases  to  which  he  had  referred  were  only 
cne  class  of  the  evils  ari4ngfrom  the^atem 
described.  It  had  latterly  been  applwd  to 
adults  in  the  mode  he  had  described ;  bo| 
the  bulk  of  the  evils  which  it  genen|te4 
fell  upon  the  infant  population.  He  wished^ 
with  reference  to  this  subject,  to  ask  hie 
noUe  Friend  opposite  if  toe  GovfmaiieBt 
had  taken  the  subject  into  eonaideratioil  t 
and  if,  in  consequence,  be  might  entertain 
any  hope  that  a  measure  respecting  it 
would  be  prcMDoeed  to  the  Legislature  during 
the  present  Sesnon  ?  If  such  should  not 
be  the  intention  of  the  Government,  he 
would,  although  fully  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culty with  which  any  measure  not  faiough| 
forward  by  Ministers  always  met  with,  en- 
deavour to  introduce  tome  remedy  for  the 
evils  of  which  the  petitioners  eomplained. 
In  presenting  the  petition  he  could  only 
repeat  the  expresnon  of  grmtl6cation  whi^ 
he  had  already  uttered  with  respect  to  what 
had  occurred  on  this  subject  since  the 
meeting  at  which  it  was  prepared  was  held. 

The  Duke  of  Bueeleuek  said,  tha  sub. 
Jeet  of  the  petition  presented  by  his  noble 
Friend  was  one  wbieh  had  eome  under  the 
serious  consideretion  of  Government,  II 
was  one,  however,  of  great  diflculty  as  to 
the  power  of  devising  means  to  check  tho 
evils  of  the  practices  referred  to,  nor  eeiild 
he  hold  out  any  prospect  of  a  legislative 
check  being  found  to  restrain  those  abuses. 
Tlie  subject  was,  however,  still  under  the 
consideretion  of  Government,  it  being  the 
aniious  desire  of  Ministere  to  devise  some 
means  to  stop  the  evils  complained  of  j  at 
the  same  time,  whilst  the  mischievous  ef- 
fects of  burial  societies  were  admitted,  thsy 
were>  tlooffh  liable  to  abuse,  productive  of 
great  relier  to  a  large  clan  of  neraonf. 

Lord  Campbell  said^  that  it  any  legisla* 
tive  measure  of  the  kind  was  intended  hf 
Government,  it  would  be  well  that  they 
should  take  into  their  serious  consideretion 
the  subject  of  insurance  upon  Uvea,  Ha 
vras  shocked  to  say  there  had  hsppensd 
within  his  own  knowledge  an  instance 
where  an  insurance  had  been  eQeeted  on  % 

Crson*s  life,  and  a  murder  had  af^rwards 
en  committed  on  the  peraon  so  insured* 
He  knew  not  whether  the  Legislature  could 
reach  such  a  case  as  this  or  not,  but  wben 
the  subject  of  the  petition  came  under  the 
considfration  of  Government  be  trusted  it 
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WPuId  not  bit  Held  univo^tliy  of  tbp  at^n- 
^on  pf  Mini^t^r^  ^  ^^  if  ooiifp  mi^ps 
8pul4  RQt  be  devise4  to  prey^at  persons 
fVof^  inspnng  ai^y  liFes  e](p^p(  those  ip  the 
di)ratipi)  of  wh^cb  they  bfl4  &  A^^P  i^nd 

PetitioQ  readj  and  order^  to  lie  oi)  the 

The  l^afqi|es8  pf  fformanbi^  beggpd  to  giye 
qptioQ  pf  bis  intention  to  move  at  some 
ffityre  day  between  the  present  time  and 
faster  for  ^  I^tnm  of  the  nam^  pf  the 
ifldivjdual  appointed  (o  the  post  pf  Deputy 
In4pecM)r  of  (he  Cpnst^bulary  Fprce  ip 
Ireland*  He  did  not  ip  malting  tbi0  Mp- 
tipn  meap  to  cas(  apy  ipyidiops  reflection 
i)ppi|  the  gentleman  who  bad  b^^n  nomi- 
n^M  tp  the  ppst,  a^  he  waa  np  dogbt  an 
e^ciept  and  trnstwqrtby  perspp ;  but  bis 
only  vri^b  was  to  ascertain  whether  ^\\e 
Irifib  (jipv^min^pt  had  proceeded  ip  making 
thji  appointmept  upon  the  principle  wbi^b 
be  ba4  ^tablished  whepb^  had  thehopppr 
Q^  beipg  ilord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
D^roply^  of  leaving  the  promotion  in  the 
con^tJibulary  force  of  tht|t  kingdom  ^^  (h^ 
dispositipp  of  thp  JuQr(\  Lieutepant,  upop 
tbe  |»pQm(P^P^<^t|pn  of  thp  Ipspectoi  Gep- 
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HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
ffiday^  February  14,  1845. 

Hl^pflK*.]  ^wntiqtin  Psf iHTio.  By  Mf.  Hiitt,  fftm 
G«tei)ie|Ml.  (br  pemoval  of  Jewiih  PiMbi^ties.  ~  By 
VMeoimt  CUve,  from  Pariih  of  Tremeirchion,  county  of 
Flint*  afainst  the  UnioB  of  St.  Anqph  and  Bangor. — By 
Iff.  Hawes,  frqni  Anti-^Iavery  Sodety,  for  EnoQumga- 
iDant  qf  Ffw-habout  produce.  —  By  Mr.  Darby,  Lord 
4UM  Hervey,  and  Colonel  Wyndham,  from  3  place*  in 
the  County  of  SuMtx,  for  Agricultural  Belief  ftoin  Tax- 
atiiHi'— By  Colooel  Sibtbprp,  frpm  Attofneya  and  othcn, 
of  fi^qiford,  for  Repeal  of  the  Stainp  Du^  on  Attor- 
neya'  Certiflcateaf  By  Mr.  Stuart  WorUey,  from  Coal 
Pibpiicton  of  Vorkahire,  for  Repeal  of  Export  Duty  on 
Co||lf.r-4y  Iff*  P-  Craig,  and  Mr.  Maaau|ay,  from  Paper 
Iffigpfaptoww  ai)d  otbeia,  of  Edinburgh,  agaiaat  the 
Du^  on  Paper.  —  By  Mr.  T-  Dunoombe,  fh>m  James 
ClailCf  of  ChepatoVf  oonplahdng  of  deddon  of  Loeal 
Pnminifri(WfCT  lelatlng  pn  the  Byoperty  Tax«— By  ^r. 
yitf^d),  from  Soap  ManullKtiirert,  a^unst  the  Duty  on 
So^ — By  Mr.  Roebuck,  from  Metropolitan  Buildora, 
aiul  by  Mr.  T.  Duooombe,  from  Clericenwell*  againit  tfw 
yifltdam  puty.— Py  Mr.  Mfaaais  Sjutton,  frofu  Cam- 
Mdfp,  VJH'^  ^  present  Poor  Lfwi.  —  By  Colond 
Sibthorp,  from  Lineoln,  against  the  Insolvent  Debtors 
Ad.-'By  Mr.  0.  Rassed,  from  Phystdaas  and  others,  of 
flei^llBg,  |iy  Iff.  S.  Crawford*  from  Rodidalc,  Mr. 
W||lry,  fton)  Qeiieral  Mpdtoal  Practitioners,  Mr.  Bar- 
d^r>  pom  Supderland,  Mr.  Dodd,  from  Maidstone,  Sir 
J.  Hannar*  from  Kingstoo-upon-HuU,  Mr.  W.  Patten* 
ttpt^  Ulveritaiiy  apd  Cokmd  lloIlestoQ,  from  Notting- 
ham, gainst  the  Medical  Practice  Bill  (184i).~By  Mr. 
Bright,  from  Durham,  and  Mr.  Sanderson,  from  Colchet- 
ler.  afilMt  lamtaie  of  Naval  tml  MiUUry  Sitablifh< 


mentf.— By  Mr.  T.  Duneombe,  from  Joseph  Mainni, 
for  Inquiry  mto  the  Post-OflBce.— By  Mr.  Bright,  from 
County  of  Unooln*  for  diminishing  the  number  of 
Public  Houses. — By  Mr.  Hawes,  ftom  British  and  Fv- 
dgn  Anti-Sbivery  Sodety,  for  the  Abolition  of  Slavery. 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Turkey.] 
Dr.  Potpringj  seeing  the  right  bon.  fiaro- 
pet  in  bis  pl^pp,  would  put  the  question 
of  which  he  had  given  notice  on  a  former 
evening,  iq  fefereace  tq  the  Commercial 
Treaty  with  ^be  Ottoman  Empire.  When 
th^lt  epmmeroial  Treaty  wa9  entered  inia 
with  the  Porte  duties  had  been  imposed 
on  the  import  and  export  of  goods  by  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  subjects,  throughout 
the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  the  equivalent 
whiph  was  given  them  was  the  abolition 
of  the  monopolies  of  goods  which  left  open 
the  interior  of  the  Tprl^ish  Empire,  Under 
that  Treaty  British  merchants  were  em« 
powered  tx)  import  at  3/.  per  cent,  ad  var 
lorem.  Since  then  ther^  bad  b^n  an  ndr 
ditional  impost  )^?ied  to  the  extent  of  9 
per  (sent,  wbieb  was  not  authorised  by 
the  Treaty,  mal^iiig,  in  all,  12  per  cent 
upon  our  imports.  Otber  parties  trading 
thither  stood  in  a  difibrent  siiiiatiop,  and 
re8te4  their  eKemptipn  from  so  bigb  a  rata 
of  dqtjes  upop  ptber  i»nsideratioqSi  and 
tbey  imported  or  exported  al  a  rate  of  3/, 
per  eent.  iniv.ard9  apd  outwards,  The 
question  which  be  wished  to  put  to  the 
right  bon.  Paron^t  was,  whetber  any 
eAeptive  measures  bad  been  talmn  to  placa 
British  subjects  of  Her  Miyesty  trading  to 
the  liovant  on  a  level  with  other  eubj^^ 
trading  to  that  part  of  the  worbi? 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  GQ^ernment 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  Commercial  Treaty  bad  been 
carried  into  execution.  There  were  sub* 
jects  of  some  oountries  which  were  en- 
tiled to  privileges  that  British  spbjects 
did  not  possess,  and  with  which  we  coiild 
not  meddle,  although  there  was  an  article 
in  the  Treaty  which  provided  that  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty  119  the  Turkish  Empira 
should  be  upen  tbe  footing  of  the  most 
favoured  nations.  There  were  now  pend- 
ing negociations  upop  thia  subjeqt  by  the 
Porte  and  tbe  British  Minister,  an4«  as  of 
course,  this  was  a  step  towards  a  better 
pnderstanding  upon  the  subject  of  these 
duties  with  thp  Porte,  the  bon,  Member 
would  be,  perhaps,  gratified  to  learn,  that 
the  subject  of  these  duties  had  not  been 
oferlooked  by  the  British  Government 

Dr.  Bowring  wished  to  ask  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  if  it  was  his  intention  to  place 
the  Papers  on  this  subject  before  the 
House  P 
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Sir  R.  Ped  said,  when  the  aegocution 
wilt  oaoclu'led  be  tboiild  hare  no  objectiiNi 
to  do  so. 

Subject  at  an  end« 

FfNi5rci4L  STATunsrr— Tbb  Bitdget.] 
The  Hoaae  in  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Me^ns. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  nid.  Mr;  Greene,  al- 
though. Sir.  I  have  had  considerable  ex- 
peri  ^-n-^  in  the  discharge  of  oflScial  duties, 
and  althouirh  I  hare  frequently  had  occa- 
siim  to  addresa  tbb  House  on  matters  of 
irreat  public  concern,  yet  I  cannot  approach 
the  difcusflioo  oi  that  subject  which  I  am 
DOW  called  upon  to  discuss  without  threat 
anxiety,  and  without  a  deep  consciousness 
how  imperfect  and  inadequate  »ill  be  the 
explanation  which  I  shall  be  enabled  to 
gire.  But,  Sir,  though  I  rise  under  some 
diaadrantace,  from  the  period  of  the  year 
at  which  this  statement  will  be  made,  yet, 
after  the  announcement  contained  in  the 
Sprceb  from  the  Throne,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ooremment  meant  to  propose  a 
eontinuance  of  the  locome  Tax  for  a  fur- 
ther limited  period,  we  felt  that  we  had 
no  altcmatire— whatever  night  be  the 
prooedmts^  and  whaterer  might  be  the 
ordinary  course  as  to  financial  statements 
«*bot  at  the  earliest  day  to  submit  to  the 
House  and  the  couotry  the  general  riews 
of  Her  Majesty's  Goreroment  Hiih  respect 
to  our  financial  position  and  our  future 
commercial  piHcy.  Sir,  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  present  to  the  House  a  general  view  of 
the  present  financial  position  of  the  coun- 
try ;  to  make  an  estimate  of  the  probable 
Berenne ;  and  to  discuss  the  great  question 
^whether  it  be  consistent  with  the  public 
interest  that  the  present  amount  of  expen- 
diture should  be  retained,  or  whether  it  be 
not  fittinff  that  there  should  be,  in  respect 
of  some  important  branches  of  the  Public 
Serrioe,  an  increased  rote  beyond  the  ex- 
penditure of  preceding  years.  If  the  House 
should  entertain  that  proposition  for  the 
ressiNis  which  I  shall  aaduce,  it  will  then 
be  incumbent  on  me  to  propose  for  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  wnether  it  he 
fitting  that  that  increased  expenditure 
shall  be  made  from  the  ordinary  sources  of 
Revenue,  or  whetlier  it  be  more  advisable 
that  that  Tax  imposed  in  the  year  1842  on  ' 
Property  and  Income  shall  becootinned  for 
a  further  limited  period^  for  the  double 
purpose  of  itroviding  efficiently  for  the  ex- 
igencies of  the  Public  ^^rvice.  and  for 
enabling  Parliament  to  reduce  aod  repeal 
other  taxes  bearing  more  immediately  on 


the  industry  and  cnmnietrial  CBteqpise  of 
the  OMBmimity.  Sir.  1  aa  eoovioeed,  as 
the  one  hand,  that  thn  Heoae  wOl  dnlr 
appreciate  tiie  magBitade  of  the  task  whieb 
I  thus  undertake,  and  dbat,  whatever  be 
its  difficulties  on  aeooont  of  my  inadeqwacy 
to  contend  with  them*  these  difiadties 
will  not  be  aggravated  by  any  want  ef 
patient  and  indulgent  attentioo  on  the 
part  of  this  House ;  and.  Sir.  on  the  other, 
1  shall  attempt,  on  this  oocasioa,  to  lay 
before  the  House  as  fully  and  as  oompve- 
heukively  as  I  can  all  those  ooosiderationa 
which  appear  to  me  the  proper  dements 
oi  its  future  dectsioos.  I  shall  not  enter 
into  any  statement  or  make  any  obaerva* 
tions  connected  with  past  party  coosidera- 
tions.  I  shall  make  no  invidious  oontiasts  ; 
nothing  shall  fidl  from  me  to-night  which 
can  prerent  any  Gentleman  from  exercis- 
ing, in  respect  to  such  important  matters, 
a  dispassionate  judgment,  uninfiuenoed  by 
mere  considerations  of  party.  I  know  I 
miut  necessarily  toudi  on  topics  that  have 
been»  and  will  be  again.  I  doubt  not,  the 
subjects  of  fierce  politicid  eootention ;  but 
1  shall  postpone  that  contention  to  some 
future  period,  and  I  shall  to-night,  attempt, 
as  I  said  before,  fiurly  and  dispaasiooatdy. 
to  lay  before  the  HoiL«e  the  present  finan- 
cial position  of  the  country,  and  expUin 
the  views  of  Goveroment  in  respect  to  the 
course  of  policy  we  propose  to  adopt.  Sir. 
I  »iil.  in  the  first  instance,  begin  by  re- 
ferring to  that  estimate  of  the  finances  and 
expenditure  of  the  country  which  was 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exdiequer.  when  he  last 
brouffht  the  Budget  under  consideration 
of  Parliament.  My  right  hon.  Friend, 
speafcini^^  I  think,  at  the  latter  end  of 
April,  1^M4.  cdculated  the  Revenue  for 
the  current  year  (that  is.  for  the  year  end- 
ing the  5th  of  April,  1845)  at  5l,790JO0OL 
My  right  hon.  Friend  cdculated  tlie  Ex- 
penditure at  48,643,000/1  leaving  an  esti* 
mated  surplus  of  3,147,000/.  That  cdcu- 
lation  was  disturbed,  on  the  one  hand,  by 
a  reduction  of  taxation  to  the  amount  of 
400,000/.  I  dlude  to  the  abolition  of  the  wool 
duty,  and  to  the  duty  on  glass,  remitted 
at  a  subsequent  period  of  the  Session ;  but 
then,  on  the  other  hand,  credit  was  taken 
for  a  demand  of  400,000/L  on  account  of 
the  expenditure  for  the  expedition  to 
China,  which  vote  it  was  not  necessary  to 
apply  ;  and,  therefore,  the  estimated  Ex- 
penditure of  my  right  hon.  Friend  invdved 
a  saring  on  the  one  side  exactly  bdandng 
the  reduction  of  taxation  on  the  other. 
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My  riffht  hoo.  Friend  stated  at  tbe  same 
time  toat,  in  coosequeuce  »f  postponing 
the  payment  of  769,900/.  for  the  purpose 
of  equaliaing  the  payments  on  dividends 
reduced,  the  apparent  surplus  would  be 
reduced  by  that  amount  to  a  real  surplus 
of  2,376,930/.  Now,  Sir,  1  have  the  satis- 
faction of  stating  that  that  surplus,  as 
estimated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  was, 
ID  point  of  fact  (making  up  the  account  to 
the  5th  of  January),  very  considerably  ex- 
ceeded. It  will  appear  by  the  balance 
sheet,  referring  to  the  Revenue  and  Expen- 
diture up  to  the  5th  of  January,  that  there 
was  a  surplus  of  3,357,000/.  Instead  of 
51,790,000/.,  the  sum  calculated  upon  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  amount  of  net 
receipt  of  Revenue  on  the  5th  of  January 
was  54,003,000/.  That  increase  chiefly 
arose  from  the  increased  receipt  of  the 
Customs.  Instead  of  21,500,000/.,  as  esti- 
mated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  actual 
receipt  was,  Vip  to  the  5th  of  January, 
22,500,000/.  The  Excise,  which  was  taken 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  13,000,000/1, 
actually  produced  13,308,0002.  There  was 
some  money  received  under  the  Treaty  with 
China,  amounting  to  385,000/.  for  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  taken  credit  ; 
and  the  result  was,  on  the  5th  of  January 
last,  an  actual  income  of  54^000,000/.,  in- 
stead of  the  esti  mated  income  of  5 1,7  90, 000/. 
The  expenditure  on  the  5th  of  January, 
1845,  on  account  of  Debt  and  Consolidated 
Fund,  amounted  to  32,862,000/.,  and  on 
account  of  the  payments  then  made  for 
the  Army  and  Navy  and  other  Public 
Services,  17,784,000/.,  making  a  total  ex* 
penditure  of  50,646,000/.,  and  leaving  a 
surplus,  as  it  appears  on  that  account, 
amounting  to  3,357,000/.  At  the  same 
time,  although  that  is  the  actual  account, 
as  appears  on  the  5th  of  January,  yet  the 
House  will  be  naturally  anxious  to  have 
an  estimate  of  the  account  as  it  will  pro- 
bably appear  on  the  5th  of  April  next. 
The  House  will  of  course  recollect  that  at 
the  period  of  which  1  am  speaking,  I  can 
only  submit,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  an 
estimate  rather  than  a  positive  statement ; 
but  certainly  I  have  every  reason  to  ap* 
prehend  that  the  balance,  comparing  the 
probable  receipts  of  Revenue  within  the 
year,  on  the  5th  of  April  next,  with  the 
probable  Expenditure,  will  amount  to  a 
sum  of  above  5,000,000/.,  for  the  year. 
That  account,  to  one  cursorily  reading 
the  Papers  presented  to  the  House,  will 
appear  rather  confused,  on  account  of  the 
i^rraDgementa  which  hare  been  necessa* 


rily  made  in  the  different  quarters  of 
the  year,  for  the  payment  of  the  public 
creditor.  At  one  period,  if  you  take  the 
year  to  end  on  a  particular  day  of  one 
quarter,  the  charge  for  the  debt  will  appear 
considerably  more  than  the  same  charge 
for  another  year  terminating  on  the  same 
day  of  another  quarter.  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  with  minute  details  on  this 
point,  but  I  think  it  may  be  safely  esti- 
mated (and  I  am  rfady  to  lay  before  the 
House  as  exact  and  complete  a  statement 
of  our  financial  condition  as  I  can) — I 
think,  I  say,  the  House  may  calculate 
upon  our  being  in  possession,  on  the  5th 
of  April  next,  of  a  surplus  of  Revenue 
received  during  that  year,  as  compared 
with  the  expenditure,  of,  at  the  very  least, 
5,000,000/.  Now,  I  know,  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, reminds  me,  that  this  sum  wiL 
not  appear  on  the  face  of  the  accounts, 
because,  the  sum  of  2,000,000/.  has  been 
applied  to  the  payment  of  Exchequer  Bills, 
on  account  of  the  opium  compensation. 
I  do  not  wish,  however,  to  deal  to-night 
with  the  intricacies  of  accounts.  I  wish 
to  state  to  the  House  what  is  the  real 
practical  position  of  the  finances,  severed 
from  all  questions  of  the  mode  of  drawing 
up  the  annual  accounts ;  and  1  think  that 
I  am  justified  in  stating  that  such  has 
been  the  improvement  of  the  Revenue, 
apart  from  the  Property  Tax,  that  the 
surplus  will  be  as  I  have  stated,  viz  ,  a  sur- 
plus Revenue  of  at  least  5,000  000/.,  oo 
the  5th  of  April  next,  as  compared  with 
the  Expenditure.  A  part  of  thnt  receipt 
of  Revenue  is  made  up  from  temporary  and 
casual  sources.  I  am  now  speaking  of  the 
actual  receipt  of  Revenue  within  that  year. 
AlM)ut  385,000/.  will  have  been  received 
on  account  of  China  monev:  there  are 
other  small  sums  received  from  the  South 
Sea  Company ;  and,  taking  them  altoge- 
ther, perhaps  the  whole  amount  received 
from  casual  sources  will  be  500,000/.  which 
we  cannot  speak  of  as  permanent  supplies. 
Of  course  a  portion,  and  a  very  considrr- 
able  portion,  of  the  Revenue  is  deri%ed 
from  the  Income  Tax,  which  has  produced 
5,190,000/.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  re« 
ceipt  of  this  sum  from  various  casual 
sources,  and  the  receipt  of  the  sum  1  have 
mentioned  on  account  of  the  Income  Tax, 
the  Revenue,  which  in  that  case  would  be 
derived  Arom  ordinary  permanent  sources, 
would  not  quite  equal  the  Expenditure.  I 
think  the  best  course  which  I  can  now  take 
is  to  submit  to  the  House  the  estimate  which 
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has  bate  prepiu^  bf  my  right  boo*  FrieDcl 
ahd  myself,  of  the  probable  receipt  of  Re- 
venue in  the  next  year.  I  hare  no  right 
to  assume  thai  tbisHouse  will  ianciion  the 
eoDtinuance  Of  the  Income  Tax,  and  I 
think,  therefore,  it  will  be  better  that  I 
should,  in  the  first  place,  estimate  the 
Revenue,  supposing  the  House  should  de- 
termine not  to  continue  the  Income  Tax. 
We  are  disposed  to  estimate  the  receipt 
from  the  Customs,  ib  the  year  ending  the 
dth  of  April,  1846  (I  am  not  now  speaking 
of  the  probable  estimate  which  1  before 
alluded  to,  and  which  I  shall  presently  lay 
befbre  you,  up  to  the  5th  of  April  in  the 
present  year,  but  I  am  now  addressing 
myself  to  the  prospects  of  the  coming  year, 
from  the  5th  of  April  next,  to  the  5th  of 
April  1846),  at  22,500.000/.  But  there 
has  been  a  rery  large  receipt  from  the  duty 
oh  foreign  corn  this  year,  and  the  revenue 
from  Customs  has  also  been  a  rery  large 
one,  independently  of  that  source^  and, 
perhaps,  the  experience  of  past  years 
would  induce  us  not  to  calculate  too  con* 
fidently,  after  one  rery  productire  year, 
on  the  necessary  continuance  of  the  equal 

troductireness  of  the  Customs'  Duties, 
faking  an  abatement,  therefore,  on  ac- 
count of  the  probability  that  the  corn  duty 
receired  in  the  next  fetir  will  not  equal  the 
amount  received  in  the  present,  and  bear- 
ing in  mind  that  the  last  year  has  been 
one  of  a  productive  Customs'  Rerenue,  we 
are  not  inclined  to  take  the  estimate  for 
the  coining  year  at  more  than  22,000,0002. 
The  Excise  was  estimated  to  produce 
13,000,000/.  and  it  did  produce  18,800,000/. 
We  feel  ourselves  warranted  in  estimating 
it  at  18,500,000/.  for  the  coming  year, 
because,  there  has  been  for  some  time  past 
a  progressive  increase  in  the  Excise  Re- 
venue, and  because  it  has  been  found  by 
eiperience  that  the  Excise  recovers  more 
slowly  from  depression  than  almost  any 
other  branch  of  the  Revenue.  During  a 
period  of  distress,  habits  of  economy  are 
formed)  whiih  after  the  removal  of  the 
pressure  continue  to  operate,  and  the  Ex- 
cise then  recovers  less  rapidly  than  the 
Customs ;  but  still  experience  would  lead 
us  to  snppf>se  that  where  the  improvement 
has  been  progressive,  it  will  go  on  advanc- 
ing, and  that  we  may  be  warranted,  there* 
fore,  in  estimating  tlie  Excise  Rerenue  in 
the  coming  year  at  13,500,000/.  The 
Stamps  we  propose  to  take  at  nearlv  the 
sum  which  will  be  actually  produced  this 
year,  that  is,  7,100,000/.  ,*  the  Taxes,  that  Is, 
tkm  Lsod  and  AsiHsed  Taxet)  tve  estimate 


at  4,200,000/L  The  Post  Ofltoe  Rateniie, 
we  feel  ourselres  warranted,  ftoiti  the  in« 
crease  of  it  during  the  last  year,  tbd  the 
fecilitles  which  have  beeta  reeebtly  given 
for  an  increase  of  foreign  Correspondence, 
in  estimating  (as  the  probable  produce  of 
next  year)  at  700,000/. ;  it  haa  actually 
produced  690,000/.,  and,  therefore,  thai 
seems  a  reasonable  estimate.  The  Cfowii 
Lands  produced  155,000/.,  and  we  take 
them  at  150,000/. ;  the  Miscellaneous  WO 
will  take  at  nearly  the  same;  it  actually 
produced  250,000/.  I  have  here  been 
speaking  of  the  ordinary  pertlianent  sonroei 
of  Revenue ;  the  total  amount  of  perma* 
nent  Revenue  which  we  estimate  for  the 
coming  year  will  be  47,900,000/.  Wo 
calculate  that  during  the  coming  yeif  we 
shall  receive  600,000/.  of  Cblnik  mon«y, 
net  receipt)  above  any  demands  to  be  met; 
and  even  If  the  House  should  reAlaO  Its 
sanction  to  the  continuance  of  the  tnODIli6 
Tax.  we  still  shall  bo  entitled  to  tikO 
credit  for  the  receipt  of  half  a  yearns  In* 
come  Tax,  amounting  to  2,600,000/.  I  and, 
therefore,  on  the  5th  of  April,  1846,  wO 
shall  be  enabled  to  add  to  the  oMinary 
permanent  Revenue  for  that  year  two  sums 
of  2,600.000/.,  and  600.000/,' on  ftctount  of 
China  tnoney,  making  a  total  of  Revenue^ 
even  if  the  Income  Tax  be  discontinued^ 
on  the  6th  of  April,  1846,  of  51.100,0001. 
I  will  now  state  what  wouM  be  the  detniud 
Upon  thet  amount  of  Revenue,  supposing 
the  Estimates  which  were  voted  last  yenf 
were  coOtinued  at  their  present  ataoonl» 
and  there  were  no  increased  domaodi  mado 
of  expenditure*  The  eharge  for  the  Debt 
we  can  of  cout^  calcutote ;  the  cbirge  for 
the  Debt  in  the  year  ending  the  5th  April, 
1846,  will  be  28,450,000/. ;  iTe  shall  tfiM 
hare  the  full  advantage  of  the  rcducHoU 
which  took  place  last  year  in  the  Interest 
of  the  Three.and-a-Half  per  C^nts.  Tho 
charge  for  the  Debt,  funded  and  unfunded, 
will  be  next  year  28.450.000/.  Tbo 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  we  tAke  il 
2,400,000/.,  making  a  total  of  80,850,000/. 
on  account  of  the  Debt  and  fixed  chatgM 
on  the  Consolidattri  Fund.  The  Eatimattfi 
voted  last  year  amounted  to  17,700,OOOf»  t 
the  total  charge,  therefore,  aasatolnv  tlM 
Estimates  to  remain  unaltered,  woilM  li 
48,557,000/.  Deduct  that  sum  flNim  tiM 
total  of  Rerenue*— that  is,  48.5§)r,000li 
firom  51,110,000/.,  and  there  will  still  U 
left  a  surplus,  on  tho  6th  of  ApHI,  1846| 
of  2,543,000/.,  assuming  our  cttitoate  of 
rerenue  to  be  correct.  I  hope  tbo  Hmm 
will  poHlon  the  length  of  these  dtlilis  |  t 
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knonT  not  how  I  can  discharge  this  duty, 
tibless  1  make  this  trespass  upon  its  pa. 
tience  b^  entering  into  them,  tf  I  \rere 
to  deduct  from  the  Revenue  of  the  next 
year  th^  receipt  of  the  Income  Tax,  and 
the  Casual  and  temporary  receipt  from 
China  monejf^  and  assume  that  to  be  the 
amoutit  of  ireveoue  in  the  following  years 
•^that  is,  the  yeaf  ending  5th  of  April, 
1S47,  and  assuming  the  £xpehdlture  to 
remain  the  same,  there  would  in  that  case 
be  a  small  deficiency  of  Retenue  ai  com< 
pared  i^lth  Expenditure.  Now,  Sir,  the 
question  is,  whether  or  not  we  are  justified 
in  making  a  demand  for  Increased  expen- 
diture on  account  of  the  public  sertice  ?— 
and  1 1^1  it  to  be  of  the  utmost  Import, 
anee  to  attempt  to  satisfy  the  House  that 
the  demand  which  we  intend  to  make  is 
A  just  demand.  1  do  bot  hesitate  to 
admit  that  no  Unandat  prosperity,  no  sur. 
filus  of  revenue,  relieves  a  Ooveromebt 
mm  the  paramoubt  obllgHtion  of  consi- 
dering whether^  consistently  with  the  pub- 
lic interests,  a  saving  can  be  made  in  the 
imblic  expenditure.  There  is  no  more 
ustification  for  Unnecessary  and  profbse 
eX|)enditUr6  whett  your  revenue  is  flourish- 
ibg,  than  when  your  revenue  is  falling.  I 
am  under  just  as  strhigent  obligations  to 
Justify  increased  demandl  upon  the  public 
purse,  when  there  is  a  surplus  of  6,000,000/., 
as  1  should  be  If  there  were  no  surplus  at 
All.  It  is  impossible.  Sir,  fbr  my  right 
hoD.  Friend  and  mvself  to  have  performed 
that  duty  whirh  nas  devolved  Upon  us 
withib  the  last  short  period,  of  reviewing 
the  taxfttion  of  this  countrv,  of  seeing  how 
many  taxes  there  are  which  it  would  be 
most  desirable  to  reduce,  if  considerations 
df  public  weight  and  public  interest  per*^ 
milted.  Without  fully  estimating  the  im« 
portanceof  making  every  practicable  saving 
lb  the  public  expenditure  which  would 
permit  tne  continued  reduction  of  taxation. 
At  the  same  time  I  am  afraid  that  there  is 
generally  prevalent  an  erroneous  concep- 
tioti  with  respect  to  the  nature  of  the  public 
expenditure,  and  the  means  of  making  re« 
duetiobs  in  its  amount.  It  is  generally 
supposed  that  all  that  portion  of  the  public 
expefidlture  which  does  not  Consist  of  pay- 
iiiettti  to  the  public  creditors  is  a  fund 
which  il  available  for  the  purposee  of  re* 
diictlob.  But  that  is  not  the  case.  If 
you  take  the  expenditure  of  the  present 
tear,  amounting  to  48,243,000^,  you  will 
find  It  consists  of  the  following  charges : 
««»Th«re  is  96,450)000/.  on  account  of  the 
payiuetit  of  ibterest  to  the  public  cre« 


ditor.     The  bafal  end   military  halt 

pay,  and  civil  compensations,  amount  tO 
no  less  a  sum  than  4,991,000/.  The 
charges  actually  Axed  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  amount  to  1.078.000/  tn  those 
charges  are  included  the  provisions  for  the 
Judicial  Establishments,  ai  there  are  in« 
eluded  in  the  amount  of  4,991,000/.  for 
Natal  and  Military  Half  Pay,  and  Civil 
Compensations.  There  are  also  the  Russian 
Dutch  Loan,  atid  various  other  permatient 
charges  independent  of  the  debt,  which 
have  received  the  sanction  of  Parliament, 
amounting  in  the  whole  to  no  less  a  sum 
than  85,309,000/.  Deducting  that  Sum 
from  the  48,243,000/.,  which  eonSlitutea 
the  total  chMrge  of  the  etpendlture,  there 
does  not  remain  more  than  a  sum  of 
18,000.000/.  appropriated  for  the  public 
service,  in  respect  to  which,  so  far  as  the 
Executive  Oovemment  is  concerned,  re- 
ductions can  be  made.  You  may  say  that 
the  charge  fbr  naval  aUd  military  pensions  is 
too  high,  and  ought  to  have  been  reduced  * 
but  I  am  now  distinguishing  the  amount 
of  charges  due  to  the  public  creditor,  and 
which  has  actually  received  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  fmm  that  amount  of  the  pub*, 
lie  charges  which  depetids  on  the  Annual 
Estimate,  and  which  is  immediately  under 
the  Control  of  the  Executive  Ooyerbment^ 
and  is  anttually  voted  by  Pariiament.  The 
total  amount  of  that  sum  will  not  exceed 
in  the  present  year  12,993,000/.  Among 
the  other  charges  which  have  received  the 
sam.'tiob  of  Parliament,  is  the  charge  fbr 
the  Civil  List.  Abd  here  I  may  be  per« 
mitted  to  say,  that  any  Executive  Govern* 
ment  that  Would  have  a  dtie  regard  to  the 
exercise  of  a  wise  and  judicious  ecobomt, 
could  not  do  better  than  follow  the  example 
which  has  been  set  them  by  the  control 
exercised  over  Her  own  expenditure  by  the 
Sovereign.  A  settlement  was  made  of  the 
Civil  Li5t  Ob  Her  accession  to  the  Throne. 
On  the  occasion  of  Her  marriage  no  addi^ 
tion  was  made  to  that  Civil  List.    It  has 

(leased  Ood  to  bless  that  marriage  by  the 
irth  of  four  children,  which  has  made  a 
considerable  additional  demand  upon  the 
Civil  List.  In  the  coUrse  of  last  year  three 
Sovereigns  visited  this  country;  two  of 
them  the  most  powerful  Sovereigns  in  the 
habitable  globe— the  Emperor  of  Russia 
and  the  King  of  the  French.  Tho^e  visits, 
of  necessity,  created  a  Cunsiderable  increase 
of  expenditure;  but  through  that  wise  sys^ 
tem  of  economy,  whirh  it  the  only  source 
of  true  magnificence,  Her  Majesty  wai 
ebabled  to  meet  etery  charge,  ftod  to  give  k 
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xecqitkm  to  tboae  Sovereigns  which  strack 
ereiy  one  by  its  magDificeoce,  without 
adding  one  tittle  to  the  burdens  of  the 
country.  And  I  am  not  required,  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majestj,  to  press  for  the  extra 
expenditure  of  one  single  shilling  on  ac- 
count of  those  unforeseen  causes  of  in- 
creased expenditure.  I  think  that  to  state 
this,  is  only  doe  to  the  personal  credit  of 
Her  Majesty,  who  insists  upon  it  that 
there  shall  be  every  magnificence  required 
by  Her  station,  but  without  incurring  a 
single  debt«  I  know  it  may  be  said  that  I 
hare  not  adverted  to  other  sources  of  re* 
duction  in  the  public  expenditure.  It  may 
be  said  that  offices  might  be  abolished, 
and  that  emoluments  might  be  reduced. 
I  admit  that  no  office  ought  to  be  retained 
which  is  not  necessary  for  the  public  ser- 
vice. I  admit  that  no  emolument  attached 
to  any  office  ought  to  be  retained  which  is 
not  necessary  to  secure  the  faithful  and 
efficient  performance  of  the  duties  necessary 
for  the  public  service.  On  that  principle 
we  are  entirely  agreed.  I  vindicate  no 
sinecures,  and  when  an  office  becomes  va- 
cant, we  go  through  that  process  which  has 
been  so  frequently  recommended,  of  con- 
sidering if  the  retention  of  it  is  necessary  for 
the  public  service,  and  if  the  emoluments 
will  admit  of  reduction  consistently  with  a 
due  regard  for  the  public  interests.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  charges  for  the  collection 
of  the  Revenue,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  extent  of  the  Revenue  Establish* 
ment  is  not  merely  to  secure  an  efficient 
collection  of  the  money  due  to  the  State, 
but  that  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
every  facility  should  be  given  for  the  trans- 
action of  commercial  business.  It  is  our 
duty  to  reduce  those  establishments,  as  far 
u  it  is  consistent  with  public  convenience. 
I  do  not  vindicate  the  retention  of  one 
single  useless  officer  j  but  the  public  is 
interested  in  giving  to  the  despatch  of  pub- 
lic business  every  fitcility  that  can  be  given 
consistently  with  a  due  regard  to  economy, 
and,  therefore,  so  far  as  the  principle  is 
concerned  that  the  Revenue  ought  to  be 
collected  at  the  least  possible  expense,  and 
that  you  ought  to  make  every  reduction 
you  can,  upon  that  point  I  apprehend  there 
can  be  no  difference  of  opinion.  But,  still, 
after  that  admission,  you  will  find  that  the 
subject  has  constantly  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  every  Government,  and  that  great  re- 
ductions from  time  to  time  have  been  made. 
But  it  would  be  a  delusion  and  a  fallacy  to 
expect  that  you  can  materially  reduce  the 
puUtc  burdens  by  any  diminution  of  the 


salaries  of  the  persons  employed.  At  the 
same  time  it  might  be  aid  that  thoae 
great  poblic  estsdilishments  for  which  a 
vote  b  taken  every  year,  and  whidi  ooo- 
stitute  the  main  charge  on  the  Bevenoe, 
independent  of  the  fixed  diarge»--eoch  at 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Ordnaooa 
of  the  country — may  admit  of  some  redue* 
tions.  I,  fir&t  of  all,  will  state  the  cati* 
mate  we  propose  for  the  expenditure  no 
account  of  the  Army.  Now  it  is  impos* 
sible  to  determine  whether  that  expense 
be  justifiable  or  not  without  adverting  to 
the  extent  of  the  Colonial  empire  of  ihia 
country.  In  point  of  fiurt,  the  main  ex- 
pense on  account  of  the  Army  is  caused 
bv  the  extent  of  your  Colonial  posseasiona. 
You  have  these  Colonial  dependencies,  and 
to  make  no  provision  for  the  relief  of  the 
troops  serving  in  them  would  be  incon* 
sistent  with  humanity  in  the  first  plaot» 
and  inconsistent  with  prudence  in  the  se- 
cond; Apart  from  all  considerations  of 
humanity,  in  point  of  economy  nothing 
can  be  more  precious  than  the  life  and 
health  of  a  soldier.  The  army  that  yoa  are 
thus  obliged  to  possess  is  a  very  expensive 
and  complicated  machine,  and  you  may 
depend  upon  it  you  will  not  consult  true 
economy  if  you  permit  it  to  be  dislocated 
and  deranged  by  attempts  at  reduction 
without  the  calculation  of  consequences. 
Now,  in  the  year  1792,  which  has  fre- 
quently been  referred  to  as  the  criterion 
of  what  our  military  establishments  ought 
to  be— in  the  year  1792  you  had  22  Colou 
nial  dependencies;  in  the  year  1820  you 
had  34  Colonial  dependencies ;  and  in  the 
present  year,  1845,  the  Colonies,  which 
were  22  in  1792,  have  increased  to  45. 
It  is  the  number  of  your  Colonies*  and  the 
dispersion  of  the  forces  employed  in  them» 
that  leads  to  the  necessity  of  freouent  re* 
lief,  and  imposes  on  you,  with  reference  to 
your  army  particularly,  as  distinguished 
from  the  armies  of  the  Continental  Powers, 
in  order  to  maintain  the  efficiency  of  that 
force,  a  considerable  annual  expenditore* 
It  may  be  said  that  it  was  unwise  thus  to 
extend  our  Colonial  empire;  but  I  deal 
with  the  fact  that  you  have  Colonies — that 
having  them  you  must  provide  a  oompe* 
tent  force  for  each,  and  that  having  a 
competent  force,  you  must  hare  an  ade- 
quate and  sound  system  for  relieving  the 
soldiers  in  them.  Sir,  I  should  be  un- 
willing, though  I  know  our  Cobnies  are 
expensive,  and  I  know  they  are  numeroiM 
—I  should  be  unwilling  to  ^ve  np  that 
policy  which  laid  the  foondatioo  in  differ* 
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ent  parts  of  the  globe  of  dependencies 
aoimated  by  the  Sf)irit  of  Englishnien, 
speaking  the  English  language,  and  lay. 
ing  the  foundation,  perhaps,  in  future 
times,  of  free,  populous,  and  commercial 
states.  Looking  to  our  own  population, 
looking  to  its  numbers,  looking  to  its  en- 
terprise, I  cannot  say  that  I  think  it  is 
unwise  to  provide  an  outlet  for  that  popu- 
lation, and  a  wide  field  for  that  enterprise. 
Be  that  as  it  may,  though  it  may  be  at- 
tended at  times  with  some  considerable 
expense,  you  must  remember  the  fact  that 
you  have  at  the  present  moment  forty-five 
Colonies,  for  the  military  defence  of  which 
you  must  provide.  For  the  service  of 
these  forty-five  Colonies  you  have  a  force, 
consisting,  first,  of  three  battalions  of 
guards;  of  6,500  cavalry>  rank  and  file, 
and  you  have  112  battalions  of  infantry, 
consisting,  rank  and  file,  of  92,500  men ; 
that  is  the  amount  of  the  British  Army 
with  which  you  are  to  garrison  all  these 
forty-five  Colonies,  with  which  we  are  to 
provide  against  occasional  internal  commo- 
tion, and  the  chance  of  foreign  attack,  and 
to  provide  also  for  the  service  of  the  coun- 
try at  home.  And  this  is  to  be  effected, 
and  is  effected,  by  an  infantry  force  of 
112  battalions,  amounting  to  92,500  rank 
and  file.  Now,  what  is  the  rule  estab- 
lished with  regard  to  the  relief  of  the  sol- 
diers ?  The  rule  is  this.  That  a  regiment 
shall  remain  ten  years  abroad,  and  five  at 
home;  and  I  think  no  one  will  say  that 
that  is  an  unreasonable  regulation,  or 
that  it  would  not  be  desirable  for  the  effi- 
dency  of  the  army,  that  every  regiment 
in  the  British  service  should,  if  reliefs 
could  be  regularly  afforded,  not  remain 
more  than  ten  years  abroad,  and  that  it 
should  have  the  advantage  of  remaining 
five  years  at  home.  After  the  return  of  a 
regiment  it  generally  arrives  in  such  a 
state  that  it  requires  a  year  to  bring  it 
into  an  efficient  condition.  Nevertheless, 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  thought  it 
consistent  with  true  economy,  with  hu- 
manity, and  with  the  efficiency  of  the 
service  to  reduce  the  military  force,  it 
would  be  their  bounden  duty  to  recom- 
mend the  reduction.  But  what  is  the  fact 
with  regard  to  the  service  of  regiments 
abroad  ?  Of  the  1 12  battalions  of  infantry 
in  the  British  service,  there  are  now 
twenty-three  in  India,  fifty  are  serving 
In  the  Colonies,  and  four  are  on  their 
passage,  making  in  all  seventy-seven  bat- 
talions actually  employed  in  the  defence 
of   your   Colonial   empire,     You    have 


thirty-five  battalions  at  home  —  not,  as 
it  is  supposed,  for  the  purpose  of  restrain- 
ing the  population,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose— and  you  effect  it  incompletely— of 
maintaining  the  system  of  relief  for  your 
regiments  serving  abroad.  Your  rule  is, 
five  years  at  home,  but  ten  years  abroad  ; 
but  you  have  not  been  able  to  adhere  to  it. 
The  military  force  that  you  have  at  home 
does  not  enable  you  to  supply  the  demands 
of  what  you  describe  as  a  necessary  relief. 
Now  let  mc  take  a  series  of  years,  from 
the  year  1824  to  the  year  1842,  a  period 
of  eighteen  years  of  profound  peace— at 
least  there  was  during  that  period  no  gene- 
ral warfare,  though  there  were  occasional 
interruptions  to  tranquillity — from  1824  to 
1842,  and  the  number  of  battalions  during 
that  time  has  remained  the  same,  namely, 
112.  Now,  what  was  the  foreign  service 
during  that  period  the  average  service  of  the 
whole  of  the  battalions-<~was  it  ten  years 
abroad  and  five  at  home?  For  the  whole 
of  the  battalions  during  those  eighteen 
years,  the  colonial  service  was  fourteen 
years,  and  only  four  at  home.  It  may  be 
said  that  I  speak  of  rank  and  file,  and  that 
there  is  necessarily  a  number  of  officers 
included.  Now,  look  at  the  efiect  of  at- 
tempting to  reduce  the  number  of  officers* 
You  had  a  reduced  establishment  of  officers 
in  India,  and  what  did  you  hear  from  Sir 
C.  Napier  ?  He  said  at  once,  you  have  so 
reduced  your  number  of  officers,  that  you 
are  endangering  the  efficiency  of  your  re- 
giments, and  we  were  obliged  to  increase 
the  number  of  officers  in  consequence  of  his 
representations.  What  is  the  fact  with 
respect  to  the  service  in  India  at  the  pre- 
sent moment?  There  are  twenty-three 
battalions  in  India,  twelve  of  them  whose 
period  of  foreign  service  has  been  upwards 
of  thirteen  years ;  there  are  four  battalions 
in  India  whose  period  of  service  has  been 
upwards  of  twenty  years ;  and  there  is  one 
battalion  in  India  which  has  been  on  fo- 
reign service  for  twenty-three  years,  which 
is  now  returning  home ;  and  if  it  be  al- 
lowed to  remain  ^re  years  at  home,  and 
then  be  sent  out  again  for  ten  years,  when 
it  comes  back  at  the  end  of  the  ten  years,  it 
will  have  been  thirty-three  years  abroad  on 
foreign  service,  and  five  at  home.  Now, 
if  you  adhere  to  your  own  rule  of  five  years 
at  home  and  ten  years  abroad,  you  would 
require  no  less  than  forty- seven  battalions 
at  home.  If  you  said  that  regiments  in 
Australia  and  India  should  serve  ten 
years,  you  would  require  ten  additional  haU 
talions  at  home  to  give  them  the  proper  relieft 
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Independently  of  the  dep6t  companies,  we 
have  only  thirty-five  battalions  at  home; 
and  I  ask  the  House  whether  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  would  be  acting  consis- 
tently with  their  duty,  if.  after  the  facts 
which  I  have  stated,  they  recommended 
a  diminution  of  the  British  Army  ?  I  know, 
Sir,  that  some  temporary  popularity  might 
be  gained  by  advising  that  reduction  ;  but 
when  I  look  to  the  system  of  relief,  how- 
ever  imperfectly  those  principles  upon 
which  it  is  fotlnded,  with  the  present  force 
at  home,  are  carried  into  effect,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  that  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  consistent  with  sound  policy,  or  with 
economy,  to  propose  —  while  you  retain 
voUr  vast  Colonial  empire— a  reduction  in 
the  militarylestablishments  of  the  country. 
I  hope  the  House  will  excuse  me  for  dwel- 
ling thus  in  detail  upon  our  expenditure^ 
because,  as  I  said  before,  1  feel  that  no 
financial  prosperity  can  justify  any  increase 
in  the  expenditure  which  can  be  avoided. 
We  propose  no  increase  in  our  military 
eatftblishments ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we 
do  not  think  it  would  be  desirable  to  re- 
commend to  the  House  to  diminish  the 
military  force  of  this  country.  Conse- 
quently, we  propose  that  the  vote  for  the 
Army  Estimates  in  the  present  year,  shall 
be  a  vote  of  6.600,000/.,  the  same  as  the 
last  year's  estimate.  I  now  proceed  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state  of 
the  Navy,  and  the  demand  we  shall  feel 
it  our  duty  to  submit  to  the  House  for  an 
increase  in  the  Naval  Estimates.  We 
shall  pmpoie,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
year,  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
men  seryin^  In  the  Navy,  of  about  2,500 
More  than  those  that  are  now  actunlly  em- 
ployed, and  of  about  4,000  more  men  than 
thoie  voted  last  year.  We  shall  make  that 
|iropoeal  on  the  following  grounds : — that 
en  acooont  of  our  extended  Colonial  empire, 
Snd  the  new  commercial  Interests  con- 
nected with  it,  there  is  a  growing  neces- 
•ity  for  protection  of  our  commerce  in 
almoet  every  port  of  the  world.  Within 
the  lest  few  years  three  great  naval  sta. 
tioos  have  grown  up  in  distant  parts  of  the 
globe.  There  is  one  on  the  coast  of  Africa, 
one  in  the  Pacific,  and  one  in  the  China 
iess.  Now  I  will  Just  compare  the  number 
Hf  men  employed  in  these  several  sUtions 
in  1841,  with  the  number  of  men  we  felt 
it  our  duty  to  employ ;  for,  really  we  had 
icaroely  soy  option  to  exercise  with  re- 
spect to  that  employment  in  the  course  of 
tot  aotumn  of  last  year.  In  1841,  on  the 
eoest  of  AMcsi  there  were  employed  690 


men.  Last  year,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  more  vigorous  attempt  for  the  soppres- 
sion  of  the  Slave  Trade,  there  wereemnloyed 
on  the  coast  of  Africa  2,590  men.  In  the 
Pacific,  in  the  year  1841,  there  were 
employed  760  men  ;  in  the  last  year  thefs 
were,  and  there  are  at  present,  employed, 
2,437  men.  In  the  China  seas,  in  1841, 
there  was  only  a  small  frigate  I  believe 
that  was  previous  to  the  commencement  of 
hostilities ;  but  our  ordinary  relations  with 
China  were  conducted  by  the  occasional 
presence  of  a  small  frigate.  But  at  the 
present  time,  in  consequence  of  the  Trent/ 
which  we  entered  into  with  China,  there 
are  employed  on  the  coast  of  China  2,103 
men.  We  have  attempted  to  reduce  the 
number.  In  the  China  Treaty,  however, 
there  is  a  stipulation  that  we  shoulj 
have  one  vessel  off  each  of  the  five  ports  it 
which  our  commerce  was  to  be  carried  on. 
We  attempted  to  reduce  the  number.  We 
tried  to  aaopt  the  plan  of  havinj;  a  steatb* 
boat  to  pay  occaiional  visits  to  those  ports. 
But  we  were  immediately  met  by  the 
strongest  representations  from  the  most 
eminent  authorities— fVom  Sir  Henry  Pot- 
tinger,  and  his  successor,  Mr.  Davis— 
earnestly  intreating  us,  in  consideration  of 
the  new  state  of  things,  our  new  relatioflSi 
and  of  the  importance  of  imposing  a  ehedt 
upon  those  who  frequented  tneae  ports,  snd 

Iireventing  any  induction  of  the  Chinese 
aws,  immediately  to  dispatch  An  addU 
tional  force  ;  and  so  convinced  irere  we  df 
the  justness  of  the  representations  thus 
made  to  us,  that  we  at  once  acceded  to  the 
demand  of  Sir  Henry  Pottinger  and  Mr. 
Davis,  and  dispatchra  an  additional  force 
to  the  China  seas.  No#  comparing.  In 
these  three  stations,  the  number  of  meft 
employed  in  1841  with  that  employed  al 
pres«!nt,  there  is  an  actual  increase  Is  the 
number  employed  now  of  about  6,000  tnen 
on  those  stations.  It  would  not  be  proper 
to  go  into  more  minute  details ;  hut  the 
House  will  recollect  what  took  place  in  thS 
course  of  the  last  year— the  complaints 
made  that  we  had  not  a  sufficient  force  iC 
this  Island  or  that ;  and  if  I  had  the  tftt* 
portunity,  I  certainly  believe  that  I  cooM 
convince  every  dispassionate  mind  that  wt 
could  not  with  safety  or  wisdooi  reduoS 
the  force  that  we  now  have  either  in  ChlM 
or  the  Pacific.  Not,  indeed,  that  an  ifl* 
crease  is  wanted  for  any  purpose  of  war  or 
oppression ;  but  our  comtserce  is  greativ 
extending  on  the  west  coast  of  touti 
America,  and  it  is  impossible  to  deny  thtt 
the  presence  of  a  British  vessel  hiS  nrf 
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gftat  effbci  in  tnalntaiiiitig  rclAtiods  of 
|HACe«  I  am  sure  that  ufMiii  those  three 
•taiiotis  alone  th«re  haft  been  ^  idcrease 
In  the  tn&n  employed  at  a  distance  from 
thie  eountrjr  of  not  less  than  6,000.  You 
ifltist  obeervei  tooj  that  the  very  dispersion 
Hf  yoar  nanil  force  has  an  effect  like  iliat 
produced  by  the  dispersion  of  the  army. 
The  neceasitjf  of  having  your  naral  fbrce 
diepeffsed  over  the  habitable  globe,  does  in 
fket  diminish  the  efficiency  of  the  naval 
Area  at  home.  We  purpose,  therefore^ 
with  perAx^t  confidence  in  the  justice  of 
the  requisition,  to  increase  the  naval  force 
Ibr  the  present  year  by  4,000  men.  Noir 
the  charge  A>r  the  expenditure  caused  by 
that  increase  will  be  184,000/.  And  here 
let  me  add>  that  I  do  not  intend  this  in- 
nfease  merely  upon  the  ground  of  protec- 
lilltt  te  mil*  clistant  poslessions.  For  I  do 
aa^,  vitboot  beiitation,  that  I  think  it  is 
of  great  importance  that  this  country 
ahottid  have  the  means  of  perfecting  discU 
pline^  of  improving  its  officers,  and  of 
having  ready  at  its  command  a  certain 
number  of  ships  of  the  line*  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  it  ougttt  to  give,  or  that  it  would 
givei  any  cause  for  Jealousy,  if  this  country 
Mouid  have  at  its  command  a  fleet  of  nine 
or  ten  tail  of  the  line.  It  is  of  great  im- 
portance that  opportunity  should  be  given 
ror  our  teftsels  to  act  together-^it  is  of 
great  importance  that  we  should  have  the 
appofftttnity  of  testing  the  Sailing  and  other 
^iialiliea  of  v^saels^  and  tre  have  no  means 
df  doing  ao  effldently ,  unless  we  are  enabled 
te  tend  them  to  sea.     But,  Sir,  I  am  afraid 

that  thi^  apph)batioa  of  the  gallant  OiBcef 
dpposite  (Sir  C.  Napier)  will  be  neutralised 
by  the  dhispprobation  of  some  hon.  Gen« 
tmm^tt  who  sit  behind  him,  and  who  may 
not  be  so  convinced  of  the  policy  of  this 
iWtMfeased  etpenditure  as  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  himself.  We  do  not,  Sit, 
piropose  this  increase  under  any  apprehen- 
slott  df  war  i  We  do  not  propose  it  with  any 
tieW  whatever  to  aggression,  but  in  the 
conviction  that  it  is  proper  and  politic  that 
this  country  should  have  at  its  command  a 
hif  line  of  battle  ships  to  place  where  she 
will.  The  increase  of  the  number  of  men 
liy  4>000  will  not  enable  you,  if  yoU  attend 
tb  tha  requisition  fbr  the  protection  of 
ytNir  commerce  in  distant  parts  of  the 

5 lobe,  to  have  more  than  ten  sail  of  the 
m.  Sir,  it  is  also  Impossible,  I  think,  fbr 
thfel  House  to  overlook  the  progress  which 
ia  wf^  making  in  improving  steam  naviga- 
MM.  Last  year  this  House  Sanctioned  a 
ffM  ibrtwd  baltttsfbr  the  construction  and 


repair  of  steam-vessels  —one  at  Portsmouth 
and  another  at  Devonport.  We  shall,  there- 
fore, propose  to  take  a  vote  in  the  present 
year  for  proceedioe  with  the  fbrmatiori 
of  those  basins  which  received  the  sanction 
of  the  House  last  year.  The  vote  I  pro- 
pose to  ask  fbr  is  187,000/.  We  shall  also 
take  a  vote  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  us 
to  maintain  the  steam  navy  of  this  country. 
1  shall  propose,  I  say,  a  vote  to  give  us  tha 
means  of  constructing  vessels  which  shall 
keep  up  in  this  country  a  respectable  steam 
navy  suited  to  a  peace  establishment.  Now, 
Sir,  on  account  of  the  services  connected 
with  the  Navy,  and  of  the  Ordnance  in 
immediate  subordination  to  the  Navyi 
there  will  be  this  year  an  increase  in  the 
Estimates  of  nearly  1,000,000/.  The 
Estimate  which  I  will  now  present  to 
the  House  is  fbr  the  total  Expenditure  for 
the  year  ending  April  1846.  The  Charge 
for  the  Debt  is  28,395,000/.,  fbr  the 
fixed  charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
2.400,000/.,  being  a  total  of  30,798,000/. 
The  Vote  of  Supply  for  the  Army  is 
6,678,000/.,  for  the  Navy  6.936,000/.,  fot 
the  Ordnance  2,142,000/.,  fbr  the  MisceU 
laneous  Estimates  3,200,000/.,  being  to« 
gather  18,895,000/.,  and  added  to  the 
charge  for  the  Debt,  and  for  the  fiked 
charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
49,690,000/.  For  the  Revenue  of  the 
next  year  I  will  take  51,100,000/.  Tha 
charges  fbr  the  present  year,  49,690,000/^ 
For  this  increased  expenditure,  the  Re* 
tenue  fbr  next  year,  even  If  the  House 
did  not  determine  upon  the  continuance 
of  the  Property  Tax,  would  provide.  That 
Revenue  as  I  have  Said,  will  amount  to 
51,100,000/.,  and  the  Charge  anticipated 
being  49,690,000/.,  on  the  5th  April.  1846^ 
there  would  still  be  a  surplus  of  revenue 
#ith  the  half-year's  Property  Tax  which  iS 
yet  to  be  received.  I  am  not  now  estimating 
the  permanent  revenue  and  expenditure 
of  the  country.  I  am  stating  what  will  be 
the  state  of  our  finances  on  the  5th  April 
1846,  with  the  proposed  increase  of  ex>» 
penditure.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  this 
expenditure  were  to  oe  continued,  and  if  the 
Income  Tax  was  not  to  be  renewed,  un^ 
less  there  \rere  to  be  some  considerable  in« 
crease  in  tha  Public  Revenue  fh)m  othar 
Sources,  there  would  probably  be  a  defi« 
dency  (n  the  years  following  'I  have  thus 
attempted  to  lay  before  the  House  the  pre* 
sent  financial  condition  of  the  country  ;  I 
have  estimated  the  Revenue  to  the  5th  April 
next,  and  also  for  the  year  ending  the  5t1l 
df  April  1846 ;  and  I  have  also  laid  before 
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the  House  what  will  be  the  amount  of  £x- 
peDditure  Her  Majesty^a  Government^ 
with  a  provident  care  for  the  public  inter- 
ests, will  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to  recom- 
mend to  the  House.  The  next  question  that 
arises  is — and  it  is  a  most  important  one — 
in  what  manner  this  increase  of  expenditure 
is  to  be  provided  for?  Will  you  run  the 
risk  of  entailing  a  deficiency  in  future 
years,  by  making  no  provision  for  the  time 
to  come,  and  seeing  that  in  1846  the  Re- 
venue will  be  sufficient  to  meet  increased 
expenditure,  will  you  postpone  the  consi- 
deration of  what  will  be  fitting  to  do  until 
that  year  shall  have  expired  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  do  not  consider  that 
that  would  be  a  prudent  course,  or  that 
they  would  be  doing  their  duty  by  acting 
without  regard  to  the  future  condition 
of  the  country.  1  know  it  does  not  con- 
duce to  popularity  to  make  a  proposition 
for  increased  or  for  continued  taxation ; 
but  it  is  the  duty  of  a  Government  to  con- 
sider the  prospects  of  the  future,  as  well 
as  the  present  exigencies  of  the  country^ 
and  if  they  are  satisGed  that  the  public  in- 
terest demands  a  continuance  of  taxation, 
even  though  it  may  be  unpopular,  it  be- 
comes their  duty  respectfully  to  submit  to 
this  House  the  consideration  of  a  proposal 
on  that  important  subject.  We  are  con- 
vinced that  it  is  our  duty  to  propose  a 
continuance  of  the  Properly  Tax  for  a  fur- 
ther period ;  and  before  I  am  Jed  to  ask 
the  assent  of  this  House,  or  any  Gentle- 
man in  this  Houset  to  that  proposal,  I  feel 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  I  should  ex- 
plain, as  I  shall  now  proceed  to  do,  what 
are  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  appropriation  of 
the  surplus  revenue  which  will  be  placed 
at  their  disposal  after  fully  providing  for 
every  exigency  of  the  Public  Service.  I 
know  well,  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
stated  the  other  night,  that  it  is  impossible 
to  give  an  opinion  upon  the  question,  ab- 
stractedly, can  the  Property  Tax  be  con- 
tinued or  not  ?  without  knowing  what  are 
the  measures  in  respect  of  relief  from  tax- 
ation which  would  follow  as  a  conse- 
quence of  its  continued  impoaition*  Let 
ne  assume  for  the  present  — -  and  I 
merely  assume  it  for  the  purpose  of  ar- 
gument and  to  make  my  statement  more 
clear— let  ne  assume,  I  repeat,  for  the 
present,  that  the  House  has  granted  the 
continuance  of  the  Property  Tax.  I  will 
then  give  a  short  estimate  of  the  revenue 
arising  from  it,  toffetber  with  other  sources. 
Suppose,  tbeoi  tbs  Property  Tax  to  be 


continued,  the  estimate  of  the  Reveniw  for 
the  next  year,  on  the  5th  of  April,  1846» 
aided  by  the  5,200,000/.  of  the  Property 
Tax  for  the  whole  year,  would  bia 
53,700,000/. ;  and  as  long  as  the  other 
sources  of  the  revenue  remain  equally  pro- 
ductive, and  as  long  as  the  Property  Tax 
is  continued,  53,700,000/.,  subject  to  a 
reduction  of  600,000/.,  will  be  the  amount 
of  the  Revenue.  This  600,000/.  is  the 
amount  received  as  China  money;  it  will 
be  continued  next  year;  but  as  that  is 
merely  a  temporary  addition,  1  think  it  is 
better,  for  the  purpose  of  calculating  the 
Revenue  to  strike  it  out  altogether.  The 
Revenue  for  the  year,  then,  on  the  5th  of 
April,  1846,  assuming  the  Property  Tax 
to  be  continued,  deducting  this  sum  of 
600,000/.,  will  be  53,100,000/.  The  charge 
for  the  debt,  and  on  account  of  the  different 
branches  of  the  public  service,  will  be 
49,690,000/. ;  so  that  there  will  be  left,  on 
the  5th  of  April,  1846,  and  in  successive 
years  as  long  as  the  Income  Tax  continues* 
and  the  other  sources  of  the  revenue  re- 
main equally  productive,  a  net  surplus  of 
3,409,000/.  That  is  the  surplus  that  will 
remain  if  the  House  should  acquiesce  io 
the  proposal  which  I  shall  make  to  increase 
the  expenditure  on  the  Navy,  and  ahall 
also  determine  that  the  Income  Tax  shall 
be  continued.  I  now.  Sir,  approach  that 
most  important  part  of  my  statement  I 
have  this  nii^ht  to  make,  namely,  what  is 
the  mode  in  which  that  surplus,  or  any 
part  of  that  surplus,  shall  be  applied  for 
the  relief  of  taxation.  What  are  the  in- 
ducements, apart  from  that  of  providioff 
effectually  for  the  public  service,  which  I 
can  hold  out  to  the  House  of  Commons  as 
a  motive  to  obtain  their  consent  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Income  Tax?  I  ahould 
not  have  proposed  to  the  House  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Income  Tax  unless  I  had 
the  strongest  persuasion,  partly  founded 
on  the  experience  of  the  lust  three  years, 
that  it  will  be  competent  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  by  continuing  the  Income  Tax, 
to  make  such  arrangements  with  respect 
to  general  taxation  as  shall  be  the  fouoda* 
tioii  of  great  commercial  prosperity,  and 
shall  materially  add  to  the  comforu  even 
of  those  who  are  called  on  to  oontribute  to 
the  Income  Tax*  When  the  question  is^ 
having  a  considerable  surplus,  to  deter* 
mine  how  that  surplus  can  be  most  eft- 
ciently  employed,  the  subject  beoofase 
worthy  of  tne'most  important  and  serioae 
consideration.  In  the  first  place  rou  have 
to  consider  the  claims  which  may  os  iii|id 
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ia  ikroor  of  a  reduction  of  taxation  on 
account  of  the  heaviness  with  which  certain 
impoats  press  on  articles  of  general  con- 
samption.  You  are  bound  also  to  consider 
what  taxes  press  on  the  raw  materials 
which  constitute  the  staple  of  the  manu- 
factures of  the  country.  You  are  also 
bound  to  consider  what  taxes  cause  a  great 
increase  in  the  establishments  necessary  for 
their  collection,  and  what  are  those  taxes 
the  remission  of  which  will  enable  us  to 
diminish  those  establishments^  so  as  to 
reduce  the  expense  of  collection.  We  are 
bound  also  to  consider  what  are  those  taxes^ 
the  removal  of  which  will  give  more  scope 
to  commercial  enterprise,  and  occasion  an 
increased  demand  for  labour.  I  will  not 
say  which  of  these  considerations  ought  to 
be  the  most  predomin:int— all  ought  to 
occupy  our  serious  attention,  for  all  are  of 
the  very  greatest  importance.  If  we  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  the  House  for  the 
continuance  of  the  Income  Tax,  we  shall 
feel  it  to  be  our  duty  to  make  a  great  ex- 
periment with  respect  to  taxation,  and  we 
shall  hope  that  the  general  prosperity  which 
will  result  thereft'om  will  contribute  to  fill 
up  the  void  caused  by  the  cessation  of  the 
Income  Tax  in  future  years.  We  do  not 
propose  to  maintain  any  material  surplus 
of  revenue  over  expenditure,  confident 
that,  whatever  may  happen,  this  House  is 
determined  to  maintain  the  public  credit. 
We  have  determined  to  recommend  exten- 
sive reductions  in  those  taxes  which,  in  our 
opinion,  press  more  onerously  on  the  com- 
munity than  the  Income  Tax.  I  first  pro- 
pose to  take  those  taxes  which  are  collected 
by  the  Customs  Board,  and  I  shall  submit 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  on  that 
point,  what  are  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  respect  to  a  reduction  in 
the  duty  on  Sugar.  The  House  ^  ill  re- 
collect that  upon  this  subject  an  arrange- 
ment, temporary  in  its  character,  was  made 
in  the  course  of  last  year,  by  which  sugar, 
the  produce  of  countries  where  the  article 
was  cultivated  by  means  of  free  labour, 
was  admitted  into  competition  with  sugar, 
the  produce  of  our  Colonies.  There  was  at 
that  time  no  reduction  proposed  in  duty  on 
the  produce  of  our  own  Colonies ;  but  pro- 
positions were  made  regarding  the  impor- 
tation of  free  labour  sugar,  which  I  think 
were  generally  considered  as  indicative 
of  an  intention  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Sugar  Duties,  and  to  propose 
a  reduction  io  them.    The  amount  of  dis- 


criminating duties  proposed  upon  sugar^ 
the  produce  of  countries  where  sugar  is 
cultivated  by  free  labour^  was  IQs,  6d, 
Sir,  we  propose  now  to  adhere  to  the  ge« 
neral  principle  upon  which  we  acted  in  the 
course  of  last  year.  We  propose  to  restrict 
the  competition  of  sugar,  the  produce  of 
our  own  Colonies,  to  sugar  which  is  the 
produce  of  countries  cultivating  it  by 
means  of  free  labour,  or  which  are  entitled 
to  the  admission  of  their  sugar  into  this 
country  under  reciprocity  Treaties  which 
already  exist.  [A  n  hon.  Mernher  made  some 
observation,  which  was  inaudible.]  I  beg  it 
may  be  distinctly  understood  that  I  do  not 
wish  to  provoke  any  discussion  on  this  sub- 
ject now.  All  debate  upon  it  had  better  be 
deferred  to  the  time  when  the  question  of 
the  Sugar  Duties  is  regularly  before  the 
House.  At  the  same  time  it  is  important, 
indeed  necessary,  that  I  should  make  a 
general  allusion  to  the  subject  in  the  state- 
ment I  am  now  making.  The  discrimi- 
nating duty  proposed  to  be  established  by 
the  Act  of  last  Session  was,  on  free  labour 
British  plantation  sugar,  24^.,  and  5  per 
cent.,  and  that  upon  free  labour  foreign 
sugar,  34^.,  and  5  per  cent. ;  making  upon 
the  former,  a  total  amount  of  duty  of 
25^.  3d.,  and  on  the  latter  of  SSs.  9d, 
But,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  last 
year,  it  was  proposed,  as  a  just  protection^ 
to  establish  a  higher  discriminating  rate  of 
duty  on  free  labour  foreign  sugar  that  was 
clayed  or  equivalent  to  clayed.  We  de- 
clined, however,  to  accede  to  that  proposal^ 
as  we  found  that  there  was  no  such  rule 
established  with  respect  to  this  sugar  the 
produce  of  our  own  Colonies,  but  that  there 
was  a  uniform  rate  with  respect  to  all  our 
sugars,  except  refined  sugar ;  and  we  were 
unwilling  to  establish  a  different  rule  with 
regard  to  the  different  qualities  of  sugar 
from  other  countries.  We  stated^  at  the 
same  time,  that  if  it  were  possible  to 
establish  a  classification  applying  to  our 
own  as  well  as  to  foreign  sugars,  the  sub- 
ject might  be  well  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  it  might  be  a  proper  arrangement  to 
make.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  spoke 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  endeavoured 
to  establish  the  policy  of  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  coarser  and  the  finer  kinds  of 
sugar.  We  have  since  that  period  had 
communication  with  officers  conversant 
with  the  details  of  the  matter^  and  it  has 
been  certified  to  us  that  it  is  possible, 
both  with  respect  to  our  own  and  foreign 
sugars,  to  establish  such  a  distinction. 
We  propose^  therefore,  with  respect  to  all 
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§ugc(r«.  exeopt  refined,  the  produce  of  our  entitled  to  import  Muios?«do  togital  14«. 

QWn  ColQDie#j  to  make  ihU  anraogement  of    ~ 
the  duties  s—rin  i«B|}ect  to  browo  Musco- 


vado sugar,  now  subject  to  a  duty  of 
35<.  d^.«  wa  propose  to  male  a  reduction 
of  U«.  d(/.j  find  to  reduce  the  duty  to  14<. 
With  regard  to  Muscovado  sugar,  that  re- 
duced duty  will  apply  to  all  firitish  plan- 
tlttion  sugar — to  sugar  the  produce  of  the 
M^Ufitius — tp  sugar  the  produce  of  our 
We^t  Indian  Colonies;  but  with  regard  to 
the  pfoduoe  of  certain  districts  in  British 
Ipdia,  to  which  a  different  rule  now  ap. 
plies — I  allude  to  those  districts  which  are 
permitted  to  import  foreign  sugars— and 
with  regard  to  those  districts  we  propose  to 
retain  the  same  relative  proportionate  duty, 
and  that  duty  in  respect  to  Muscovado 
sugar  coming  from  them  shall  be  18#.  8d. 
We  propose  that  the  amount  of  protective 
duty  shall  not  exceed  9^.  4d,,  and  the 
duty  on  free  labour  foreign  Muscovado 
sugar  will,  therefore,  be  23f.  4d»  [An  hon. 
JMewber :  What  will  be  the  case  under  a 
Feciprocity  Treaty?]  Of  course,  as  to  coun- 
tries with  which  reciprocity  Treaties  are  in 
force,  we  cannot  deprive  them  of  that  which 
is  their  right  under  these  Treaties.  With 
vegard  to  white,  or  clayed  sugar^  or  sugar 
which  by  some  process  is  made  equal  to 
clawed  sugar,  we  propoee  that  the  duty  on 
British  plaptatien  oi  ^t  India  sug^r  shall 
be  reduced  from  25j.  dd.  to  I64.  4rf.,  i^nd 
that  the  duty  on  sugar  imported  from  those 
parts  of  India  into  whioh  roreign  sugar  may 
be  imponedi  sh«U  be2U.  9d»,  and  that  the 
duty  un  free  labour  foreign  sugar — that  is« 
olayed,  or  sugar  equal  to  clayed,  shall  be 
S8«„  thus  retaining  the  whole  amount  of 
discriminating  duty  which  last  year  was 
10«.  6d»,  but  applying  it  in  a  different 
manner,  giving  9*.  4d.  protection  on  Mus- 
covado sugart  and  increasing  the  protec- 
tion to  lis,  4</.  on  the  more  valuable  and 
coetly  article  of  clayed  or  white  sugar.  The 
average  amount  of  discriminating  duty, 
thereto,  will  remain  the  same  as  it  was 
last  year.  The  duty  on  Molasses  we  pro- 
pose to  reduce  and  preserve  in  the  same 
proportion.  It  is  necessary  that  I  should 
make  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
well  understood ;  but  at  the  same  time* 
without  going  into  minute  details,  reserv- 
ing all  thoee  for  consideration  when  the 
2^ugar  Duties  come  uoder  the  attention  of 
the  House,  we  propose  to  make  a  further 
reductimi  with  respect  to  the  admission  of 
refined  sugar.  We  propose  to  remore  the 
prohibitory  clutv  on  refined  sugar,  imported 
from  those  Bruiib  puMCsaioos  which  ar« 


dutjr,  and  to  place  upon  auch  sugar  a  mo- 
portiooate  import  duty— vis»«  en  forfnod 


sugar  I8s,  8d,  and  Sis.  on  double  fefioed. 
the  14«.  including  the  5  per  cent.  Now, 
it  is  important  that  I  should  give  to  the 
House  the  best  estimate  I  can  bras  el 
the  probiible  amount  of  sugar  to  he 
derived  from  the  poeaeasiope  of  tbia  eountff 
abroad.  For  the  purpose  of  obtpiniog 
information  on  that  subject  we  have  applied 
to  four  independent  aouroes,  with  the  view 
of  obtaining  an  estimate  of  the  probfiUe 
supply  of  sugar  from  British  poaseasieBa 
for  the  next  year,  and  I  will  now  lead  to 
the  House,  with  its  permission,  the  eftit 
mates  that  have  been  formed*  The  slo^ 
of  sugar  on  hand  on  the  let  of  Jamuury 
last  was  45,000  tons,  and  the  estimaie 
made  by  the  Customs  of  the  probable  pruv 
duction  of  the  British  plantaiions  ia  aa  Wq 
lows: — From  the  Wes|  Indi«  Coloniei, 
135,000  tons ;  from  the  Mauritius^  40,000 
tons;  and  from  British  lodi^.  70,Q0Q 
tons,  being  the  supplv  of  sunr  fbr  ih« 

Eresent  year,  iodepenoent  of  the  ■toitk  on 
and,  of  245,000  tons.  I  trust  tliat  theiw 
may  be  reliance  placed  on  the  aecuraey  af 
this  estimate,  m  it  baa  b^n  procured  frofii 
the  beat  sourcea  of  information.  The  next  of 
the  autboritiea  whidi  we  b«ve  oonsuiteA 
calculated  the  produce  pf  tbe  British  pM^ 
tstions  at  140,000  tons,  the  MauHf in*  tt 
40,000,  and  British  India  $l  90.000, 
making  a  total  of  850,000  tone  of  augpr  to 
he  supplied  during  the  next  year*  Th« 
next  authority  we  eoosuited  hu  not  give« 
so  flattering  an  aooouot,  It  eaiimatoa  tha 
produce  of  British  plantation  soger  atQoly 
120,000  tons,  the  Mauritiua  at  40,000 
tons,  and  British  India  at  70,000  tope — 
making  an  estimate  of  230,000  tons.  The 
fourth  estimate  formed  independeiitiy,  aa  I 
said  before,  of  any  oommunication  with 
the  authorities  for  the  other  eatimatee,  ia 
this.  The  estimate  for  British  pbntaiKMi 
sugar  is  130,000  tons,  the  Maoritiii^ 
40,000  tons,  British  India  65.000-^iiakiM 
a  total  of  235|000  tops.  The  kweet  M 
those  estimates  is  230,000  tone,  asd  the 
highest  is  250,000  tone.  If  you  add  Ibt 
highest  to  the  stock  in  band,  thai  fitea  a 
supply  of  295,000  tone;  and  if  you  tah« 
the  lowest,  it  will  give  a  supply  of  275,000 
tons.  We  consider  that  the  oQetl  of  iha 
reduction  of  duty  upon  eugar  will  ba,  on 
ibe  whole,  a  reduction  of  price,  so  fiw  aa 
duty  enters  into  price,  will  asaoont  la  \^. 

gtr  lb.,  or  not  nuite  eo  much   as  1^, 
Mt  if  you  add  uther  cbargne  that  acai^- 
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Kny  a  high  r^\e  fif  duty,  we  tbiDk  the 
U  ef(pet  pf  the  reduction  of  the  duty  will 
he  pot  much  ^hp^t  of  1  Jdf.  pe^  lb. ;  because, 
na  thp  duty  ipqre^ies,  there  are  charges 
inc'tdaplal  (q  that  ipcrease^  which  also  id- 
CPfaio.  I  next  propose  to  gi?e  to  the 
Hoi)8^  tha  be^t  estimate  wp  can  form  as  to 
the  probable  loss  to  the  Revenue  which 
viU  Mfisa  frQijii  that  proposed  reduction. 
^9  I  faid  bpfore,  we  calculate,  iqdependent 
pif  psy  supply  of  free-labour  sugar— we 
Pfticulata  00  9,  «tipply,  inpludiog  the  stock 
IB  )«apd»  pf  at  least  275,000  tons  for  the 
^s^Ut  yppr^  The  greatest  amoupt  of 
^psqmption,  I  believcj  has  not  been  m(H:e 
tbPQ  S)Q7,800  tons  in  any  one  year.  We 
fblPk  it  js  probable  that  the  effect  of  the 
TpductioQ  of  the  duty  popy  lead  to  an  in- 
^rtaipfld  poppuipptiop  of  perhaps  43,00Q 
tons.  Of  coprsp  those  estimates  must  be 
tilfeo  ap  very  gppera),  bqt  it  appears  to  us 
pi^bablp  that  thp  inoreaaed  conspmptioQ  of 
fiugar»  eqpppqpept  ppon  the  reduction  of 
dMtyi  will  pmqunl  to  a  total  nqt  mqch 
lA(Urt  pf  2^0.000  tons.  The  consumptioq 
of  British  MqsoqFado  sugar  to  the  extent 
ftif  16Q«000  tons,  at  I4s,  would  give 
94340|000/,  The  consumption  of  clayed 
lUgav  at  a  duty  of  I6s  id.  on  sugar  equal 
to  olaypd,  tP  thp  extent  of  70,000  tops, 
will  give  arevppue  pf  ii  140,000/. ;  foreign 
^  Muaoovadp  sugpr^  5,000  tons,  at 
93««  4rff|  will  gi¥P  a  revenue  of  11^,700/.  | 
pf  ^fjabour  fqreign  clayed,  pr  equal  to 
playpdi  15,000  tQDS,  at  28s„  wiil  give  a 
]«vppu«  of  420,000/.  As  I  said  before, 
thi?ae  pptimatps  ipu^t  of  course  be  very 
general ;  byt  sqppoising  them  to  approxi- 
Pfiato  to  the  truth,  the  conspqqepce  will  be 
that  wp  shall  receive  from  the  duty  on 
•pgai,  in  eonsequepce  of  the  reduction,  the 
mm  pf  3>91 6,000/.  Thp  Revepue  derived 
fi^fti  su^ar  in  the  laat  year  was  5,216,000/. 
Thpra  wjl]  conseqpeptly  be  very  probably 
a  1p9I  iq  the  next  ypar  to  the  Revenue  of 
Y&fY  nearly  1,300,000/.  upon  su^ar.  Now, 
ppstponfng  any  further  discussion  on  the 
puljpet  oH  the  Sugar  Puties,  until  the 
pPfjpd  whpp  they  will  come  imqiadiately 
lipdef  oppsiderption,  I  proceed  to  enu- 
inprittp  thp  other  duties  of  which  we  shall 
prppp^,a8  a  consequence  qf  thp  continuance 
pf  Ihp  Iqpqme  Tax,  the  reduction  or  the 
HUpgi^pioq,  It  will  be  recollected  that, 
whpp  thp  Tariff  passed,  in  the  year  1842, 
tbeiP  WP^P  flPmP  small  duties  still  retained 
Vpipi  paparta  froni  this  country— exports 
fjitjier  of  raw  materials,  or  manufactured 
trtjclpa  so  pearly  approacbtBgraw  materials 
tbit  thpy  ppula  icarcfly  \^  diiliu^uished 


from  them.  At  the  same  time,  it  wU)  bp 
remembered  that  we  ahpHshed  geueraliy 
the  duties  on  exports,  which  yielded,  I 
think,  about  108,0Q0/*  They  were  aU 
abolished,  with  the  exception  pf  a  few 
articles,  suchi  for  instance,  as,  I  thipk, 
cbjna-^stone,  and  some  others  of  the  saq^p 
description.  We  propose  to  adopt,  as 
a  general  vule,  the  abolition  of  expopt 
duties  on  pll  articles.  [An  hon.  M^m^er  9 
Inpludipg  coal  ?]]  Not  excepting  coal.  I 
am  indifferent  to  any  temporary  triumph. 
I  apd  my  right  hon.  Friends  will  do^what 
we  conceive  to  be  our  duty>  without  regard 
to  whether  we  may  please  of  displease  par- 
ticular persons.  Wp  shal]  be  actuated  by 
other  and  higher  considerations.  Apply- 
ing, then,  a  general  principle  to  exports  of 
every  kind,  we  do  pot  think  it  would  be 
wise  to  reserve  coal  as  an  eKception.  We 
do  think  it  will  be  an  ipiportppt  priof 
ciple  to  establish,  that  with  respect  to  exr 
ports,  there  shall  be  no  duty  leviable  j 
and,  in  establishing  that  principle,  we 
agree  that  coal  should  be  included  in  it. 
We  are  the  more  willing  to  act  up  to  the 
full  extent  of  the  principle,  inaspiuch  as 
the  amount  of  revenue  derived  from  cop) 
has  nqt  poet  the  expectatiop  \vhich  waa 
entertained  when  the  tax  was  first  im» 
posed.  The  calculatiop  qf  the  amount  tq 
be  received  was  160,000/.,  as  a  clear  net 
revenue,  whereas  the  aum  rpcejved  last 
year  from  the  dqty  on  poal  did  not  exceed 
120,000/,  I  believe  that  the  export  of 
coal  has  been  greatly  iqipeded  ip  aonsOf 
quence  of  the  combinations  which  have 
takep  place  amongst  the  colliers  and  the 
Qwpers  of  coal  mines.  These  I  considev 
tq  have  been  the  main  cause  why  the  re^ 
venue  derived  from  the  exportation  of  coal 
has  not  amounted  to  piore  than  the  sum  I 
have  named.  But  I  do  not  take  as  the 
ground  of  the  exemption  of  coals  the  fact 
of  the  revepup  not  having  amounted  to 
the  estimate.  I  do  it  from  pp  unwilling- 
ness to  make  any  exception  to  the  print 
ciple  which  I  have  already  enpnoiaied— tt 
namely,  that  with  respect  tq  exports  no 
duty  shall  hepceforth  survive.  But  this  \ 
n^ust  say,  that,  after  having  ren^oved  the 
burden  to  which  coal  on  its  export  to  fo- 
reign countries  is  now  subject,  I  dp  trust 
that  the  proprietors  of  coal  mines  will  give 
to  the  people  of  this  country  the  full  ad^ 
vantage  of  that  remission.  There  is  an 
impression — \  know  not  whether  it  be  well 
founded  or  not — but  there  is  a  general 
impression  that  the  price  demanded  for 
coal  sent  to  the  metropoliy^  and  to  othpr 
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pirta  of  the  coontiy,  is  higher  thao  the 
price  of  cool  exported  to  foreign  coantrieo. 
If  that  be  so,  there  could  not  be  a  more 
powerful  justification  of  this  export  duty 
than  the  fact,  that  bj  means  of  combinal 
tion  a  greater  price  was  demanded  frtnn 
the  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  for  English 
coal,  than  from  the  subjects  of  foreign 
powers.  I  must  also  think  that  it  is  a 
great  abuse  of  natural  monopoly^  if  there 
be  combinations  among  coal-mine  pro- 
prietors for  the  purpose  of  restricting  the 
supply  and  enhancing  the  price  of  cnal  in 
this  country.  And  I  trust  that  this  to- 
luntary  abandonment  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  a  tax  so  much 
complained  of  by  the  coal  proprietors,  will 
be  met  by  that  body  in  a  corresponding 
spirit,  and  that  we  shall  hear  no  longer  of 
two  prices  for  coal — one  for  foreigners  and 
another  for  Englishmen,  and  that  we  shall 
hear  no  more  <?  combinations  among  pro- 
prietors of  coal  property  for  the  purpoM  of 
restricting  the  supply,  and  diriding  the 
amount  of  that  supply  among  themselres. 
So  much.  Sir,  for  the  duties  upon  exports. 
[An  hon.  Member :  What  was  the  total 
amount  of  the  coal  duty  received  by  the 
Government  ?]  The  total  amount  of  duty 
on  the  exportation  of  coal  does  not  exceed 
118,000/.;  and  the  revenue  on  the  other 
articles  exported  is  very  small  indeed.  The 
loss  which  the  Revenue  will  sustain  by  the 
repeal  of  the  coal  duties,  taking  last  year's 
receipts  as  a  test,  will,  as  I  have  jost 
stated,  be  about  118.000/.  J  now  come  to 
the  duties  hich  are  levied  on  imports,  and 
which,  in  amount,  are  very  small  on  indi- 
vidual articles  which  are  uted  ns  raw  ma- 
terials io  our  roanufiu:tures.  I  dare  say, 
most  Gentlemen  have  referred  to  the  Paper 
which  has  been  prepared  by  direction  of  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  exemplify- 
ing the  operation  of  the  present  system  of 
import  taxation,  and  of  the  late  changes  in 
the  Tariff*  It  may  probably  have  been  ob- 
served that  by  that  document  there  are  no 
less  than  813  articles  included  in  the  Tariff, 
430  of  which  produce  a  very  small  amount 
of  revenue  indeed.  We  propose.  Sir,  to 
include  in  our  financial  arrangements  the 
aboliiion  of  the  duties  which  are  now  levied 
on  those  430  articles.  But  in  considering 
the  policy  of  altering  these  duties,  a  ma* 
terial  question  arises ;  namely,  whether  it 
be  desirable  to  abolish  the  duty  altogether, 
or  whether  it  be  desirable  to  reuin  a  small 
and  merely  nominal  amount  of  duty  for  the 
purpose  or  detecting  imposition,  and  of  se- 
curing the  acquisition  or  useful  information. 


We  have  given  a  good  deal  of  coosiden- 
tion  to  that  subject :  it  is  a  dificolt  one, 
and  deserves  much  lellectloo.  It  will  be 
absolutely  necessary,  in  any  event,  to  re- 
tain important  means  of  inquiry  with  re- 
spect to  the  importation  of  foreign  artides; 
first,  lor  the  purpose  of  obtaining  accurate 
statistical  information.  To  secure  this,  it 
is  necessary  to  ascertain  the  weight  and 
quantity  of  the  articles  imported.  In  the 
next  place,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  re- 
tain the  power  of  strict  examinatioo,  be- 
cause, of  course,  we  must  guard  against 
the  possibility  of  fraud  by  artides,  on 
which  duty  is  leviable,  coming  into  this 
country  under  the  pretence  that  they  are 
articles  on  which  no  duty  is  duugnble. 
But,  upon  the  whole,  we  have  arrived  at 
the  condusion,  while  retaining  the  power 
of  examination,  and  while  retaining  the 
power  of  ascertaining  the  quantity  and 
the  weight  of  the  articles  imported,  that 
it  is  desirable  in  making  a  great  reform 
of  this  kind,  in  respect  to  the  receipt  of 
these  small  duties,  that  we  diould  abolish 
them  altogether,  rather  than  retain  anj 
portion  of  them.  By  retaining  a  smalt 
portion  of  such  duties,  it  may  be  said  that 
we  should  increase  the  vigilance  of  the 
Custom  House  officers,  in  ascertaining  the 
weight  and  quantity  of  articles  imported. 
But  if  such  duties  were,  as  they  ought  to 
be,  merely  nominal,  it  does  not  occur  to 
me  that  the  collection  of  a  merely  nominal 
duty  would  give  such  an  indtement  to 
Custom  House  officers  as  that  which  a 
duty  of  considerable  amount  might  exdte. 
But,  observe,  by  abolishing  the  duties  al« 
together,  we  get  rid  of  a  great  number  of 
troublesome  accounts  which  must  be  kept  if 
any  duties  whatever  are  to  be  leried.  If 
fraud  be  practised — if  on  examination  it 
be  found  that  the  law  is  not  strictly  obeyed 
or  openly  evaded —  we  must  then  appeal 
to  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing precautionary  measures,  and  for  re- 
establishing a  small  and  nominal  duty. 
But  we  are  willing  to,  trv  the  experiment 
of  abolishing  the  duties  altogether,  retain- 
ing the  power  of  examination  as  to  the 
weij^ht  and  quantity  of  the  artides,  so  that 
statisticd  information  shall  be  secured, 
and  precaution  taken  against  the  import 
duty  being  evaded  on  articles  still  liable 
to  duty,  under  the  pretence  that  those 
articles  are  free  of  duty.  Now,  we  appre- 
hend that  the  repeal  of  these  duties  will 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  trade  of  this 
country.  Observe,  it  dispenses  with  the 
necestitjr  of  warehoutbg  these  amall  goods, 
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a  practice  which  prevails  throughout  the 
country,  though  I  believe  it  is  more  ex- 
teasively  observed  In  the  City  of  Loodou 
with  respect  to  goods  on  which  small 
duties  are  levied  than  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  Yet  even  in  other  towns  and 
cities  the  removal  of  a  temptation  to  ware- 
house such  goods  will  be  a  great  advantage. 
Upon  the  whole^  therefore,  not  being  very 
confident  of  the  perfect  correctness  of  our 
decision,  yet  we  do  feel  it  our  duty  to  ad- 
vise the  House  to  try  the  experiment 
which  we  did  try  last  year  with  respect  to 
foreign  wool,  and  admit  the  importation  of 
those  articles  to  which  I  shall  presently 
refer  without  the  payment  of  any  duty, 
being  assured  that  if  necessary  the  House 
will  re-establish  such  an  amount  of  duty, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  raising  a  Revenue, 
as  shall  be  considered  sufficient  to  guard 
against  fraud.  The  articles  on  which  we 
propose  to  abolish  the  duties  will  be  those 
generally  which  are  the  raw  materials  of 
our  manufactures.  The  list  of  these  ar- 
ticles contains  430  specific  items ;  and,  as 
that  list  will  be  printed,  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  make  such  a  trespass  on  the 
patience  of  the  House  as  to  read  over  the 
whole  of  them.  I  think  it,  therefore, 
better  to  postpone  the  minute  consideration 
of  those  articles  till  another  opportunity ; 
but  I  may  state  that  the  total  number  of 
articles  that  will  be  absolutely  swept  away 
from  the  Tariff  will  be  no  less  than  430. 
These  will  include  those  fibrous  materials, 
such  as  silk,  hemp,  and  flax,  which  now 
pay  a  nominal  duty;  yarns  of  different 
kinds,  with  the  exception  of  worsted  yarns, 
which  are  subject  to  some  peculiar  regula- 
tions. We  also  propose  to  abolish  the 
duty  on  furniture  woods.  There  is  a  great 
trade  growing  up  in  this  country,  which  it 
is  very  desirable  to  promote;  and  for  that 
purpose  I  propose  abolishing  the  duty  on 
all  cabinet-making  materials.  The  amount 
of  duty  at  present  levied  on  cabinet  woods 
is  very  low,  and  we  think  that  the  same 
principle  which  has  already  been  applied  to 
sheep's  wool  ought  to  be  applied  to  those 
materials.  We  propose,  also,  to  abolish  the 
duties  on  animal  and  vegetable  oils.  These 
were  included  in  the  Tariff.  We  propose 
likewise  to  remove  the  duty  upon  ores  and 
minerals,  with  the  exception  of  copper  ore, 
with  respect  to  which  an  arrangement  was 
made  in  1842,  and  which  has  worked  ex- 
ceedingly well.  The  duties  on  iron  and 
zinc,  in  the  first  stages  of  manufacture, 
will  also  be  abolished ;  and  we  intend  to 
remove  the  duties  on  all  dyC'Stuffs^  and  ou 
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drugs  universally,  with  the  exception  of 
some  that  are  very  noxious,  and  liable  to 
be  used  as  adulterations.  There  are  some 
other  articles  with  respect  to  which,  partly 
from  this  and  partly  from  other  considera- 
tions, this  total  removal  of  duty  will  not 
take  place.  I  do  not  propose  materially  to 
interfere  with  the  general  principles  which 
we  have  applied  to  the  Timber  Duties.  We 
were  charged  with  throwing  away  a  large 
sum  by  our  alteration  of  the  Timber  Duties; 
but  with  regard  to  the  great  article  of 
foreign  timber,  I  think  it  will  be  seen  that 
there  has  been  recently  a  large  increase  in 
the  import  of  Baltic  timber — that  import 
is  increasing,  and  although  as  yet  the  mea- 
sure lately  passed  has  not  had  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  showing  its  results,  I  have  a  very 
confident  hope  that  eventually  my  estimate 
of  last  year  will  be  realized.  The  amount 
received  for  Timber  Duties  during  the 
course  of  last  year  did  not  fall  much  short 
of  950,000/.  But  there  is  one  particular 
article,  standing  on  very  special  grounds, 
in  respect  to  which,  when  speaking  of 
Timber  Duties,  we  think  an  exception 
ou^ht  to  be  made:  I  allude  to  the  article 
of  Staves.  We  have  given  the  most  deli- 
berate consideration  to  this  subject ;  we 
have  read  the  various  memorials  which 
have  been  presented  to  us  on  behalf  of  the 
coopers  of  this  country,  and  we  do  think 
that  they  have  made  out  a  case  of  peculiar 
hardship,  which  entitles  them  to  an  ex- 
emption from  the  duty  on  an  article  which 
is,  in  point  of  fact,  the  raw  material  of  their 
manufacture.  The  cooperage  trade  has 
been  gradually  decaying  in  this  country. 
Even  in  our  own  possessions  the  export  of 
staves,  and  the  articles  that  are  made  from 
them,  is  exposed  to  a  formidable  competition 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States.  The 
United  States  are  now  supplying  our  West 
India  Colonies  with  this  important  article 
of  trade.  The  trade  of  the  cooper,  again, 
in  consequence  of  the  failure  in  our 
fisheries,  has  fallen  off  materially*  The 
amount  of  duty  levied  on  staves  this  year, 
for  the  purpose  of  manufacture,  is  not  less 
than  30  per  cent,  on  the  value  of  the  raw 
material,  as  it  may  properly  be  termed. 
We  have  considered  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  adopt  any  mode  of  relief,  at  the 
same  time  retaining  the  revenue  duty ;  but 
it  appeared  to  us  that  this  plan  must  give 
rise  to  such  a  system  of  fraud,  and  that  it 
would  afford  such  opportunities  for  eva- 
sion, that  we  thought  it  better  on  the 
whole  to  class  the  article  of  staves  with 
those  that  are  raw  material^  and  permit  a 
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frM  and  uoreitricted  import  of  sta?M  for 
the  use  of  the  coopen.     Of  course  it  will 
be  neoesssrv  that  we  should    limit  th6 
length  of  tlie  staves,  so  that  thejr  roaj  not 
be  applied  to  other  purposes ;  biit  without 
terv  minute  and  reaatious  regulations,  it 
will  be  impossible  to  prevent  the  importa- 
tion of  staves  altogether  which  may  be 
used  for  other  purposes,  though  not  con* 
tcmplated  by  the  law,  than  for  cooperage. 
Upon  the   whole,   however,  we  think  it 
better  to  submit  to  that  evasion  of  our  in- 
tention, rather  than  establish  a  vexatious 
system  of  minute  regulations  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  it.     I  do  hope  that  the 
removal  of  this  duty  will  restore  the  pros- 
perity  of  a  trade  which  finds  employment 
for  some  of  the  most  ingenious  and  respect- 
able artiians  in  this  country;  and  that 
the  House  will  consider  that  we  are  per- 
fectly justified  in  taking  this  one  article 
out  of  the  general  category  of  the  Timber 
Duties.     fMr.  Labouckere:  Do  you  re- 
move the  duty  altogetht'r?]  Yes,  we  take 
it  off  altogether*  [Mr.  Lo^oac^tfre:  What 
is  the  amount?]     The  amount  of  duty  on 
thiM  article,  1  think,  is  about  33,000/.   We 
remit  it  altogether.      We  diminish  the 
temptation  to  apply  staves  to  the  ordinary 
purposes  of  furniture,  by  making  a  simul- 
taneous reduction  in  the  duty  upon  all 
cabinet  timber.    []Mr.  Labouckere :  What 
is  the  estimated  loss  to  the  revenue?]  I 
think  the  loss  of  revenue  by  the  remission 
of  the  duties  on  all  these  480  articles  will 
be  about  320,000^     I  now  come  to  that 
article,  which  of  all  others  is  the  most  im- 
portant to  the  mauufacturing  and  commer- 
cial  prosperity  of  this  country.     I  come 
now  to  the  duty  upon  Cotton  Wool.     The 
present  duty  on  cotton  wool  is.  so  far  as 
the  revenue  is  concerned,  6-16th8  of  \d, 
the  pound  weight  *  but  as  that  duty  is  ap 
plicable  to  the  whole  amount  of  cotton  wool 
imported,  and  as  about  one- fifth  of  the  total 
amount  of  cotton  wool  is  unavailable  for 
the  purposes  of  manufacture,  and  is  neces- 
sarily waste,  the  duty,  of  course,  presses 
with  increased  severity  upon  that  portion  of 
the  whole  amount  which  is  capable  of  being 
used  for  manufactures.     It  is  estimated, 
and  1  believe  the  estimate  to  be  a  reason- 
able 000)  that  we  ought  to  add  one-six- 
teenth more  to  the  five-sixteenths,  in  order 
to  calculate    the  full    amount   of    duty 
paid  upon  the  whole  of  the  Cotton  Wool 
that  is  actually  manufactured  in  this  coun- 
try. Six-sixteenths,  or  three-eighths  of  a 
penny  per  lb.  weight  may,  therefore,  be 
talMft  as  the  total  amount  of  duty  paid  od 


cotton   wool.    Now  when    the  price  of 
cotton  wool  is  4d.  a  lb.  on  the  aversge, 
three-eighths  of  \d*  per  pound  is  a  duty  of 
9  per  cent,  on  the  value  of  the  raw  material 
If  the  price  of  cotton  wool  be,  as  it  bu 
been  of  late^  not  more  than  Zd.,  a  lb.  three- 
eighths  of  a  \d.  per  pound    is  a  dutjr 
amounting  to  not  less  than  12|  per  ceot. 
on  the  value  of  the  raw  material.    Thii 
duty  so  levied  falls  with  peculiar  seterity 
on   the    coarsest   description    of    cotton 
goods.     Upon  the  finer  muslins  you  can 
hardly  estimate  the  amount  of  duty,  it  ii 
so  small ;  but  the  coarser  the  fabric,  and 
the  more  it  is  in  common  wear,  the  higher 
is  the  amount  of  duty.     It  is  in  respect  to 
the  manufacture  of  the  coarser  fabrics  that 
the  manufacturers  of  the  country  are  ex* 
posed  to  the  most  formidable  competition 
in  South  America  and  China,  and  even  io 
our  own  Colonies.    Of  course,  in  resfiect  of 
the   manufactured   cotton  of  the  United 
States,  we  labour  already  under  greatdisad- 
vantage,  from  the  ready  access  which  the 
people  of  that  country  possess  to  the  raw 
material ;  and  they  are  formidable  compe- 
titors of  ours  in  the  manufiicture  of  ail 
the  coarser  descriptions  of  cotton  good& 
Now,  we  have  already  repealed  the  duty 
on  sheep's  wooI»  and  so  fitr  as  cxperisDoe 
has  gone,  we  may  justly  say  that  the  belt 
effects  have  resulted  from  that  measure.  It 
has  given  a  great  stimulus  to  the  maoufic- 
ture,  and,  speaking  generally,  there  is  now 
prosperity  existing  where    a  short  time 
since  there  was  depression    and   gloom. 
But  in  my  judgment  the  removal  of  the 
duty  on  sheep's  wool   forms  a  great  sod 
additional  ground  of  claim  on  the  part  of 
the  manufacturers  for  the  removal  of  the 
duty  on  cotton  wool.     I  know  it  will  be 
said  that  this  trade  is  now  in  a  flourishiog 
condition ;  but  we  must  not  disregard  the 
formidable  competition  to  which  it  is  ex- 
posed ;  we  must  consider  how  materially 
this  cotton  manufacture  has  contributed  to 
the  strength  of  the  country,  how  materislif 
it  aided  in  enabling  us  to  go  through  BttC* 
cessfully  that  great  conflict  in  which  wevere 
Rome  thirty  years  ago  engaged,  and  we 
must  consider  the  thousands  and  teoiof 
thousands  of  persons  who  are  now  indebted 
to  it  for  their  occupation  and  subsisteoce* 
Seeingandcoosiderinx  these  things*- leeiog 
the  amount  of  duty  imposed  upon  the  coarser 
fabrics -^seeing  the  extent  of  competitioo 
to  which   they  are  exposed— seeing  the 
importance  of  this    manufacture  to  the 
commercial  greatness  of  this  country,  we 
art  prepared  to  advise  the  abolitiou  of  th< 
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duty  upon  cotton  wool.     The  estimated 
Ion  to  the  Rfet enue  by  the  abolition  of  the 
diity  on  cotton  vrool— *taking  as  a  guide 
the  amount  received  last  year— will  not  be 
less  than  680,000/.    In  respect,  then,  to 
the  revenue  derived   from  the  Customs' 
duties,  we  do  not  propose  to  make  any 
further  alterations  than  those  to  which  I 
have  now  referred.     Sir,   we  have  also 
closely  and  carefully  reviewed  the  various 
duties  levied  by  the  £xcise,  with  a  view  of  de- 
termining, after  taking  care  that  a  sufficient 
amount  of  revenue  shall  remain  available 
for  the  purposes  of  the  nation,  what  are 
the  duties  which   appear  to  us  to  press 
most  grievously  upon  the  interests,   and 
more  especially  upon  the  industrial  classes 
of  the  country.     Now,  with  respect  to  the 
Excise  duties,  no  man  can  look  at  them 
without  feeling  bound  to  admit  that  in 
reference  to  each  of  them  a  pretty  strong 
primd  fdcie  case  may  be  made  out  for  its 
repeal.     I  do  not  mean  to  say  which  of 
those  duties  which  we  do  not  meAn   to 
touch  would  be  first  entitled  to  relief  in 
liltttre    years*    because    I    conceive  that 
nothing  is  more  likely  to  damp  and  check 
manufacturing  enterprise  than  to  hold  out 
tague  promises  as  to  any  one  particular 
article  being  considered  to  have  claims  on 
the  Government  for  relief  above  the  rest. 
But  what  I  mean  to  say  isi  that  looking 
Abstractedly  at  the  various  articles  that 
arc  subject  to  £xcise>  and  without  re* 
fference  to  the  Revenue^  I  think  all  of  them 
possess  claims  upon  Parliament,  and  that 
for  every  one  of  them  a  good  primd  facie 
case  can  be  made  out  in  favour  of  having 
that  tax  reduced,  if  not  altogether  repealed. 
But  there  is  one  source  of  revenue  paid  to 
the  Excise  which  does  appeur  to  us  to  be 
open  to  peculiar  objections.     Neverthe* 
less  there   has   been   no  clamour  raised 
fbr  the  reduction  of  this  duty.    I   am 
not  quite  sure  whether  or  not  greater  po- 
pularity might  not  have  been  obtained  by 
jtroposing  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  some 
other  articlea  than  the  one  I  am  about  to 
name ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  the 
duiv  of  the  Executive  Government  to  take 
those  articles  which,  whether  there  has 
been  any  clamour  for  a  reduction  of  duty 
on  them  or  not,  are  articles  in  respect  of 
which  tiny  duty  at  all  is  open  to  the 
greatest  objection.    Now,  to  the  particular 
branch  of  duty  to  which  I  refer.    The  at- 
tention of  the  Government  may  not  have 
been  called  by  any  clamour  out  of  doors ; 
but  I  will  undertake,  before  I  sit  down,  to 
demonstrate  that  there  is  no  branch  of  the 
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Excise  more  entitled  to  reduction  than  that 
to  which  I  have  alluded,  and  which  I  am 
about  to  mention.  I  have  already  said  that 
in  respect  to  this  particular  article  to  which 
I  am  referring,  we  have  not  been  subject  to 
auv  peculiar  pressure  from  without     It  is 
a  duty  which  we  have  selected,  from  the 
conviction,  after  mature  deliberation,  that 
it  is  one  of  the  most  objectionable  in  point 
of  principle — and  the  repeal  of  which  will 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  public    The 
duty  to  which  I  refer  is  that  duty  on  the 
free  transfer  of  property^  which  is  called  the 
Auction  Duty.     This  auction  duty  is  levi- 
able in  each  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  is  a  duty  which  was  levied  for  the  first 
time,  with  very  little  consideration,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  American  war.     Ii 
is  a  duty  from  which  other  modes  of  trans- 
ferring  of  property  are   completely   ex- 
empted.    But  if  you  choose  to  sell  your 
property  by  auction,  in  that  case  a  heavy 
duty  is  levied.  It  is  therefore  a  duty  which 
is  severely  fislt  by  those   whom  distress 
compels  to  resort  to  that  mode  of  sale. 
Can  there  be  a  greater  condemnation  of 
the  principle  of  this  duty,  when,  after  you 
have  established  it,  you  have  been  obliged 
to  grunt  exemptions  from  it  in  no  less  than 
thirty- two  different  cases.     Since  the  Act 
originally  passed,  there  have  been  scarcely 
less  than  thirty-two  different  laws  passed 
granting  exemption   from    its    operation. 
When  Commissioners  were  appomted  to 
examine  into  the  Excise  duties  some  years 
since — after  examining  the  whole  of  them, 
they  made  this    remark   with  respect  to 
auction  duties:— '*  The  duty  on  auctions 
should  be  among  the  first  of  the  taxes  to 
be  repealed.'*      Now,  observe :   all  sales 
which  take  place   under  the  direction  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  are  exempted  from 
the  auction   duty;   and  there  have  been 
many  instances  in  which  estates  have  been 
placed  even  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  in  order  that  the  sale 
of  them  might  be  totally  exempted  from 
the  auction  duty.     And  what  is  now  the 
practice  with  respect  to  the  sales  of  estates  ? 
Every  newspaper  is  full  of  advertisements 
for  the  sale  by  auction  of  landed  property. 
The  estate  is  exposed  for  sale,  the  value 
of  the  property  is  ascertained«   and  then 
it  is  generally  the  understanding  of  the 
parties  that   the  estate  shall   be   bought 
in,  and  the  highest  bidder   shall    buy  it 
by  private  contract.   The  estate,  theretore, 
is  not  sold  by  auction,  and  the  intention 
of  the  law  is  defeated.     This  is  the  mode 
often  pursued.     The  auction  is  simply  a 
K  2 
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meaos  of  ascertaioiog  the  value,  bat  tlie 
purchase  is  made  priratelj  the  next  day. 
aod  the  paymeot  of  the  duty  is  altogether 
eraded.  To  gire  the  House  an  idea  of  the 
impolicy  of  this  tax,  let  me  look  at  the  ge- 
neral results.  lo  the  year  eodiog  the 
Ist  of  January,  1841 — that  is,  in  the  year 
1840,  the  whole  amount  in  ralue  of  pro- 
perty exposed  to  auction,  of  which  the 
Excise  were  obliged  to  take  an  account,  was 
not  less  than  45,232,000/.,  in  respect  to 
the  whole  of  which  there  was  the  neces- 
sity of  an  examination,  and  of  keeping  an 
account  by  the  officers  of  Excise,  who  had 
exactly  the  same  troublesome  duty  to  per- 
form m  respect  to  property  advertised  for 
sale  by  auction,  although  it  was  not 
sold,  as  thev  had  in  respect  to  property 
which  was  sold.  But  while  the  total  amount 
of  property  subject  to  be  taken  an  ac- 
countof  by'theExciseOffice  was  45,232.000/. 
the  actual  amount  on  which  the  duty  was 
paid  was  only  8,760,000/.,  consequently 
there  were  upwards  of  36,000,000/.  of 
property  exposed  to  sale  which,  on  abooant 
of  exemptions  and  the  node  of  evading  the 
law,  were  free  from  any  duty  whatever. 
Are  not  these  two  facts — there  being  thirty - 
two  exemptions  from  the  duty,  and  there 
being  only  8,000.000/.  of  property  on  which 
duty  is  paid  out  of  45 ,000,000/.  exposed  to 
sale  ^ are  not  these  strong  and  almost  con- 
clusive proofs  of  the  impolicy  of  this  duty  } 
The  present  Commissioners  of  Excise  re- 
ported, three  years  since,  when  recom- 
com mending  the  repeal  of  the  Auction 
Duties,  that  there  was  more  trouble  given, 
aod  that  more  intricate  questions  arose  on 
account  (f  attempts  to  evade  the  luw,  and 
on  questions  of  exemption  in  respect  to  Auc- 
tion Duties,  than  on  all  the  other  branches 
of  the  Excise  Revenue.  The  total  amount 
received  for  Auction  Duties  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  is  300,000/.  There 
is  no  duty  the  remission  of  which  will,  in 
my  opinion,  lead  to  such  a  great  reduction 
of  the  Excise  Staff.  There  is  no  duty  so 
objectionable  in  principle  as  a  duty  upon 
the  transfer  of  property ;  and  the  duty,  be 
it  remembered.  Is  quite  independent  of  the 
stamps  for  conveyances,  which  appiy  to  all 
transfers  of  property.  To  select  one  par- 
ticular  mode  of  transferring  property,  and  to 
subject  that  to  a  duty,  is  a  course  open  to 
grave  objections;  and  I  do  hope  that  1  have 
satisfied  the  House*  that  although  there  is 
no  external  demand  for  this  reduction,  and 
although  articles  might  be  selected  upon 
which  a  reduction  would  be  more  popular* 
yet  looking  comprehensivsly  ut   ths  in- 
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terests  of  property,  and  considering  tiia 
advantage  which  is  conferred  on  a  great 
commercial  and  manufacturing  country  by 
facilitating  the  transfer  of  property,  I  do 
not  think  yoa  could  confer  a  mater  be« 
nefit  upon  the  United  Kingdom  if  yoa 
selected  other  duties  of  the  same  amount 
in  preference  to  that  which  is  thus  proposed 
to  be  reduced  to  the  extent  of  300,000/. 
Every  auctioneer  is  under  the  existing  law 
compelled  to  take  out  a  license.  In  the 
first  instance,  he  takes  out  a  general  li- 
cense of  5/. ;  but  if  he  is  afterwards  called 
on  to  sell  any  particular  article  which  is 
not  included  in  that  license,  there  is  then  a 
demand  made  upon  him  for  anothtf  license 
of  5/.,  and,  consequently,  there  are  auc- 
tioneers who  pay  25/.  for  licenses,  because 
some  articles  are  exposed  to  sale  by  auc- 
tion, where  they  have  to  officiate  as  auc- 
tioneers, which  are  not  covered  by  the 
general  auction  license.  Now,  I  propose^ 
instead  of  the  principle  of  requiring  sepa- 
rate licenses,  to  enable  auctioneers  to  dis- 
pose of  every  description  of  property  by 
taking  out  one  license.  I  propose  to  fix 
the  amount  of  that  license  at  15L,  thus 
enabling  the  auctioneers  who  take  it  out  to 
sell  every  description  of  property.  I  think 
it  is  highly  probable  that  the  number  of 
auctioneers  will  be  increased  by  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty.  The  present  number  of 
auctioneers  is,  I  think,  about  4«000.  A 
license  duty  of  15/.  on  each  will  raise  a 
revenue  of  60,000/.  subject,  of  course,  to 
the  reduction  of  the  prevent  auction  duty. 
I  not  believe  that  one  general  license  of 
15/.  would  be  felt  at  all  as  an  onerous 
impost,  while  I  think  it  probable  that  the 
number  of  auctioneers  would  increase.  We 
propose,  therefore,  to  repeal  the  doty 
upon  auctions,  aod  to  substitute  for  the 
present  system  of  licensing  one  uniform 
license,  the  maximum  cost  of  which  will  be 
15/.  [Mr.  CoiUii :  Will  each  member  of 
a  firm  be  required  to  take  out  a  separate 
license  T\  It  is  proposed  that  eadi  mem- 
ber  of  a  firm  shall  be  required  to  take  out 
a  license.  There  still  remains  an  article 
upon  which  there  is  an  Excise  Doty,  which 
we  propose  to  repeal ;  after  what  has  paa^ 
regarding  the  auction  duty,  I  shall  make 
no  preliminary  observation,  but  mention  it 
at  once^Glass.  It  seems  to  us  that  glass 
has  special  claums  to  the  repeal  of  the 
duty.  The  doty  on  glass  has  been  doubled 
since  the  year  1815,  and  during  that 
period  it  has  never  experienced  any  dimi- 
nution. I  think  I  can  also  show  that  with 
respect  to  glass,  without  denying  the  case 
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that  may  be  made  out  for  other  excisable 
commodities,  supposing  we  had  an  abun- 
dant revenue,  there  are  grounds  upon 
which  it  may  be  said  to  be  entitled  to  a 
preference  of  consideration.  Let  me  recite 
some  of  the  most  prominent  of  those 
grounds.  In  the  first  place,  the  amount  of 
duty  is  not  less  than  200  to  300  per  cent, 
upon  the  value  of  the  manuractured  article. 
A  contract  was  lately  made  for  the  supply 
of  glass,  and  the  charge  made  for  it  was  \s, 
per  square  foot,  and  the  manufacturer 
was  asked  at  what  price  he  would  un- 
dertake to  furnish  the  same  quantity  of 
glass  if  it  were  duty  free ;  and  his  an- 
swer was,  that  he  could  probably  supply 
it  at  Zd.  per  square  foot,  but  at  any 
rate  it  could  not  possible  exceed  Ad.  per 
square  foot.  In  a  case  of  this  kind,  we  must 
not  estimate  the  weight  of  the  burden 
bv  the  mere  amount  of  pecuniary  interest. 
There  is  no  duty,  which,  in  order  to  levy 
it,  requires  such  a  system  of  perpetual  and 
vexatious  interference  with  the  manufac- 
turer as  this  duty  on  glass.  Compare 
the  export  of  glass,  the  manufacture 
of  which  is  exposed  to- this  perpetual  and 
vexatious  interference,  with  the  export 
of  another  article  which  has  the  good  for- 
tune to  be  exempt  from  duty.  Your  ex- 
port of  earthenware  last  year  doubled  that 
of  glass,  it  was  to  the  value  of  751,000/. ; 
but  the  export  of  glass,  subject  as  I  have 
said,  to  the  duty,  and  to  constant,  vigilant, 
and  annoying  interference  with  the  manu- 
facturer, in  order  that  it  may  be  collected, 
was  only  to  the  extent  of  388,000/.  I  am 
about  to  state  another  important  fact  in 
regard  to  ^lass ;  there  is  no  excise  duty 
on  glass  in  France,  Belgium,  or  Bohemia ; 
and  what  has  been  the  consequence  ?  That 
10  Bohemia,  in  particular,  the  manufacture, 
by  the  application  of  chemical  arts,  has 
been  brought  to  a  state  of  admirable  per- 
fection. There,  glass,  under  the  applica- 
tion of  the  most  beautiful  chemical  princi- 
ples, is  exposed  at  different  stages  to  va- 
rious degrees  of  beat,  and  thereby  contracts 
a  diversity  of  colours  that  produce  the  most 
beautiful  effects.  We  have  peculiar  fa- 
cilities for  accomplishing  the  same  ends  ; 
we  command  the  alkali  and  the  coal,  and 
yet  we  cannot  compete  with  foreigners  in 
the  manufacture  of  glass.  What  is  the 
fact?  Thatj  as  there  is  no  excise  duty 
in  Belgium,  Bohemia,  and  France,  there 
18  no  necessity  for  interference  by  the  State 
with  the  process  of  manufacture.  What 
takes  place  ?  There  is  a  great  import  of 
foreign  glass  into  the  bonded  warehouses 


of  this  country,  to  be  afterwards  exported, 
being  liable  to  no  duty,  and  it  is  now  beating 
our  own  manufacture,  not  only  in  foreign 
markets,  but  even  in  the  markets  of  our 
own  Colonies.  I  think  I  can  make  out  this 
point  without  entering  into  details;  for  it 
is  most  important  to  observe  the  progress 
of  gradual  encouragement  in  the  export  of 
foreign  glass  from  this  country,  as  com- 
pared with  glass  of  our  own  manufacture. 
During  the  last  seven  quarters  there  has 
been  a  gradual  increase  in  the  foreign 
glass  brought  into  our  bonded  ware- 
houses, and  afterwards  exported,  as  com- 
pared with  glass  the  produce  of  our 
own  domestic  manufacture.  Is  not  that 
a  strong  fact  to  exemplify  the  policy 
of  some  new  arrangement  in  this  re- 
spect.^ If  you  permit  this  article  to  be 
free  of  duty,  it  is  difficult  to  foresee,  in  the 
first  place,  to  what  perfection  this  beautiful 
fabric  may  not  be  brought ;  and,  secondly, 
it  is  impossible  to  say  to  what  new  pur. 
poses  glass,  manufactured  by  our  own  skill 
and  capital,  may  not  be  applied.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  the  balance- spring  of  a  chro- 
nometer, made  of  glass,  instead  of  the 
ordinary  material,  steel.  1  understand 
that  it  possesses  a  greater  degree  of  elasti- 
city, and  that  it  has  a  greater  power  of 
resisting  the  alternations  of  beat  and  C(»ld. 
The  manufacture  is  so  expensive,  and  it 
requires  such  skill  on  the  part  of  the  work- 
man, that  I  do  not  b;^lieve,  under  the 
present  system  of  restriction,  that  this 
exquisite  discovery  can  be  generally  ap- 
plied. The  fact  is  that  a  chronometer, 
with  this  glass  balance- spring,  was  sent 
into  the  North  Sea,  at  the  time  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  C. 
Wood)  was  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
and  was  exposed  to  comparison  with  ten 
other  chronometers :  the  result  was  that 
the  report  was  in  favour  of  the  chronometer 
with  a  glass  balance- spring  as  compared  to 
all  the  others.  So  much  for  the  applica- 
tion of  glass  to  a  purpose  of  the  utmost 
delicacy  and  nicety,  in  cWe  connexion 
with  the  progress  of  astronomical  science. 
I  have  read  too  in  a  French  newspaper, 
the  Courier  de  I'Europe,  within  the  last 
month,  that  in  France  they  are  now  manu- 
facturing glass  pipes  for  the  conveyance  of 
water,  which  cost  nearly  30  per  cent,  less 
than  pipes  manufactured  of  iron,  and  which 
will  bear  a  greater  external  pressure  than 
iron  pipes.  They  are  luted  together  with 
a  species  of  bitumen,  and  as  far  as  health 
is  concerned  for  the  conveyance  of  water^ 
glass-pipe^  are  greatly  entitled  to  the  pre* 
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feraioo.  Tbat,  be  it  remarkedj  is  in  a 
couotry  where  tbere  is  no  ezdae  duty  upon 
gleas,  bat  wkeie  the  manufacture  of  it  is 
entirely  fret ;  nod  taking  all  the  articles 
between  these  two  extremes^  the  balaoce- 
sfuring  of  a  chronometeri  and  the  pipe  for 
the  conveyanoe  of  water,  who  shall  say 
to  what  purposes  this  manufacture  may 
not  be  applied  among  us  when  it  is  wholly 
relieved  from  the  impost?  It  is  to  be 
borne  in  mind  also  that  the  cost  of  collect- 
ing the  duty  on  flint  glass  is  not  less  than 
57  per  cent.  In  order  to  prevent  frauds  it 
is  necessary  that  you  should  have  a  series 
of  most  minute  and  troublesome  regulations 
as  to  the  melting  of  glass  :  notice  must  be 
given  to  the  excise  officers  respecting  an- 
nealing and  other  parts  of  tue  process, 
which  so  encumber  it  as  to  make  the  appli- 
cation of  additional  skill  and  ingenuity 
almost  impossible.  What  we  propose  is, 
to  relieve  it  altogether  from  this  burden, 
and  to  place  it  on  the  same  footing  as  in 
Belgium,  Bohemia,  and  France.  This 
course  will  give  full  and  unrestricted  play 
to  capital  and  enterprise  in  this  country, 
where  we  enjoy  the  peculiar  advantage  of 
materials  in  the  command  of  alkali  and 
coal.  My  belief  is,  that  with  this  change, 
if  we  do  not  supply  almost  the  whole 
world  with  glass,  we  shall,  at  least,  be  able 
to  enter  into  competition  with  other  na* 
tions,  who  have  hitherto  had  the  benefit  of 
that  supply.  There  are  many  other  argu- 
ments that  might  be  used  upon  this  point, 
but  by  what  I  have  said,  I  do  think  I  have 
shown  that  so  far  as  the  manufocture  of 
glau  is  concerned,  in  comparison  to  other 
manufactures,  there  are  peculiar  reasons 
why  the  duty  on  glass  should  be  repealed. 
A  case  has  been  got  up  in  favour  of  the 
remission  of  the  window  duty;  but  let  us 
just  take  the  case  of  glass,  to  see  what  a 
much  more  beneficial  eflTect  upon  the  labo- 
rious portion  of  the  community  will  be 
produced  by  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
glass,  than  by  the  repeal  of  the  window- 
tax.  It  is  estimated  that  there  are  in 
(ireat  Britain  about  3,500,000  bouses,  of 
whivh  not  more  than  500,000  are  charge- 
able with  the  window-tax ;  therefore  there 
are  3,000,000  nf  houses  which  require  glass 
for  the  comfort  of  the  inhabitants ;  and  if 
the  House  sanctions  the  removal  of  the 
duty  upon  glass  you  will  thereby  confer 
on  the  poorer  classes  a  roost  extensive 
benefit.  I  am  afraid  that  1  weary  hoo. 
Membem  by  these  |Mirticulara,  but  we  hsve 
had  occasion  with  the  greatest  care  to  look 
at  every  side  of  the  question,  and  I  wish  to 


satisfjr  those  who  think  that  other  ta^es 
have  just  claims  to  our  attention,  that  na 
desire  of  ponularity,  but  good  and  siibstan- 
tial  causes,  nave  induced  us  to  give  a  pra* 
fereoce  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
glass.  See  how  it  will  afiect  aodal  im- 
provement. Let  us  take  the  arts.— what 
an  advance  has  been  made  in  the  art  of 
engraving ;  reduce  the  price  of  plate  glassy 
and  you  may  be  fud  to  ofler  a  premiiun 
upon  still  further  improvements  in  the  art 
of  engravinff.  Look  next  at  the  ooosider* 
ation  of  heuth ;  nothing  prevents  the  pas* 
sage  of  heat  so  much  as  glass ;  the  passage 
of  heat  into  a  room,  through  ghss,  is  as 
ten  to  one  less  than  through  any  other  maie^ 
rial;  but  if  yen  interpose  between  two  plates 
of  glasa  a  certain  layer  of  air,  yon  prevent 
that  passage ;  therefore,  for  the  purpose  of 
health  you  facilitate  the  applicauoo  of 
double  windows,  by  which  the  influx  or 
efflux  of  cold  or  heat  is  impeded,  and  health 
and  comfort  promoted*  This  may  be 
viewed  in  some  respects  as  a  minor  consi- 
deration, but  at  all  events  it  is  not  imma- 
terial. Give  me  leave  to  udd,  that  the 
Land  Commissioners  of  Ireland  have  lately 
made  a  Report,  which  I  received,  in  fact, 
the  day  before  yesterday,  and  they  could 
not  have  had  the  slightest  conception  of 
what  might  be  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Ministers  in  this  respect ;  but  in 
their  Report  it  is  said  that  tnere  could  be 
few  measures  which  would  contribute  more 
to  the  comfort  and  improvement  of  the 
lower  classes  in  Ireland  than  to  be  able  to 
procure  glass  at  a  cheap  rate.  That  ob- 
servation comes  from  persons  who  have  bad 
their  attention  particularly  directed  to  the 
condition  of  the  lower  orders  in  Ireland; 
and  it  is  a  singular  confirmation  of  what 
I  liave  advanced  on  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  glass.  Tlie  gfaus  manufacture 
exisu  in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  as  well  as 
in  this  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  so 
that  Ireland  will  derive  a  direct  benefit 
from  the  abolition  of  this  duty ;  and  I  do 
not  see  why  she  should  not  in  future  be 
the  seat  of  a  most  extensive  and  successful 
glass  manufacture.  Even  if  she  be  not, 
the  extinction  of  a  duty  which  is  3  or  300 
per  cent,  more  than  the  value  of  the  arttck, 
will  give  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  as  to  the 
people  of  Great  Britain,  the  ooeamand  of 
a  commodity  which  is  essential  to  comCut 
and  convenience.  Looking  at  it,  therefore* 
in  every  point  of  view-«>wnetlier  it  be  the 
amount  of  the  duty,  which  b  2  or  300 
per  cent,  above  the  value  of  the  article-^ 
whether  it  be  the  anooyiog  and  tumble* 
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aome  raatrictiona  by  which  levying  it  is 
necessarily  attended — the  nunqberlesd  pur- 
pqsea  to  which  it  may  be  applied,  or  the 
direct  addition  to  the  comfort  of  the  work- 
ing classes  of  the  community^  I  do  hope 
that  this  House  will  acquiesce  in  the  re- 
commendation of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  will  select  glass  as  one  of  the 
articles  in  respect  to  which  the  present 
lEacise  duty  ought  to  be  entirely  removed. 
The  loss  to  the  Hevenue  from  the  entire 
abolition  of  the  duty  on  glass  will  amount  to 
643.000/.  I  have  now  exhausted  the  arti- 
cles in  respect  to  which  Ministers  intend 
to  propose  a  remission  of  dutieSj  and  I  will 
here  venture  to  recall  the  recollection  of 
the  House  to  the  estimate  1  made  of  the 
amount  of  the  Revenue,  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Income  Tax  would  he  continued. 
I  Will  also  state  the  immediate  effect  the 
reductions  will  have  in  lessening  the  sur- 
plus in  our  hands.  I  estimated  the  sur- 
plus, in  case  the  Income  Tax  should  be 
continued,  which  would  be  available  on 
the  6th  of  April,  1^46.  at  3,409,000/.  i 
and  I  will  now  recapitulate  the  reductions 
of  the  Revenue  which  will  arise  from  the 
repeal  of  the  different  duties  I  have  enu« 
merated.  I  mentioned  them  specifically 
at  I  went  on;  but  I  will  now  state  the 
aggregate  amount  of  diminution.  I  esti- 
mated  the  loss  upon  sugar  at  1,300^000/., 
the  loss  upon  coal  at  118.000/.  The 
lose  upon  minor  articles  of  import,  the 
raw  material  of  manufiicture.  I  stated  at 
320,000/.;  the  loss  upon  cotton  wool  I 
calculate  will  be  680.000/. ;  upon  auctions 
it  will  be  250,000/.  a  because  I  reckon 
upon  some  receipt  for  licenses,  which  will 
make  up  some  part  of  the  loss.  The  loss 
by  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on  glass  will 
be  640>000/.;  the  loss  upon  staves  is  in« 
eluded  in  the  320,000/.  of  loss  on  articles 
of  import,  Thus  the  total  loss  to  the  Re- 
venues supposing  the  House  to  sanction 
the  course  1  have  recommended  would  be 
3,338,000/.,  very  nearly  absorbing  the 
actual  surplus  of  3,409,000/.  I  have  stated 
already,  that  in  proposing  the  continuance 
of  the  Income  Tax,  1  do  not  propose  it  for 
the  purpose  of  having  a  lar^  surplus  re- 
venue }  £[>r  I  should  think  it  right,  after 
defraying  the  necessary  expenses,  to  ap- 
propriate it  to  the  removal  of  taxes  which, 
in  my  opinion*  are  the  most  oppressive. 
The  House  will  observe  that  I  have  taken 
no  credit  for  the  ultimate  saving  there  will 
be  io  the  reduction  of  the  public  establivsb- 
meuts.  The  diminution  of  clerks  will 
aflbrd  a  material  saving.    And  I  have>  be- 


sides, taken  no  credit  for  that  increase  to 
the  Revenue  which  will  arise  from  the  re^^ 
moval  of  heavy  restrictions  upon  manufac- 
tures, equally  onerous  to  the  amount  of  the 
duties.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  state  that  the 
experiment  I  propose  to  make  is  a  bold 
measure ;  I  do  not  hesitate  to  state  that : 
but,  looking  at  the  result  of  past  expert* 
ments—- looking  at  what  is  now  the  state 
of  the  Customs*  revenue,  after  the  reduc- 
tions we  have  made^seeing  that  the 
Customs'  revenue,  on  the  5th  January, 
1845,  presents  a  surplus,  as  compared 
with  the  preceding  year,  of  not  less  than 
1,305  000/.,  after  deducting  the  loss  of 
122,000/.  which  arose  upon  cotton  wool 
last  year,  and  61,000/.  upon  sheep's  woo} 
— seeing,  I  say,  that  the  Customs  nave  in- 
creased, notwithstanding  these  losses,  tc 
tho  extent  of  1,305,000/.— I  am  not  afraid, 
although  I  am  responsible  for  the  financial 
condition  of  the  empire,  to  make  this  great 
experiment  on  the  Kevenue.  I  propose  that 
the  Income  Tax  should  be  continued  for  a 
further  limited  period,  because  I  have  the 
most  confident  |iersuasion  that  the  reduc- 
tion in  the  prices  of  articles  of  great  import* 
ance  which  will  follow  and  arise  out  of  the 
repeal  of  taxation  will  be,  if  not  a  com- 
plete, at  least  a  material  compensation  for 
the  burden  of  the  Income  Tax.  When  I 
recommend  the  imposition  of  the  Income 
Tax,  independently  of  other  objections,  I 
was  told,  "  You  will  be  disappointed  In 
your  receipts  $  the  amount  paid  under  the 
Income  Tax  will  operate  unfavourably  on 
other  branches  of  the  Revenue,  and  you 
must  expect  a  diminution  in  this  way 
nearly  eciuivalent  to  the  gain  under  the 
Income  lax— at  any  rate  you  must  look 
for  a  diminished  consumption,  and  the 
revenue  that  you  will  receive  with  one 
hand  you  must  distribute  with  the  other," 
This  is  the  warning  I  received.  Now, 
what  is  the  fact  ?  There  has  been  no 
reduction  traceable  to  the  Income  Tax. 
There  has,  indeed,  been  some  small  re- 
duction  of  40.000/.  or  50,000/.  in  the  duty 
on  carriages  and  horses,  but  that  reduction 
is  to  be  attributed  to  the  progress  of  rail- 
way conveyance;  and  it  is  only  extra- 
ordinary that  it  has  not  been  greater.  But 
if  you  exclude  the  operation  of  this  cause 
of  diminution,  my  belief  is  that  the  receipt 
of  the  assessed  taxes  during  the  operation 
of  the  Income  Tax  has  been  larger  than 
it  was  before.  I  say,  therefore,  that  It 
cannot  be  apprehended  from  the  ex- 
perience of  the  Income  Tax  that  it  must 
necessarily  reduce  the  revenue  from  the 
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assessed    taxes,  because    under    tlie   In- 
come  Tax    that   revenue   from    the    as- 
sessed taxes  has  materially  increased.  Re- 
member this — and  I  do  not  conceal  the 
fact,  for  it  ought  to  enter  into  your  con- 
sideration   when   deciding  the   question, 
whether   you    will  continue  the    Income 
Tax'—that  during   its  operation  the  Re- 
venue has  so  prospered  that  the  receipts 
at  present,  independently  of  the  Income 
Tax,  are  almost  equal  to  the  national  ex- 
penditure.    Such  has  been  the  increase  of 
revenue  from   permanent   sources  of  in- 
come during  the  existence  of  the  Income 
Tax,  that  we  might  have  avoided  making 
this  experiment ;  we  might  have  provided 
for  the  supplies  of  the  present  year  without 
making  any  application  to  Parliament  in 
resjiect  to  increased  taxation  ;  but  we  pro- 
pose to  continue  the  Income*  Tax  for  a 
further  period,  not  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding tne  Supplies  for  the  year,  but  dis- 
tinctly for  the  purpose  of  enabling  us  to 
make   this  great  experiment  of  reducins^ 
other  taxes.     The  term  for  which  I  sug- 
gest the  continuance  of  it  will  not  exceed 
that  for  which  it  was  originally  imposed. 
I  cannot  say,  when  urging  these  extensive 
reductions — I  will  not  say  that  it  might 
not  have  been  a  wiser  course  to  give  a 
longer  period  to  test  the  efBcacy  of  the 
plan ;    but  at   the   same  time   it    is  na- 
tural that  Parliament  should  ask  to  have 
the  control  of  the  tax   at    a    period    not 
more    remote    than    that    for    which    it 
was  in  the  first  instance  enacted.     There- 
fore I  do   not  propose  that  it  should   be 
renewed  for  more  than  three  years,  and  I 
hope   the   House  will  not  insist  upon  a 
shorter  period.     It  would  be  impossible  to 
enter  upon  these  extensive  reductions  of 
taxation,  unless  we  had  the  assurance  that 
this  great  source  of  revenue  would  not  be 
dried  up  at  least  during  the  next  three 
years ;  and  at  the  expiration  of  three  years 
it  is  myconfident  belief  that  that  will  have 
again  occurred  which   has  now  occurred, 
and  that  it  will  be  competent  to  Parlia. 
ment  then  to  dispense,  as  it  might  now, 
with  the  Income  Tax.   I  have  that  reliance 
upon  the  elasticity  of  the  resources  of  this 
Empire,  that  I  do  expect,  before  the  ter- 
mination of  three  years,  that  this  repeal 
of  taxes  will  have  produced  beneficial  ef- 
fects, and  that  we  shall  find  an  increase  of 
revenue  probably  enabling  us  to  dispense 
with  the  continuance  of  the  Income  Tax. 
But   let   the   House  remember  that  the 
pinciple  on  which  we  have  gone,  and  gone 
aHvisedly,  is  the  absolute  repeal  of  taxation 


in  many  cases ;  we  do  not  diminish  a  tax, 
on  glass  for  instance,  keeping  on  one- 
quarter  or  one-half  of  it ;  we  do  not  lower 
the  duty  on  auctions,  on  cotton  wool,  or 
on  articles  of  smaller  imputation :  but  we 
propose  the  absolute  repeal,  expecting  from 
the  increased  consumption  of  other  taxed 
articles,  an  equivalent  improvement  in  the 
Revenue.  We  do  hope  that  the  direct  and 
instant  effect  will  be  increased  oonsumptioo 
of  many  articles  now  subject  to  duty,  in- 
vigorating the  industry  and  extending  the 
commercial  enterprise  of  the  country 
through  other  channels,  and  supplying  the 
void  we  cannot  hope  to  fill  up  by  direct  tax* 
ation.  Sir,  I  believe  I  have  now  executed 
the  task  I  proposed  to  myself.  I  have, 
however  imperfectly,  explained  the  views 
>  and  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  financial  and 
commercial  policy  of  the  country.  I  trust 
that  the  House  will  now,  as  it  did  on 
the  former  occasion,  without  pronouncing 
a  hasty  or  a  precipitate  judgment,  take 
into  its  consideration  comprehensively  the 
whole  of  the  plan.  I  hope  it  will  reflect, 
whether  or  no,  upon  the  whole,  it  be  for 
the  interest  of  the  country  to  adopt  it; 
and,  after  mature  deliberation,  1  con- 
fidently believe  that  the  decision  of  the 
House  will  be  in  its  favour.  Whatever  mav 
be  the  decision,  at  any  rate^  we  have  the 
consolation  of  knowing  that  we  have  not 
sought  popularity  by  avoiding  the  question 
of  continuing  the  Property  Tax  :  we  hare 
not  acted  in  deference  to  popular  clamour, 
for  we  have  selected  taxes  for  reduction  and 
abolition  against  which  there  has  been  no 
agitation.  I  know  it  will  be  said  that  the 
principles  I  have  laid  down  are  capable  of 
much  further  extension,  and  that  in  defer- 
ence to  them  I  ought  to  have  made  much 
greater  reductions  in  Import  Duties ;  but  it 
is  our  object,  while  we  establish  good  prin- 
ciples, to  allow  for  the  present  state  of 
society,  and  viewing  the  magnitude  of  the 
interests  involved,  the  consequence  to  those 
interests  of  rash  and  hasty  interference,  it 
is  our  desire  to  realise  the  utmost  degree 
of  good,  without  disturbance  or  alarm  to 
interests  which  cannot  be  disturbed  or 
alarmed  without  paralysing  industry.  Sir, 
I  submit,  this  proposal  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  We  have  taken  this  course 
after  careful  consideration,  and  we  recom- 
mend this  plan  from  a  deliberate  conviction 
that  if  sanctioned  by  Parliament  it  will 
conduce  to  the  extension  of  industry,  to 
the  encouragement  of  enterprise,  and  that 
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the  result  of  that  exteDsion  of  industry  and 
encouragement  of  enterprise  will  be  the 
benefit  of  all  classes  of  the  community, 
whether  they  are  directly  or  indirectly 
connected  with  commerce,  manufiictures, 
or  agriculture.  Our  conviction  is,  that  by 
the  adoption  of  this  proposal^  industry  and 
commerce  will  be  immediately  benefited, 
and  that  indirectly  all  classes  of  this  vast 
community  will  find  its  welfare  promoted. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by 
moving, 

**  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Cominittee, 
that,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,  the  respective  Duties  on  Pro- 
perty, Professions,  Trades,  and  Offices,  and 
the  Stamp  Duties  in  Ireland,  granted  by  two 
several  Acts  passed  in  the  fifth  year  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  be  continued  and  further 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  a  time  to  be  lim- 
ited." 

After  the  Chairman  had  put  the  ques- 
tion. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  again  rose^  and  said 
that  he  wished  the  Chairman  to  report 
progress,  and  did  not  mean  to  ask  the 
House  to  come  to  a  vote  to-night.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  hon.  Members 
would  see  the  great  importance,  for  the 
sake  of  many  branches  of  trade  and  com- 
merce, to  proceed  at  once  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  repeal  of  taxation.  Delay  would 
materially  affect  many  branches  of  indus- 
try, and  he  hoped  therefore  that  the  House 
would  be  prepared  on  Monday  to  pronounce 
an  opinion,  not  on  the  details,  but  upon 
the  general  outline  of  the  plan.  This 
course  would  not  preclude  the  House  from 
discussing  and  deciding  upon  the  various 
parts  of  the  proposal  hereafter. 

Lord  John  Russell :  I  am  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  attended  to  the 
request  I  made  on  a  former  day,  that  he 
would  not  call  upon  the  House  at  once  to 
vote  upon  this  question.  It  is  due  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject,  that  Members 
shoald  not  be  required  to  pronounce  an 
immediate  opinion.  When  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  urges  that  various  interests  may 
be  injured  by  delay,  I  may  remark  for 
myself^  that  I  will  not  ask  for  a  day's 
postponement  beyond  the  period  he  has 
himself  fixed.  I  shall  be  ready  to  proceed 
with  the  debate  on  Monday  next.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  must  expect,  however, 
that  I  shall  then  take  a  view  of  the  whole 
proposal,  and  not  merely  of  the  special 
subject  immediately  under  consideration 
in  the  Refolution  proposed.  1  say  this, 
because  with  reference  to  the  Sugar  Duties, 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
qu|98lion  could  be  discussed  when  those 
duties  at  the  proper  season  came  before 
the  House ;  but  1  consider  his  proposal  as 
to  $ugar  the  most  important  part  of  his 
plan,  and  liable  to  much  objection.  I 
shall,  therefore,  not  refrain  on  Monday 
from  making  observations  upon  that  sub- 
ject as  part  of  the  whole  scheme.  At  the 
same  time,  I  readily  agree  not  to  defer  the 
debate  beyond  Monday  next.  1  shall 
then  be  prepared  to  offer  my  opinion. 

Mr.  Collett  asked  at  what  period  it  was 
intended  that  the  changes  should  come 
into  operation  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel  meant  the  duties  to  be  re- 
pealed on  the  earliest  possible  day,  ^ith 
the  exception  of  glass :  there  were  reasons 
why  the  repeal  of  that  duty  should  be 
postponed  for  two  or  three  months.  He 
wished  the  repeal  of  the  cotton  duties  to 
be  immediate,  and  he  might  say  the  same 
of  the  duties  on  articles  of  import. 

Mr.  fV,  Williams  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant  to  make 
any  allowance  for  stocks  on  hand  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  did  not. 

Mr.  Liddell  could  not  help  taking  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  thanking  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  the  abolition  of  the  duty 
on  glass  and  upon  theexport  of  coal.  He 
should  not,  however,  have  presumed  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  for  one 
moment,  if  it  had  not  been  for  an  obser- 
vation which  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  combination  in  the 
coal  trade,  and  which  was  received  with 
considerable  sensation  in  that  House.  He 
must  admit,  that,  although  much  evidence 
had  been  given,  on  various  occasions, 
upon  this  subject,  by  most  competent 
parties,  before  Committees  of  that  House, 
a  variety  of  misrepresentations  still  ap- 
pealed to  remain.  He  should  dispose  of 
the  subject  in  one  single  sentence,  which 
was,  that  he  wished  those  misrepresenta- 
tions to  be  entirely  cleared  away  ;  and  he 
could  only  state  that,  if  any  hon.  Member 
thought  proper  to  move  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the 
alleged  combination  of  the  coal  trade,  he 
should  be  happy  to  support  such  a  propo- 
sition. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  he  entirely 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
sat  down,  in  thanking  the  Government 
for  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on  the  ex- 
port of  coals ;  and  be  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  his  hon.  Friend  was 
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the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  suhject. 

Sir  R.  Heel  was  sure  that,  on  reflection, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  satisfied  that 
great  inconvenience  would  arise  from  a 
person  in  his  situation  expressing  an  opinion 
with  respect  to  a  tax  with  which  he  did 
not  intend  to  deal,  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present,  as  it  must  derange  all  commercial 
transactions  connected  with  the  article  in 
question.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  safest 
course,  if  he  did  not  wish  to  impede  com* 
mercial  enterprise,  was  not  to  say  anything 
on  the  aubject.  He  must  also  observe,  that 
he  could  not  conceive  how  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Rye,  or  the  country,  could  be  taken 
by  surprise  by  the  discussion  on  the  pro- 
posed renewal  of  the  Income  Tax  coming 
on  on  Monday.  The  hon.  Member,  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  would  if  he 
chose,  be  able  to  oppose  it,  and  take  the 
Sense  of  the  House  on  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  as  well  as  on  Monday  next.  There 
would  be  ample  opportunities  for  those  who 
disapproved  of  the  plan  of  the  Government 
to  express  their  opinions.  As  for  the 
countrv  being  taken  by  surprise,  surely  the 
hon.  Member  must  have  seen,  from  the 
expressions  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  that 
the  inference  must  be  drawn  that  it  waa 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
pose the  renewal  of  the  Property  Tax. 

Mr.  Roebuck  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  had  stated  that  if  the 
Property  Tax  was  to  be  permanent,  it 
ought  to  be  remodelled.  His  hon.  Friend 
should  now  look  upon  it  as  a  permanent 
tax,  as  he  might  depend  upon  it  that,  for 
the  rest  of  his  life,  he  would  not  see  it 
taken  off. 

Lord  John  Russell  wished  to  have  some 
explanation  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as 
to  the  suggestion  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
As  the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  did  not  say  that 
he  meant  m  any  way  to  modify  the  Income 
Tax,  he  presumed  it  was  to  be  inferred  that 
it  was  to  be  proposed  as  it  now  was. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  replied,  that  he  intended 
to  propose  the  simple  renewal  of  the  Tax 
as  It  stood.  He  thought  there  was  a  very 
essential  difference  between  proposing  to 
enact  this  Tax  permanently,  and  only  for 
a  particular  period.  He  believed,  that  if 
it  were  renewed  for  three  years,  that  no 
nan  at  the  end  of  that  period  who  paid  it 
would  find  that  he  had  sustained  any  loss, 
in  consequence  of  the  reductions  that  would 
take  place  in  other  respects.  He  would 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  as  to  di«tinc* 


tions  that  should  be  dmwn  iti  respect  to 
paying  this  tax  on  permanent  or  tempo- 
rary  interests ;  but  he  was  satiafied  that 
if  any  attempt  were  made  to  draw  any  such 
distinctions,  the  matter  would  be  found  to 
be  surrounded  with  the  greatest,  if  not  in- 
superable difficulties.  T&e  for  instance,  the 
posseanon  of  landed  property.  Would  yon 
make  a  difference  in  the  amount  of  the  taJt 
between  a  man  having  a  life  intenat»  and 
another  man  having  a  permanent  interest  ? 
If  an  attempt  was  commenced  to  draw  a  dla^ 
tinction  between  the  interest  of  a  half-pay 
officer  or  a  clergyman,  and  a  person  having 
a  permanent  interest,  they  would  be  in. 
volved  in  endless  difficulties. 

Mr.  C  Buller  remarked  that  there  was 
a  great  difierence  between  an  income  do- 
rived  from  property,  and  a  professional 
income — the  latter  was  not  either  a  perma- 
nent or  a  life  interest,  but  a  fluctuating 
interest.  The  distinction,  therefore,  wliieE 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  alluded  to  between 
a  life  and  a  permanent  interest  waa  a  vety 
different  thing  from  the  gains  of  a  profe^ 
sion.  He  was  not  going  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  several  hon.  Members  near  him, 
and  praise  the  Budget  as  they  had  done. 
He  confessed  that  he  did  not  see  aomueh  to 
admire,  as  he  believed  that  the  keeping 
on  the  Income  Tax  did  away  with  mudi  of 
the  benefit  which  otherwise  might  have 
been  derived  from  it.  He  thought  that  the 
country  should  understand  and  oonsidet 
what  was  the  purport  of  the  Budget.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  propoaed  that  the  PhK 
perty  Tax  should  be  granted  for  three  or 
five  years-^for  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
his  phraseology— as  he  did  when  he  pro» 
posed  the  present  Income  Tax.  He  then 
made  a  promise  that  such  would  be  the 
reduction  in  the  cost  of  articles  of  ooosomp* 
tion  under  his  new  Tariff,  that  no  one 
would  feel  the  Income  Tax  ;  hut  the  expe- 
rience of  the  country  did  not  warrant  the 
repetition  of  such  a  promise.  But  what- 
ever were  the  merits  of  other  paru  of  the 
Budget,  it  completely  put  an  end  to  all 
question  as  to  the  removal  of  the  Ineome 
Tax  at  the  end  of  three  years.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  his  present  Bndget>  pro- 
posed permanently  to  get  rid  of  the  whole 
of  the  surplus  revenue ;  u  he  did  not  re- 
duce or  modify,  but  intended  to  get  rid 
altogether  of  most  of  the  taxes  be  hSi  dealt 
with.  Certainly  there  wu  an  exception 
with  regard  to  the  Sugar  Duties;  but 
every  other  tax  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meddled  with,  he  proposed  entirely  to 
sweep  off.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  there- 
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the  coal  trade,  be  could  pot  help  saying 
tbat  H  appeared  to  him  moit  impertineot 
oo  the  part  of  the  coal-owners  to  stand  up, 
prepared  with  chapter  and  werse,  to  prove 
that  they  were  pure  and  innocent  parties, 
whilst  they  had  been  throwing  so  heavy  a 
iMirden  upon  the  inhabitants  of  the  metro- 
polis. The  first  part  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's speech  required  great  considera- 
tion ;  but  as  to  the  principles  which  he  had 
laid  down,  end  the  articles  he  had  selected 
for  the  repeal  and  reduction  of  duty,  he 
would  at  once  express  his  approval  of  the 
sentiments  and  the  course  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  excepting  only  the 
subject  of  sugar.  Common  sense  and 
prudence  dictated  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  necessity  of  discussing  the  sugar 
question  by  itself*  With  the  exception 
which  he  had  jast  before  alluded  to, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
made  an  excellent  selection.  He  joined 
him  in  stating  that  the  repeal  of  the 
duty  upon  glass  would  be  of  more  benefit 
to  the  community  at  large  than  the  repeal 
of  the  window  duty  would  have  been. 
The  abolition  of  the  duty  upon  glass, 
would,  in  fact,  afTord  an  equivalent  to  the 
flOO.OOO  persons  who  had  to  pay  the  Win- 
dow Duty.  He  hoped,  ere  long,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  be  able  to  remove  the 
Excise  Duties  altogether  from  the  Statute 
Bool(|  except  the  Malt  Tax  and  Spirit  Dn<. 
ties,  which  might  easily  be  transferred  to 
th«  Other  Revenue  Department.  What- 
ever they  might  do  beside  to  afford  relief 
to  the  people,  the  healthy  increase  of  com« 
merce  would  more  effectually  than  all  their 
e0brts  secure  the  national  prosperity  and 
bappiness« 

Mr.  Turner  hoped  that  some  alteration 
woold  be  made  n  the  duty  upon  foreign 
copper  ore  during  the  Session. 

Lord  Clements  commended  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty  upon  staves,  and  hoped  there 
woqid  be  some  further  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  timber. 

Mr.  Hodgeon  Hinde  expressed  his  ap- 
proval of  the  general  principles  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  laid  down  ;  he 
wished,  however,  to  draw  the  right  )on. 
Baronet's  attention  to  the  fact,  tnat  the 
stocks  in  hand  of  the  various  articles,  the 
duty  upon  which  would  be  affected  by  the 
Badget,  would  be  depreciated  to  a  consi* 
derable  extent  by  the  proposed  alterations, 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
sbooUl  allow  a  drawback  of  the  doty  upon 
lbem« 


Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  allow  drawbacks  upon  any  article ; 
the  duty  upon  glass,  however,  would  not 
be  remitted  immediately. 

Dr.  Bawring  wished  the  Property  Tax 
could  be  made  a  permanent  tax.  Hu  had 
heard,  with  regret,  the  intention  ufthe 
Government  to  augment  the  Naval  Force, 
which,  he  presumed,  might  be  attributed 
to  a  similar  step  having  been  taken  by  a 
neighbouring  Power,  the  increase  qf  whose 
navy  must  be  looked  at  with  anxiety  by 
foreign  countries. 

Cdonel  Sibiharp  knew  it  was  totally  im- 
possible to  please  all  parties.  He  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  pro. 
posed  among  his  reductions  pne— a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  Fire  Insurances.  The 
hardship  of  thb  tax  was,  that  it  interfered 
with  insurances  entered  into  fVom  pruden- 
tial considerations,  which  ought  rather  to 
be  encouraged.  There  was  another  point 
on  which  he  ventured  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  it  was  regard- 
ing the  Post  Horse  Duties.  When  they 
looked  at  the  increased  difficulties  of  post- 
masters from  railway  competition,  and  al 
the  immense  sums  paid  in  duty  by  poor 
ooach  proprietors,  he  thought  that  some 
equivalent  tax  ought  to  be  put  on  the  rail<- 
way  system,  which  had  ruined  so  many 
ooach  masters.  He  also  regretted  that 
there  had  been  no  remission  of  the  Income 
Tax  to  farmers. 

Mv.Roebuck,  while  he  expressed  his'hearty 
ooBcurrenoe  in  the  great  principles  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  cave 
him  the  full  credit  to  which  he  was  entitled 
for  the  choice  of  the  particular  objects 
which  he  had  made  for  relaxation  from  tax- 
ation j  and,  believing,  also,  that  in  his  choice 
he  had  been  directed  entirely  by  considera- 
tions of  the  public  good,  and  had  not  been 
merely  influenced  by  the  powers  that  be, 
yet  there  was  one  great  error  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Budget  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  brought  forward.  It  was 
this :  while  he  imposed  certain  obligations 
and  imposts  on  the  oommunity,  he  took  off, 
on  the  other  hand,  an  exact  equivalent; 
therefbre  the  object  was  this,  that  from 
those  imposts  he  took  off  he  supposed  great 
mischiefs  arose  to  the  community ;  and  it 
was  therefore  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
duty  plearly  to  make  out  that  In  the  impost 
he  fixed  on  the  community  he  did  not  im- 
pose one  equally  unjust.  Now,  the  source 
of  the  extra  revenue  was  the  Income  Tax 
-*a  shifting  phrase.  He  remarked  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  sometimes  used 
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the  phrase,  '*  Income  Tax,"  and  had  some- 
times called  it  the  *'  Property  Tax."  For 
his  present  purpose^he  would  call  it  the  "  In- 
come Tax ;"  and  he  considered  that  the  mis. 
chief  which  it  did  was  one  of  the  great  draw- 
hacks  on  the  benefits  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  about  to  confer.  He  thought 
all  the  benefits  might  have  been  conferred 
without  the  mischief.  He  would  have  made 
a  distinction  between  fluctuating  income — 
income  (he  would  state  it  at  once)  derived 
from  professional  exertions,  as  compared 
with  income  derived  fn)m  landed  property. 
There  was  no  comparison  between  them. 
By  drawing  a  distinction  between  these 
two  sources  of  revenue— an  Income  Tax 
and  a  Property  Tax^  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
might,  had  he  wished  it,  have  had  the 
whole  of  the  surplus  revenue  by  increasing 
the  Property  Tax,  which  would  give  the 
surplus  demanded,  and  on  the  other  hand 
have  taken  off  those  taxes,  and  relieved  the 
people  of  the  mischiefs,  from  which  he 
would  undoubtedly  relieve  them  by  the 
proposals  he  had  made.  From  the  very 
ooluness  of  the  measures,  he  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  gone  one  step 
further.  If  they  were  to  go  on  every  year 
changing,  they  would  have  the  mischiefs  of 
change  without  the  benefits.  But,  for  this 
one  ffrand  advance,  the  greatest  he  had 
seen  in  his  political  experience,  he  heartily 
thanked  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  he  praised 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  the  good  he  had 
done,  pointing  out  to  him,  at  the  same  time, 
one  source  of  mischief  which  might  have 
been  obliterated. 

Mr.  fVakley  was  not  disposed  to  com- 
plain* He  could  not  say  one  word  at  pre- 
sent in  condemnation  of  the  Income  or 
fropertv  Tax,  or  with  reference  to  the 
Sugar  Duties.  Representing  more  than  a 
quarter  of  a  million  of  people,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  expressing  his  extreme  satis- 
faction at  the  character  of  every  proposal 
the  right  hoD.  Baronet  had  made.  It  was 
true,  the  labouring  classes  were  not  repre- 
sented in  that  House ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
say,  in  honour  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
they*  were  not  forgotten  in  his  Budget 
Almost  every  proposal  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  submitted  to  the  House  had  a 
direct  tendency  to  improve  their  condition 
—to  give  them  more  value  for  their  labour 
*— to  promote  industry,  and  by  doing  that 
he  rendered  to  them  and  to  the  nation  at 
large  the  greatest  possible  service  which 
could  be  rendered  by  any  Government. 
He  was  too  much  pleased  hj  the  proposals 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  say  one  word 


in  condemnation  of  any  portion  of  his  pro- 
posals. The  subjects  of  the  Sugar  Duties 
and  the  Income  Tax  would  come  before  the 
House  on  other  occasions ;  and  he  couid  not 
refrain  from  expressing  how  grateful  he 
felt  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  what  he 
had  done  for  the  working- classes  of  this 
country.  On  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Truro,  he  wished  to  ask,  did  he  under- 
stand the  riglit  hon.  Baronet  to  say,  that 
ores  of  tin  would  come  in  free,  but  that 
there  would  be  no  alteration  on  the  duties 
of  tin  itself? 

Sir  R.  Inglis  hoped  that  the  alteration 
in  the  plan  of  the  Income  Tax  which  he 
had  formerly  advocated,  might  be  adopted, 
namely,  that  its  operation  might  commence 
only  on  incomes  which  exceed  1 50L ;  that 
was,  that  persons  having  200/.  a-year 
should  pay  the  Income  Tax  only  on  the 
50/.  over  and  above  the  150/.  This  change 
would  relieve  those  who  most  required 
relief.  He  concurred  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  that  it  was 
highly  expedient  to  exempt  from  taxation 
altogether  those  incomes  which  were  not 
permanent,  but  which  depended  on  the 
life  or  health  of  individuals,  or  on  the 
state  of  the  market.  A  man  holding  an 
office  had  to  pay  the  same  tax  from  the  in- 
come arising  from  that  office  as  if  it  aron 
from  the  solid  land.  He  had  to  pay  the 
same  tax,  in  proportion,  as  the  Dukes  of 
Northumberland  and  Devonshire.  If  hia 
right  hon.  Friend  proposed,  without  any 
restriction  or  alteration,  the  mere  renewal 
of  his  Bill  establishing  the  Income  Tax, 
he  could  not  give  him  unqualified  support. 
He  trusted  he  might  not  be  too  late  now 
with  this  suggestion.  In  bringing  forward 
his  proposal,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  waa 
not  committed  to  anything ;  and  he  hoped 
he  was  not  asking  too  much  if  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  give  this  suggestion 
hia  deep  and  serious  connderation*  The 
suggestions  he  now  made  were  suggestions 
of  principle  on  a  subject  as  yet  not  before 
the  House ;  and  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  stated  that  he  meant  to  reproduce 
the  Income  Tax  in  its  present  form,  be 
(Sir  R.  Inglis)  trusted  he  waa  not  too  late 
in  making  this  suggestion. 

Lord  Ditncan  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  contrasted  the  window 
tax  with  the  duties  on  glass.  He  thought 
the  window  tax  had  claims  quite  aa  great 
for  abolition  as  the  auction  duty,  on  the 
ground  of  particular  exemptiona. 

Mr.  CurieiM  thought  it  would  be  taking 
the  country  by  aurpriae,  if  the  right  hoQ« 
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Baronet's  proposals  were  discussed  on 
Monday.  They  ought  to  have  a  longer 
time  to  ascertain  whether  the  country  were 
with  him  or  against  him.  If  the  country 
were  with  him,  they  would  give  him  the 
advantage  of  it.  He  thought  the  country 
would  he  against  him.  Bul»  at  all  events, 
he  entered  his  humhle  protest  against  thus 
taking  the  country  by  surprise.  There 
was  only  one  post-day  before  they  were 
to  come  to  the  vote  to  learn  whether  the 
country  coincided  with  the  measures  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  or  not.  He  had  only 
to  say,  that  having  acted  as  a  Cummis- 
rioner  of  the  Property  Tax,  nothing  should 
ever  induce  him  to  support  that  tax,  and  if 
any  ten  men  would  walk  out  of  the  House 
with  him  in  opposition  to  it,  he  would  be 
one  Having  been,  as  he  had  said,  a  Com* 
missioner  under  the  Act,  he  had  seen  so 
much  of  the  working  of  it,  that  he  had 
avowed  he  would  oppose  the  renewal  of  il, 
and  if  he  had  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  on 
Monday,  and  any  ten  men  would  join  him, 
he  would  vote  for  its  repeal.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  ought  to  remember  that  he 
was  well  supported  formerly  by  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House,  when  he  had  not  so 
much  support  from  among  Gentlemen  on 
his  own  side ;  and  that  he  (Mr.  Curteis) 
wished  the  agricultural  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House  to  consider  before  Monday  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  better  for  the  agricul- 
tural interests  to  do  away  with  the  Income 
Tax  than  many  of  those  taxes  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  the  abolition. 
Mr.  Ward  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rye  that  tUs  Budget  would  take  the 
country  by  surprise,  as  few  would  expect 
such  a  large  and  comprehensive  measure  of 
finance  to  be  brought  forward  as  that  which 
bad  been  introdut^  that  night  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  He  did  not  intend  to  at- 
tempt to  add  to  the  eulogy  which  had 
been  passed  on  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet ;  but  he  felt  bound  to  state 
that  he  rejoiced  that  measures  founded  on 
such  sound  principles  of  policy  were  to  be 
brought  forward;  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  such  a  sound  view  of  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  and  proposed 
to  lay  the  seeds  of  a  most  extended  pros- 
perity. Therefore,  when  the  measures 
were  criticised  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
he  could  bear  his  testimony  to  their  excel- 
lence. Of  course,  as  regarded  the  Sugar 
Dutiesv  there  would  be  a  difference  of 
opinion ;  and  he  hoped  that  if  such  a  mea- 
sure on  this  subject  as  was  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  be  pressed,  that 


it  would  not  pass  without  the  most  earnest 
protest,  founded,  as  he  believed  it  to  be, 
on  the  most  erroneous  principles.  But 
taking  the  whole  statement^  even  with  the 
Property  Tax,  it  was  deserving  of  high 
credit.  If,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  had  observed,  they  made  the 
Property  Tax  permanent,  they  must  re- 
model many  parts  of,  and  reconstruct  all, 
the  Schedules  on  new  bases.  The  mea- 
sures, however,  which  had  now  been 
brought  forward,  contained  the  naost  im- 
portant relaxations  as  regarded  the  Revenue, 
and  would  operate  as  the  most  important 
springs  on  the  commercial  interests  of  this 
country.  He  would  only  repeat  that  the 
measures  would  confer  the  greatest  benefit 
on  the  country. 

Mr.  Aglionby  did  not  anticipate  that  the 
country  would  be  taken  by  surprise  at  the 
proposal  to  renew  the  Property  Tax,  after 
the  notices  which  had  already  been  given 
on  the  subject.  But  even  if  the  Property 
Tax  was  to  be  continued,  much  had  been 
done  to  relieve  the  productive  industry  of 
the  country  in  other  respects.  If  the 
Property  Tax  was  modified,  much  objection 
to  its  continuance  would  be  removed.  It 
would  lead  to  further  advance  in  the  course 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  night. 
He  conceived  that  the  present  Budget  was 
the  greatest  boon  to  the  country  that  had 
been  proposed  since  he  had  had  a  seat 
in  that  House,  and  it  would  confer  greater 
benefits  on  the  labouring  classes  than  any 
that  had  taken  place  for  years.  He  wished, 
however,  on  that  occasion,  to  point  out  a 
matter  with  respect  to  which  he  had  heard 
great  complaints.  He  could  not  speak  from 
practical  knowledge  of  the  subject,  but  he 
was  assured  that  the  present  arrangement 
was  productive  of  great  hardship.  He  al- 
luded to  the  duties  on  tea.  He  understood 
that  there  was  an  uniform  tax  on  all  teas ; 
and  that  the  same  duty  was  levied  on  the 
low-priced  teas  drank  by  the  poorer  classes, 
and  on  the  teas  of  high  qualities  consumed 
by  the  higher  classes.  He  did  not  know  whe« 
ther  he  was  right  in  the  view  which  he  had 
taken  of  this  point,  but  it  had  been  men- 
tioned to  him  as  a  great  hardship.  As  he 
believed  that  the  plan  and  object  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  to  confer  the  greatest 
possible  benefit  on  the  poorer  classes  of  this 
country,  he  was  sure  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  found  the  duties  on  tea  press  so 
unequally  and  heavily  on  those  classes,  that 
he  would  take  into  his  consideration  the 
propriety  of  reducing  the  duty  on  teas  of 
lower  quality.     He  should  be  glad  to  hear 
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the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject. 

Sir  jR.  Peel  was  sure  that,  on  reflection, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  satisfied  that 
great  inconvenience  would  arise  from  a 
person  in  his  situation  expressing  an  opinion 
with  respect  to  a  tax  with  which  he  did 
not  intend  to  deal,  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present,  as  it  must  derange  all  commercial 
transactions  connected  with  the  article  in 
question.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  safest 
course,  if  he  did  not  wish  to  impede  com- 
mercial enterprise,  was  not  to  say  anything 
on  the  subject.  He  must  also  observe,  that 
he  could  not  conceive  how  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rye,  or  the  country,  could  be  taken 
by  surprise  by  the  discussion  on  the  pro- 
posed renewal  of  the  Income  Tax  coming 
on  on  Monday.  The  hon.  Member,  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  would  if  he 
chose,  be  able  to  oppose  it,  and  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  as  well  as  on  Monday  next.  There 
would  be  ample  opportunities  for  those  who 
disapproved  of  the  plan  of  the  Government 
to  express  their  opinions.  As  for  the 
country  being  taken  by  surprise,  surely  the 
hon.  Member  must  have  seen,  from  the 
expressions  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  that 
the  inference  must  be  drawn  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
pose the  renewal  of  the  Property  Tax. 

Mr.  Roebuck  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  had  stated  that  if  the 
Property  Tax  was  to  be  permanent,  it 
ought  to  be  remodelled.  His  hon.  Friend 
should  now  look  upon  it  as  a  permanent 
tax,  as  he  might  depend  upon  it  that,  for 
the  rest  of  his  life,  he  would  not  see  it 
taken  off. 

Lord  John  Russell  wished  to  have  some 
explanation  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as 
to  the  suggestion  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
As  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  say  that 
he  meant  in  any  way  to  modify  the  Income 
Tax,  he  presumed  it  was  to  be  inferred  that 
it  was  to  be  proposed  as  it  now  was. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  replied,  that  he  intended 
to  propose  the  simple  renewal  of  the  Tax 
Bi  it  stood.  He  thought  there  was  t  very 
essential  difference  between  proposing  to 
enact  this  Tax  permanently,  and  only  for 
t  particular  period.  He  believed,  that  if 
it  were  renewed  for  three  years,  that  no 
nan  at  the  end  of  that  period  who  paid  it 
would  find  that  he  had  sustained  any  loss, 
in  consequence  of  the  reductions  that  would 
take  place  in  other  respects.  He  would 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  as  to  di^rinc* 


tions  that  should  be  dmwn  in  respeet  tt> 
paying  this  tax  on  permanent  or  tempo« 
rary  interests ;  but  he  was  aatiffied  thut 
if  any  attempt  were  made  to  draw  any  sudh 
distinctions,  the  matter  would  be  found  to 
be  surrounded  with  the  greatest,  if  not  in* 
superable  difficul  ties.  T&e  for  instance,  the 
possession  of  landed  property.  Would  yott 
make  a  difference  in  the  amoont  of  the  lax 
between  a  man  having  a  life  interest,  and 
another  man  having  a  permanent  interest  ? 
If  an  attempt  was  commenced  to  draw  a  dis* 
tinction  between  the  interest  of  a  half*pay 
officer  or  a  clergyman,  and  a  person  having 
a  permanent  interest,  they  would  be  in«. 
volved  in  endless  difficulties. 

Mr.  C  Buller  remarked  that  there  wai 
a  great  difference  between  an  income  de- 
rived from  property,  and  a  professional 
income— the  latter  was  not  either  a  perma- 
nent or  a  life  interest,  but  a  fluctuating 
interest.  The  distinction,  therefore,  wliiek 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  alluded  to  between 
a  life  and  a  permanent  interest  was  a  vety 
different  thing  from  the  gains  of  a  pnvfei* 
sion.  He  was  not  going  to  follow  the  ex* 
ample  of  several  hon.  Members  near  him, 
and  praise  the  Budget  as  they  had  done. 
He  confessed  that  he  did  not  see  io  mueh  to 
admire,  as  he  believed  that  the  keepinfe 
on  the  Income  Tax  did  away  with  moeh  i^ 
the  benefit  which  otherwise  might  hav« 
been  derived  from  it.  He  thought  that  the 
country  should  understand  and  consider 
what  was  the  purport  of  the  Budget.  IThe 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  that  the  Pro- 
perty Tax  should  be  granted  for  three  or 
five  years— for  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
his  phraseology— as  he  did  when  he  pnK 
posed  the  present  Income  Tax.  He  then 
made  a  promise  that  such  would  be  the 
reduction  in  the  cost  of  articles  of  oonsomp- 
tton  under  his  new  Tariff,  that  no  one 
would  feel  the  Income  Tax  ;  hut  the  expe- 
rience of  the  country  did  not  warrant  the 
repetition  of  such  a  promise*  But  what- 
ever were  the  meriu  of  other  parte  of  the 
Budget,  it  completely  put  an  end  to  all 
question  u  to  the  removal  of  the  Ineoma 
Tax  at  the  end  of  three  years.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  his  present  Budget,  pro- 
posed permanently  to  get  rid  of  the  whole 
of  the  surplus  revenue ;  u  he  did  not  re- 
duce or  modify,  hut  intended  to  get  rid 
altogether  of  most  of  the  taxes  ho  had  dealt 
with.  Certainly  there  was  an  exceptiofi 
with  reffard  to  the  Sugar  Duties;  but 
every  other  tax  the  right  hon.  Gentleroaii 
meddled  with,  he  propoaed  entirely  to 
sweep  off.  The  right  hon.  GentleoMn,  toere- 
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fdyrOf  eoald  not  expect  to  bring  the  Revenue 
round  by  means  of  bis  present  Budget,  for 
the  only  efieet  he  could  look  to  was  that 
which  regarded  the  genera]  trade  of  the 
Country.  After  the  experience  they  had 
bad  of  former  Budgets,  it  was  idle  to 
expect  that  they  could  make  up  millions 
of  revenue  in  that  space  of  time  from  that 
source.  On  this  ground  he  could  safely 
state  to  the  country,  that  the  present  was 
tiot  the  renewal  of  the  Income  Tax  for 
three  years,  but  it  was  in  point  of  fact 
the  permanent  imposition  of  that  tax.    Re« 

Sirding  it  then  as  a  permanent  tax,  they 
ould look  the  difficulties  in  the  face,  and 
tee  whether  it  could  not  be  made  a  just 
and  honourable  tax,  and  not  adopt  it  in 
the  rough  and  ready  manner  which  they 
did  with  respect  to  the  present  Income 
Tax. 

Mr.  JVarburton  remarked  that  the  ob- 
jeotion  of  his  hon.  and  karned  Friend  to 
the  present  proposal  with  respect  to  the 
Income  Tax,  was,  that  it  would  render  it 
B  permanent  tax.  Now,  he  considered  the 
rendering  such  a  tax  a  p)erraanent  tax, 
divested  it  of  most  of  its  objections.  He 
was  quite  satisfied  that  if  the  tax  were 
made  permanent,  and  if  ^  hon.  Members 
would  calmly  enter  into  an  examination  of 
tbe  subjecti  they  would  see  that  the  whole 
inequality  of  its  operation  arose  from  its 
being  only  temporary.  A  temporary  tax 
bad  every  characteristic  of  inequality,  but 
when  it  was  made  a  permanent  tax,  it  was 
divested  of  all  inequality.  He  knew  that 
this  was  an  unpopular  doctrine  to  hold, 
therefore  it  was  difficult  to  get  parties  to 
listen  calmly  to  the  subject,  or  to  inves- 
tieate  the  principles  to  which  he  adverted. 
Vvith  respect  to  the  Budget,  with  the  ex** 
ception  of  the  part  connected  with  the 
sugar  duties,  where  the  whole  advantage 
of  the  reduction  would  be  given  to  the 
sugar  growers  instead  of  the  country  at 
large,  all  parts  of  it  were  most  excellent, 
and  deserved  the  greatest  praise.  He  saw ^ 
however»  that  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
00  sugar  would  open  the  eyes  of  the  peo- 
ple to  the  evils  of  protection,  and  he  hoped 
at  no  distaht  period  to  see  the  sugar  tax 
put  on  a  right  footing. 

Lord  John  Manners  said,  that  as  he  un- 
derstood the  principle  on  which  the  right 
boflt  Baronet  proceeded,  it  was  that  taxes 
should  be  levied  as  far  as  possible  on  those 
able  to  pay  them,  and  that  taxes  should  be 
removed  ftom  those  least  able  to  bear 
them<  He  fully  agreed  in  this  principle, 
Md  be  trusted  that  it  would  be  success- 


fully carried  out.  It  would  be  prCsump.* 
tion  in  him  to  give  an  opinion  as  to  taxes 
which  should  be  removed.  He  was  sure 
that  those  which  it  was  proposed  to  re** 
move  had  been  selected  with  the  greatest 
care,  and  he  had  no  doubt  also  with  the 
greatest  wisdom.  He  thought,  from  the 
countenances  of  some  hon.  Members  near 
him,  that  some  disappointment  was  felt 
that  no  tax  was  to  be  removed  which  pres** 
sed  on  the  agricultural  interest,  and  he 
hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  now  feel 
greatly  disappointed,  but  would  look  for* 
ward  to  some  future  occasion  with  this 
view. 

Mr.  Stafford  (yBrien  rose  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  that  he  was  not  aware 
of  manifesting  any  of  that  feeling  of  dis' 
appointment  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
alluded.  The  object  of  the  praises  of  the 
Budget  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed 
to  be,  to  scare  the  interest  to  which  he 
belonged,  and  to  set  it  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  did 
not  intend  to  give  any  opinion  as  to  the 
operation  of  the  proposed  reductions,  but 
be  did  not  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  intended  to  exclude  the  agricultural 
interest  from  a  share  in  the  benefits  which 
would  result  from  the  reduction  of  the 
sugar  duties  and  the  removal  of  the  glass 
and  auction  duties* 

The  House  resumed. 

Committee  to  sit  again  on  Monday. 

The  Naval  Estimates.]  Sir  Charles 
Napier  wished  to  know  whether  the  pro- 
posed increased  amount  to  be  voted  in  the 
Navy  Estimates,  was  to  be  devoted  entirely 
to  steam  ships.  He  would  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  before  he  expended 
any  money  for  this  purpose,  he  should  in- 
stitute a  full  and  proper  inquiry  into  the 
present  state  of  our  Steam  Navy.  If  this 
was  not  done,  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  oppose  any  such  increased  expen<» 
diture,  as  it  would  be  only  throwing  money 
away. 

Sir  R,  Peel  stated,  that  the  addition  to 
the  Naval  Estimates  for  that  branch  of  the 
public  service,  and  the  ordnance  connected 
with  it,  would  be  about  960,000/. ;  but  he 
did  not  specify  that  it  was  for  any  parti<« 
cular  class.  The  additional  number  of  men 
would  be  4,000,  and  there  would  also  be  a 
charge  for  the  basins  for  steam  vessels  at 
Portsmouth  and  Devonport.  Of  course 
for  any  new  ships  it  would  be  necessary  to 
take  care  that  thev  were  built  on  the  best 
principle. 
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Sir  C.  Napier  was  sure  that  the  right 
hon*  Baronet  was  as  anxious  as  he  was 
himself  that  this  country  should  have  as 
effective  a  steam  force  as  possible.  All  that 
he  asked  was  to  have  an  investigation  as 
to  the  present  Steam  Ships  in  the  Navy, 
so  that  they  might  see  whether  they  bad 
or  had  not  been  proceeding  on  right  and 
sound  principles.  It  was  not  from  any 
political  motive  that  he  pressed  this  on  the 
Government^  but  he  considered  it  was  ab- 
solute folly  to  throw  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  away  in  building  ships  which 
were  useless.  He  conceived  that  he  was 
justified  from  his  past  experience  to  press 
the  matter  on  the  attention  of  the  Govern* 
ment ;  and  all  that  he  asked  was,  that  a 
Commission  of  competent  persons  should  be 
appointed  before  they  made  a  further  ex- 
penditure, to  see  whether  they  were  going 
on  the  right  or  the  .wrong  road. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  past 
nine. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  February  17,  1845. 

Murorn.]  Btu*.  PuUlc.-^l*  *  Senriet  of  SummoiM 
(SooCland). 

PannoMt  Pm«wirrsD.  By  tli«  Carl  of  Stndliroke,  from 
PhyddaiM  and  ottieii«  of  th«  County  of  Suffolk,  against 
throwinft  over  tha  Piactioe  of  MeiUcina  to  unqualified  per> 
ioae.->FnMn  HaiWiam  and  Peremey  Petty  Seoions  Dla- 
trieti,  fbr  ProteeUoo  to  Agrlcultnra. 

Railwat  Reports.]  Lord  Brougham 
wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether  there 
was  any  objection  to  the  Return  which  he 
had  moved  for^  relative  to  the  South -East- 
em  Railway  and  the  Kentish  Railway, 
heinff  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

The  £arl  of  DaUumsie  said  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  lay  any  Returns  on 
the  Table  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  consistently  to  furnish. 
He  had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  lay 
on  the  Table  a  Return  of  the  date  of  Cap- 
tain O'Brien's  appointment  as  a  Member 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
But  with  respect  to  the  date  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  to  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  South- Eastern  Company, 
and  the  number  of  shares  held  by  him,  he 
could  give  no  return,  for  he  had  no  control 
over  the  Company. 

Lord  Brougham  was  aware  of  that,  hut 
he  thought  that  the  kindness  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  bad  shown  to  the  South* 
Eastern  Railway  Company  might  have  ex* 
eiud  the  courtesy  of  that  Company,  and 
induced  it  to  furnish  the  Government  with 


the  requisite  information.  However,  he 
( Lord  Broogham)  had  found  that  the  in- 
formation given  to  him  on  Friday  last  was 
perfectly  correct.  It  appeared  that  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien  purchased  204  shares  in  South 
Eastern  Railway  stock  on  the  17th  of 
December,  and  that,  by  the  rule  of  the 
Share  Stock  Exchange,  when  a  person  had 
made  a  bargain  with  a  broker  for  a  pur- 
cha^w  of  stock,  and  the  broker  oould  not 
furnish  the  whole  he  had  undertaken  to 
provide,  an  advertisement  was  immediately 
placarded  of  the  number  of  shares  required, 
and  the  name  of  the  purchaser.  In  oonse- 
qiience  of  this  rule*  the  name  of  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien  was  published  as  the  purchaser  of 
204  shares,  in  order  that  the  balance  might 
be  made  up  by  any  body  who  chose  to  com- 
plete the  bargain.  Under  these  circum* 
stances,  the  name  of  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  had 
been  published ;  but  the  instant  his  name 
appeared  as  a  purchaser,  the  value  of  the 
shares  mounted  up.  Mr.  O'Brien's  name 
had  a  talismanic  effect;  but  if  he  (Lord 
Brougham),  or  any  other  noble  Lord — ex-> 
cept  his  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade — not  that  he  meant  to  say 
his  noble  Friend*  bad  ever  dreamt  of  any- 
thing of  the  kind — had  purchased  South- 
Eastem  Railway  shares,  there  would  have 
been  no  sensible  increase  in  their  value,  no 
such  change  would  have  taken  plaoe.  He 
(Lord  Brougham)  was  entirely  ignorant  of 
the  subject  until  he  heard  his  noble  Friend's 
speech  on  Thursday  night ;  but  he  thought 
such  things  might  reasonably  happen,  and 
they  had  turned  out  to  be  fact.  The 
Board  of  Trade,  it  appeared,  did  not  ex- 
amine witnesses,  but  came  to  a  resolution, 
more  or  less  in  detail;  which  reeolutioo 
was  then  brought  before  Parliament.  But 
would  it  assist  Parliament  P  Not  at  all.  It 
might  mislead ;  it  could  not  assist  them ;  for 
what  signified  a  statement  made  up  from  one 
party's  account  ?  It  might  tell  all  sorts  of 
fables  and  fantasies  to  Parliament,  but  oould 
not  assist  them  in  coming  to  a  just  decision. 
But  the  Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  produced^  and  then  came  the  side  which 
had  been  defeated,  and  said,  "  We  have  got 
a  crowd  of  witnesses,  and  could  produce 
them  before  Parliament ;  but  it  is  now  too 
late,  the  decision  is  against  us."  Now,  that 
happened  in  nine  out  of  ten  caaea.  Now, 
supposing  that  his  noUe  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  were  overloaded  with  busi- 
ness, although  he  did  it  cheerfully,  and  a 
Board  of  Masters  in  Chancery  were  to  in- 
quire into  a  matter,  not  hearing  evidence, 
but  shutting  out  the  light,  %nd  groping 
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tbeir  way  and  deciding  in  the  dark,  and 
then  furnished  a  Report  to  his  nohle  and 
learned  Friend — what  would  he  do  ?  It 
might  mislead,  but  it  could  not  assist  him. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  should  do 
as  his  nohle  and  learned  Friend  was  then 
doings— except  to  the  Report. 

Lord  Brougham  had  no  doubt  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  would  do  so,  and  pro- 
perly; but  Government  did  not  except  the 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade— they  swal- 
lowed it  down.  Some  people  might  say, 
that  what  he  had  stated  happened  99  out 
of  100  times ;  but  he  thought  it  occurred 
100  out  of  100  times,  and  that  it  was  a 
aerious  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  private  dealings.  What 
would  their  Lordships  think  if  any  other 
mercantile  transactions  were  carried  on  in 
that  way — and  railway  matters  were  now 
the  largest  branches  of  practical  business— 
for  in  the  lines  now  referred  to  ten  or 
twelve  millions  were  to  be  invested,  with 
large  sums  of  money  constantly  changing 
hands?  A  man  might  say,  ''  I  have  lost 
10>000/.  by  the  decision  just  out  without 
the  slightest  chance  of  redress."  Now  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  could  not  help  feeling, 
under  those  circumstances,  that  that  was  a 
dreadful  interference  by  Government  with 
men's  estates  and  properties,  and  with  the 
large  sums  of  money  that  were  vested  in 
railway  undertakings.  He  should  have 
much  less  objection  to  the  course  pursued  if 
the  House  of  Commons  would  adopt  what 
he,  with  the  asssistance  of  the  gallant  Duke 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Governor  Ge- 
neral of  India,  who  had  also  lent  his  assist- 
ance, had  introduced  into  that  House — 
namely,  if  in  the  other  House -of  Parlia- 
ment there  was  an  impartial  and  calmly- 
judging  tribunal,  formed  on  the  principle 
of  the  Committees  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  which  decided  judicially ;  but  even 
that  would  be  an  anomalous  and  incon- 
sistent proceeding,  and  had  much  better  be 
dispensed  with.  '  Now  he  wondered  if  it 
was  true  that  the  South- Eastern  Railway 
matter  had  been  decided  by  the  smallest 
majority  of  the  Board — that  two  of  the 
Members  of  it  voted  one  way  and  two  the 
other,  his  noble.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  as  Chairman,  having  the 
casting  vote  ?  His  noble  Friend  had  said 
that  Captain  O'Brien  did  not  vote  at  all. 
Why,  then,  he  should  be  present,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  did  not  know.  Generally,  the 
best  way  not  to  take  part  in  a  proceeding 
was  to  be  absent.  He  knew  nothing,  how- 

VOULXXVIl.    {JSSl} 


ever,  but  that  Captain  O'Brien  was  present 
assisting,  in  the  French  sense  of  the  word, 
not  in  the  English,  because  he  did  nothine. 
But  there  was  a  casting  vote.  His  noble 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
voted,  iirst  as  a  private  individual,  and 
then  as  Chairman  of  the  Board ;  and  al- 
though the  majority  was  as  three  to  two, 
the  numbers  were,  in  point  of  persons, 
two  and  two.  If  he  had  been  rightly 
informed,  such  was  the  case  —  if  he 
was  wrong,  he  should  be  glad  to  be  set 
right.  But  then,  that  ancillary  power 
must  have  much  less  influence  with  the 
Committee  than  if  there  were  a  majority  of 
votes  by  different  parties.  It  might  be, 
there  was  a  rule  that  whichever  way  a  man 
voted  in  respect  of  a  measure,  he  signed  for 
it.  But  those  things  being  done  in  secret, 
he  could  only  say  what  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
had  heard,  and  he  had  been  told  what  he 
had  stated  by  a  gentleman  who  believed  it 
himself,  and  who  could  neither  be  deceived 
himself,  nor  would  deceive  others  for  all 
the  railway  shares  in  London,  although  he 
had  been  a  sufferer  to  the  extent  of  10,000/. 
He  (Lord  Brougham)  would  appeal  to  a 
Report  which  had  been  furnished,  and  to 
the  opinions  which  had  been  entertained  on 
the  subject.  Mr.  Card  well,  a  most  respect- 
able Gentleman,  a  Member  of  the  other 
House,  and  now  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  been  in  favour  of  giving  large 
powers  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  he  said 
they  ought  to  receive  evidence.  Mr.  Laing, 
another  Member  of  the  Board,  seemed  to 
think  nothing  so  bad  as  a  Court  of  Law,  a 
Judge,  and  a  Jury ;  and  next  to  them  that 
nothing  was  so  bad  as  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  thought  all  power 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
but  of  course,  if  he  did  away  with  the 
Courts  of  Law  and  the  House  of  Commons, 
he  did  mean  that  evidence  should  be  called 
before  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  this  was  a  most  im- 
portant subject,  both  from  the  statement 
of  his  noble  Friend,  and  from  the  evidence 
he  had  received  of  hardships  done  to  indi- 
viduals and  private  property  by  that  ill- 
omened  system.  He  should,  therefore, 
feel  it  his  duty  to  bring  in,  in  the  early  part 
of  the  Session,  a  BiU  on  the  subject,  in 
order  that  the  important  question  might 
be  discussed ;  because  of  all  the  branches  of 
legislation  he  looked  with  the  greatest 
caution  and  watchfulness  at  that  kind  of 
legislation  that  went  to  interfere  with  the 
sacred  rights  of  persons. 
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The  Carl  of  Datkoune  fully  agreed  with 
the  Doble  aud  learned  Lord  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject ;  but  with  respect 
to  the  question  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  asked  relative  to  the  shares 
purchased  by  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  and  with 
respect  to  Mr-  W.  O'Brien's  share  in  the 
transaction  alluded  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  it  was  not  hit  (Lord 
Dalhousie's)  business  to  undertake  the 
defence  of  Mr.  O'Brien  in  reference  to 
his  connexion  with  the  South-Eastem 
Railway  Company.  His  only  duty  was  to 
offer  a  defence  for  a  Member  of  the  Board 
to  which  he  belonged  when  attacked ;  and 
as  Captain  O'Brien's  name  had  been  mixed 
up  with  the  South*  Bastern  Railway  shares, 
he  would  again  state  that  the  circum- 
stances of  the  transaction  entirely  excul. 
pated  Captain  O'Brien  from  the  slightest 
fault,  with  respect  to  the  other  question 
of  the  noble  Lord  ^namely,  that  he  had 
learned  upon  information,  which  might  or 
might  not  be  right,  that  a  division  bad 
taken  place  in  the  Railway  Board  on  the 
subject  of  the  South* Eastern  scheme,  that 
certain  Members  had  voted  one  way  and 
some  another,  about  which  the  noble  and 
leHrned  Lord  wondered  very  much,  and 
desired  extremely  to  know  whether  that 
was  the  case,  the  only  answer  he  (Lord 
Dalhouste)  had  to  give  was  this,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  might  be  right  or 
might  not ;  he  might  wonder  whether  it 
was  the  fart  or  not ;  but  it  was  his  (Lord 
Dalhousie's)  duty  to  leavr  the  noble  and 
le<irned  Lord  to  wond«*r  on. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  he  should  not 
wonder  any  longer;  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied. 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  said,  that  with 
respect  to  the  wonder  the  noble  and  learned 
LonI  hiid  0' prettied  as  to  the  decision  of 
the  R  ill  wa\  hoard,  it  certainly  was  a  mat- 
ter of  wonder  to  him  (LonI  Dalhouste) 
that  any  noble  Lord  who  had  the  know- 
ledge  of  business  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  pisse^sed  should  expect  any 
answer  to  be  given  to  such  a  question. 
Evrry  Hrranf^ement  which  had  been  made 
with  re>|iect  to  that  Board  was  the  same 
hn  thoM*  made  for  other  bourds,  at  the 
liead  of  which  whs  plat*ed  a  Parliamentary 
Member  with  Parliamentury  ivsponsibility. 
Siippov  hif  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
called  in  qoe-tion  any  decisioo  of  the 
RiMifd  ol  \  I  •irMlty.  would  the  noble  and 
I-  ariied  L(*rd.  or  unv  Dtlier  noble  Lord, 
have  ilMitight   of  asking,   or  would  that 


House  or  the  other  House  of  P^iament 
have  expected  an  answer  to  the  qiiealMNi, 
if  it  had  been  asked,  whether  one  Member 
of  the  Board  had  voted  one  way  and  one 
another  ?  Again,  suppose  a  question  arose 
with  reference  to  a  Ileport  from  the  Bond 
of  Customs,  would  any  person  be  allowed 
to  ask,  respecting  that  or  any  other  Go- 
vernment Board,  what  were  the  opinions 
of  the  different  Members,  what  divisioos, 
or  whether  any  divi»ion8  had  taken  plaee? 
The  Reports  of  the  Railway  Board  were 
laid  before  Parliament  on  the  nspoo- 
sibility  of  the  Board  in  connexion  with  the 
Government,  and  upon  that  responsibility 
it  must  rest.  With  regard  to  tne  obaerr* 
ations  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
made  on  the  constitution  of  that  Board 
itself,  and  ita  influence  generally,  he 
must  be  allowed  to  ask  why  was  not  that 
grave  objection  made  last  year  when  the 
Bill  was  proposed) 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  Question 
had  not  been  before  that  House. 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  hoped  his  noUe 
and  learned  Friend  would  excuse  him 
when  he  said  that  the  Bill  was  as  much 
before  that  House  as  it  was  before  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  question 
wss  raised  before  the  Committee  of  the 
other  House—it  was  discussed  there,  and 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  must  remem- 
ber that  he  raised  the  question  with  re* 
spect  to  Government  superintendence  being 
exercised  over  railways;  and  in  conse- 
quence of  observations  made  by  hira,  and 
at  his  urgent  request,  he  (Lord  Dalhousie) 
had  moved  that  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  requested  to 
furnish  a 'Report  to  that  House,  and  as 
socm  as  the  Committee  had  finished  their 
Report  they  did  furnish  it.  In  that  Re- 
port it  was  distinctly  brought  to  the  know- 
ledge  of  their  Loidships  that  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
agreed  to  recommend  to  Parliament  that 
there  should  be  a  previous  supervision  of 
all  the  then  projected  railways,  and  that 
this  duty  should  be  performed  by  a  Board 
acting  under  the  orders  and  control  of  the 
Hovemment.  The  Report  went  further : 
it  distinctly  pointed  out  the  Board  of  Trade 
as  the  deimrtment  of  the  Government  to 
which  this  duty  ought  to  be  confided  ;  and 
it  went  even  further  than  that  and  recom- 
mended that  the  then  existing  Railway 
DepHrtment  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
be  recoiiKtructcd  ;  and  that  to  this  newly- 
constituted  Board  the  whole  of  the  rulways 
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•honld  be  submitted,  in  order  to  undergo  a  tuted  by  a  Board  acting  under  tbe  autho* 
previous  examination,  and  to  be  reported  rity  of  tbe  Government,  Now,  wbat  be 
upon  to  Parliament  In  consequence  of  asserted  was,  that  there  was  no  inoon« 
this  Report  it  was  moved  in  the  House  of  sistency  between  the  acts  of  the  Govern* 
Commons,  that  the  Standing  Orders  be  ment,  or  of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the 
suspended,  and  he  (Lord  Dalhousie)  simul*  ,  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  authority  by 
taneously  moved  the  suspension  of  the  which  the  latter  was  constituted,  as  he 
Standing  Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House,  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  had  entered  upon 
And,  perhapSi  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  the  whole  question  fully  on  a  former 
that  the  alteration  had  not  been  smuggled    evening. 

through  that  House;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  ;  Lord  Brougham  intimated  that  he  with^ 
bad  taken  the  opportunity,  probably  to  the  ,  drew  that  observation  altogether,  and  had 
annoyance  of  their  Lordships,  of  dwelling  merely  referred  to  the  inconvenience  and 
at  considerable  length  on  the  alteration  that  discrepancy  which  had  resulted  from  the 
was  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  practice  of  proceedings  of  the  Railway  Board  being 
Parliament,  with  respect  to  Railway  Bills ;  regarded  as  influential  in  the  fate  of  the 
and  he  dwelt  with  much  precision  and  de-    projects. 

tail  upon  the  jurisdiction  and  the  nature  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie:  The  noble  and 
of  the  powers  that  were  proposed  to  be    learned  Lord  had  alluded  to  the  tnoon* 

g'ven  to  the  newly-constituted  Railway  sistency  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Railway 
sard.  On  each  of  the  opportunities  to  Board  in  so  far  as  they  were  regarded  as 
which  he  referred,  the  question  which  had  influential  upon  the  decisions  of  the  Par- 
been  started  by  hb  noble  and  learned  liament  with  respect  to  the  Railway  Bills 
Friendy  ought  properly  to  have  been  raised,  reported  upon.  But  he  must  beg  to  re* 
at  the  moment  when  the  Railway  Com-  \  mind  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that 
mittee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  first  con-  ,  those  proceedings  and  Reports  would  only 
stituted,  which  was  surely  the  most  fitting  |  be  so  far  influential  as  they  would  turn 
occasion  for  questioning  the  extraordinary  •  out  to  be  founded  upon  reason ;  and  he  must 
functions  to  be  confided  to  it.  He  did  not  \  repeat  what  he  had  said  on  a  former  oeca- 
mean  by  this  to  imply  that  his  noble  and  ;  sion,  that  the  decisions  of  the  Railway 
learned  Friend  was  shut  out  from  making  ,  Board,  so  far  from  being  conclusive,  would 
any  remarks  upon  its  constitution  or  its  only  have  weight,  in  proportion  as  they 
decisions,  by  not  having  before  done  so ;  were  ascertained  upon  a  careful  considenu 
but  what  he  meant  to  say  was,  that  the  |  tion  of  the  different  projects  by  the  Com* 
Executive  Government  having  under  the  >  mittees,  to  be  founded  in  reason  and  in 
authority  of  Parliament  constituted  the  justice  to  the  different  parties,  as  well  as 
Railway  Board,  whilst  his  right  hon.  |  based  upon  a  due  regard  to  the  public  in- 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  at  the  head  of  i  terest.  He  would  not  at  that  moment 
the  Department  from  which  it  emanated,  enter  into  any  vindication  or  into  any  de^ 
it  was  unfortunate  that  the  strong  objec-  {  tails  with  respect  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
tions  now  brought  against  it  were  not .  Railway  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
stated  at  the  time  when  they  would  have  he  would  only  observe,  with  respect  to  the 
availed.  If  there  were  imperfections  in  non -examination  by  the  Committee  of  wit* 
the  Board,  it  ought  to  be  recollected  that  |  nesses,  that  such  a  course  was,  under  its 
all  that  the  Executive  Government  had  constitution,  and  the  whole  circumstances 
done  in  respect  to  it  was  deliberately  sane-  i  taken  into  consideration,  utterly  out  of  the 
ttoned  by  Parliament,  and  after  the  fullest  |  question.  But  he  must  deny  that  the 
consideration  had  been  given  to  the  respon-  |  Railway  Board  had  not  examined  into  the 
dbilities  which  rested  on  it.  After  the  \  evidence  which  was  accessible  relative  to 
subject  bad  undergone  this  oonsideration  it  !  the  different  projects.  They  had,  on  the 
was  resolved  by  the  Parliament,  that  look*  ,  contrary,  gone  carefully  through  the  docu* 
ing  at  the  difficulties  and  inconveniences  mentary  evidence  on  both  sides  of  the 
which  surrounded  the  whole  question  of  question,  and  by  this  as  well  as  by  the 
railway  projects,  it  was  impossible  for  the  ,  other  considerations  to  which  he  had  al- 
House  of  Commons  to  do  its  duty  with  <  luded,  the  decisions  of  the  Board  were 
respect  to  those  Bills,  or  to  adjudicate  cor-  I  guided.  Whether  sound  decisions  could 
rectly  and  advantageously  upon  the  me-  ,  be  pronounced  upon  such  grounds,  or  whe« 
rits  of  the  various  rival  schemes,  unless  ;  ther  they  would  be  borne  out  by  the  docu- 


some  previous  revision  and  examination  of 
tbe  projected  lines  of  railway  were  insti« 


mentary  evidence,  would  depend  upon  the 
determination    of    Parliament   after    the 
S2 
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pow  convinced  ihat  it  was  not  quite  so  had  proposed  as  to  sugar.  He  bali«VMi 
bad  a  move  as  he  thought  it  was  Idst  >ear  it  was  a  gratuitous  sacritice  of  levenue ;  he 
and  the  year  before,  to  bring  this  subject .  believed  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  have 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  given  them  the  whole  benefit  of  the  re* 
because,  though  he  might  be  mistaken,  ductiou  of  duties  which  he  had  proposed, 
be  could  not  help  attributing  some  effect,  and  might  at  the  same  time  have  guarded 
in  accomplishing  the  present  abolition,  to  the  Heveoue  against  any  serious  lose,  had 
that  movement  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  he  only  consented  to  act  with  regard  lo 
thought  to  be  so  erroneous.  His  convic-  sugar,  as  he  bad  ao  properly  done  with 
tion  was,  that  if  the  coalowners  had  regard  id  coals.  His  Ust  course  had  been 
thought  fit  to  sit  quietly  down  under  this  proved  to  be  wrong — the  confining  the 
tax,  until  the  Government  had  felt  in-  reduction  of  duly  to  foreign  sugar,  the 
clined  to  repeal  it,  the  year  1845  would  produce  of  free  labour,  had  practically 
not  have  been  distinguished  by  the  repeal  i  failed ;  and  he  hoped  the  people  of  this 
of  the  export  duty  upon  coal.  Fortu-  country  would  reflect  that  they  were  aow 
nately,  the  cese  of  the  conlowners  was  not  going  to  psy  for  maintaining  this  distinct 
ID  the  hands  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  be-  tion,  in  order  that  the  Government  might 
lieved  they  were  indebted  to  the  noble  i  preserve  its  consistency,  and  that  con« 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Durham,  for  sistency  had  compelled  the  Mluistera  to 
bringing  the  subject  before  the  House. .  exclude  from  the  list  of  their  reduetiqui 
Although  his  hon.  Friend  was  a  supporter  '  several  other  taxes  which  might  otherwise 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  so  happened  ;  have  been  included  in  it.  In  addition  tQ 
that  on  the  subject  which  he  had  adverted  '  the  excise  duty  upon  glass  and  auctions, 
to,  he  (Lord  Howick)  agreed  with  the  right ,  they  knew  that  the  duty  upon  bricks  and 
hoQ,  Baronet,  and  not  with  the  right  hon.  soap  as  well  as  other  articles  had  been 
Gentleman  behind  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  greatly  complained  of:  and  some  of  those 
because,  although  he  represented  Sunder-  duties  might  have  been  reduced  without 
land,  he  disapproved  of  the  regulation  of  ',  aifecting  the  Revenue,  had  not  the  right 
the  Vend^  which  the  coalowners,  most  hon.  Baropet  thought  fit  to  make  this  un« 
injudiciously  for  themselves,  had  thought  fortunate  distinction— a  distinction  which, 
fit  to  establish.  If  the  hon.  Member  as  he  was  reminded  by  an  boo.  Friend 
moved  for  a  Committee,  he  thought  it '  behind  him,  thev  had  not  eveo  the  advaiu 
could  be  distinctly  proved  that  that  system  |  tage  of  being  able  to  maintain^  for  they 
had  not  done  any  good  to  the  owner  or  |  had  heard  that  the  sugar  which  had  come  ia 
consumer :  it  could  be  proved  that  the !  under  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  not  tbo 
regulation  which  he  had  alluded  to,  like    produce  of  free  labour.     He  did  not  in* 


tend  to  have  said  so  much  upon  this  point 
at  that  time^he  merely  rose  to  enter 


all  other  plana,  contrary  to  the  first  prio< 
ciples  of  fair  and  open  trade,  had  been 

most  injurious  to  the  parties  to  the  com-  !  protest  againat  that  part  of  the  meaaure 
bination.  He  believed  the  combination  of  which  he  believed  to  be  most  aaischlevoue 
masters  was  certainly  not  less  injurioue  to   and  impolitic. 

themselves  in  the  end  than  the  combine-  '  Mr«  Bell  thanked  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
tion  of  workmen  had  been  to  workmen,  t  for  the  abolition  of  the  duty  oq  the  expoft 
and  which  he  knew  laat  year  had  pro- 1  of  coal.  He  would  remind  the  right  boo. 
duced  extreme  sufferiug  among  the  la«  Baronet,  in  reply  to  hie  statement  about 
kx>urers  in  the  collieries.  He  would  re- .  the  combination  of  cosKowners,  that  since 
peat  that,  in  his  conviction,  the  regulation  the  year  1840  the  impoit  of  coala  into 
of  the  V^end  within  the  last  few  years  had  the  port  of  London  had  increased  (roas 
been  attended  with  the  worst  results  to;  1,600.000  tons  to  2,600.000.  and  that  the 
the  coalowners.  Having  said  thus  much,  i  price  had  fallen  from  %9s.  to  20#.  a  loo* 
he  would  adhere  to  the  general  sense  of ,  He  would  merely  add  that  the  leaaoo  why 
the  House,  by  avoiding  the  expreision  of ,  the  coals  bought  by  foreigners  were  pur- 
any  opinion  upon  the  Budget  of  the  right .  chased  at  so  low  a  rate  waa.  that  they  ge« 
hon.  Baronet,  excepting  on  one  point,  nei ally  bought  coals  of  ao  inferior  quality, 
upon  which  he  entertained  eo  strong  an  Mr.  Hume  entirely  agreed  with  the  aeo* 
opinion  that  be  could  not,  at  that  first  timents  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
mome  t,  refrain  from  stating  it ;  that  was  Member  for  Sunderland  as  to  the  combi* 
hia  in  urmountable  objection  to  the  ar*  j  nation  between  the  coaUowoerai  Havta^ 
rangeneot  which  the  right  hon,  Baronet  i  been  the  Chairman  of  the  Conunittee  oppt 
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the  coal  Irade,  be  could  not  help  sajing 
tbat  i|  appeared  to  him  moi(  impertinent 
00  the  part  of  the  coal-owners  to  stand  up, 
prepared  with  chapter  and  ferae,  to  prove 
that  they  were  pure  and  innocent  parliea, 
whiUt  Ihey  bad  been  throwing  so  heavy  a 
bgrdeo  upon  the  inhabiiants  of  the  metro- 
polis. The  flrat  part  of  the  right  bon«  Ba- 
ronet's speech  required  great  considera- 
tion ;  but  at  to  the  principles  which  he  had 
laid  down,  and  the  articles  he  had  selected 
for  the  repeal  and  reduction  of  duty,  he 
would  at  once  express  his  approval  of  the 
sentiments  and  the  course  adopted  by  (he 
right  hon.  Baronet,  eicepiing  only  the 
sobjeet  of  sugar.  Common  sense  and 
prudence  dictated  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  necessity  of  discussing  the  sugar 
question  by  itself*  With  the  exception 
which  be  had  just  before  alluded  to, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
made  an  excellent  selection.  He  joined 
him  in  stating  that  the  repeal  of  the 
duty  upon  glass  would  be  of  more  benefit 
to  the  community  at  large  than  the  repeal 
of  the  window  duty  would  have  been. 
The  abolition  of  the  duty  upon  glass, 
would,  in  fact,  afford  an  equivalent  to  the 
500,000  persons  who  had  to  pay  the  Win- 
dow Duty.  He  hoped,  ere  long,  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  would  be  able  to  remove  the 
Excise  Duties  altogether  from  the  Statute 
Bool(,  except  the  Malt  Tax  and  Spirit  Du-. 
ties,  which  might  easily  be  transferred  to 
the  other  Revenue  Department.  What- 
ever they  might  do  beside  to  afford  relief 
IQ  the  people,  the  healthy  increase  of  com^ 
merce  would  ipore  effectually  than  all  their 
efforts  secure  the  national  prosperity  and 
happiness. 

Mr.  Turner  hoped  that  some  alteration 
would  be  made  n  the  duty  upon  foreign 
Qopper  ore  during  the  Session. 

Lord  Clements  commended  the  redqc- 
Men  of  duty  upon  staves,  and  hoped  there 
would  be  some  further  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  timber. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  expressed  his  ap- 
proval of  the  general  principles  which  the 
right  hon*  Baronet  had  laid  down  ;  he 
wished,  however,  to  draw  the  right  )on. 
Baronet'a  attention  to  the  fact,  tnat  the 
atooks  in  hsnd  of  the  various  articles,  the 
duty  upon  which  would  be  affected  by  the 
Budget,  would  be  depreciated  to  a  const* 
derable  extent  by  the  proposed  alterations, 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  allow  a  drawback  of  the  duty  upon 
ibtQit 


Sir  M,  Peel  said,  that  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  allow  drawbacks  upon  any  anicle ; 
the  duty  upon  glass,  however,  would  not 
be  remitted  immediately. 

Dr.  Bawring  wished  the  Property  Tax 
could  be  made  a  permanent  tax.  Ho  had 
heard,  with  regret,  the  intention  uf  the 
Government  to  augment  the  Naval  Force, 
which,  he  presumed,  might  be  attributed 
to  a  similar  step  having  been  taken  by  a 
neighbouring  Power,  the  increase  of  whose 
navy  must  be  looked  at  with  anxiety  by 
foreign  countries. 

C^onel  Sibihorp  knew  it  was  totally  im- 
possible to  please  all  parties.  He  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  pro- 
posed  among  his  reductions  one— ^a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  Fire  Insurances.  The 
hardship  of  this  tax  was,  that  it  interfered 
with  insurances  entered  into  from  pruden- 
tial considerations,  which  ought  rather  to 
be  encouraged.  There  was  another  point 
on  which  he  ventured  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  it  was  regard- 
ing the  Post  Horse  Duties.  When  they 
looked  at  the  increased  difficulties  of  post- 
masters from  railway  competition,  and  at 
the  immense  sums  paid  in  duty  by  poor 
coach  proprietors,  he  thought  that  some 
equivalent  tax  ought  to  be  put  on  the  rail- 
way system,  which  had  ruined  so  many 
coach  roasters.  He  also  regretted  that 
there  had  been  no  remission  of  the  Income 
Tax  to  farmers. 

Mr.Roebuckf  while  he  expressed  his*hearty 
concurrence  in  the  great  principles  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  gave 
him  the  full  credit  to  which  he  was  entitled 
for  the  choice  of  the  particular  objects 
which  he  had  made  for  relaxation  from  tax- 
ation }  and,  believing,  also,  that  in  his  choice 
he  had  been  directed  entirely  by  considera- 
tions of  the  public  good,  and  had  not  been 
merely  influenced  by  the  powers  that  bci 
yet  there  was  one  great  error  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Budget  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  brought  forward.  It  was 
this :  while  he  imposed  certain  obligations 
and  imposts  ou  the  community,  he  took  off, 
on  the  other  hand>  an  exact  equivalent; 
therefbre  the  object  was  this,  that  from 
those  imposts  he  took  off  he  supposed  great 
mischiefs  arose  to  the  community ;  and  it 
was  therefore  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
duty  Qlearly  to  make  out  that  in  the  impost 
he  fixed  on  the  community  he  did  not  im- 
pose one  equally  unjust.  Now,  the  source 
of  the  extra  revenue  was  the  Income  Tax 
—a  shifting  phrase.  He  remarked  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  sometimes  used 
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the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject. 

Sir  jR.  Peel  was  sure  that,  on  reflection, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  satisfied  that 
great  inconvenience  would  arise  from  a 
person  in  his  situation  expressing  an  opinion 
with  respect  to  a  tax  with  which  he  did 
not  intend  to  deal,  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present,  as  it  must  derange  all  commercial 
transactions  connected  with  the  article  in 
question.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  safest 
course,  if  he  did  not  wish  to  impede  com* 
mercial  enterprise,  was  not  to  say  anything 
on  the  subject.  He  must  also  observe,  that 
he  could  not  conceive  how  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Rje,  or  the  country,  could  be  taken 
by  surprise  by  the  discussion  on  the  pro- 
posed renewal  of  the  Income  Tax  coming 
on  on  Monday.  The  hon.  Member,  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  would  if  he 
chose,  be  able  to  oppose  it,  and  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  as  well  as  on  Monday  next.  There 
would  be  ample  opportunities  for  those  who 
disapproved  of  the  plan  of  the  Government 
to  express  their  opinions.  As  for  the 
country  being  taken  by  surprise,  surely  the 
hon.  Member  must  have  seen,  from  the 
expressions  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  that 
the  inference  must  be  drawn  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
pose the  renewal  of  the  Property  Tax, 

Mr.  Roebuck  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  had  stated  that  if  the 
Property  Tax  was  to  be  permanent,  it 
ought  to  be  remodelled.  His  hon.  Friend 
should  now  look  upon  it  as  a  permanent 
tax,  as  he  might  depend  upon  it  that,  for 
the  rest  of  his  life,  he  would  not  see  it 
taken  off. 

Lord  John  Russell  wished  to  have  some 
explanation  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as 
to  the  suggestion  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
As  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  say  that 
he  meant  in  any  way  to  modify  the  Income 
Tax,  he  presumed  it  was  to  be  inferred  that 
it  was  to  be  proposed  as  it  now  was. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  replied,  that  he  intended 
to  propose  the  simple  renewal  of  the  Tax 
as  it  stood.  He  thought  there  was  a  very 
essential  difference  between  proposing  to 
enact  this  Tax  permanently,  and  only  for 
a  particular  period.  He  believed,  that  if 
it  were  renewed  for  three  years,  that  no 
man  at  the  end  of  that  period  who  paid  it 
would  find  that  he  had  sustained  any  loss, 
in  consequence  of  the  reductions  that  would 
take  place  in  other  respects.  He  would 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  as  to  distinc* 


tions  that  should  be  dmwn  iti  reqwct  to 
paying  this  tax  on  permanent  or  tempo* 
rary  interests ;  but  he  was  aatiafied  that 
if  any  attempt  were  made  to  draw  any  sudi 
distinctions,  the  matter  would  be  found  to 
be  surrounded  with  the  greatest,  if  not  in* 
•uperable  difficulties.  Ti&e  for  instance,  tk 
possession  of  landed  property.  Would  yoa 
make  a  difference  in  the  amoant  of  the  tax 
between  a  man  having  a  life  intenai,  and 
another  man  having  a  permanent  interest  ? 
If  an  attempt  was  commenced  to  draw  a  dis* 
tinction  between  the  interest  of  a  half*pAy 
officer  or  a  clergyman,  and  a  person  having 
a  permanent  interest,  they  wooM  be  in. 
volved  in  endless  difficulties. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  remarked  that  there  was 
a  great  difierence  between  an  income  de- 
rived from  property,    and  a  professionsl 
income— the  latter  mM  not  either  a  perma- 
nent or  a  life  interest,  but  a  fluctuating 
interest.  The  distinction,  therefore,  whick 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  dluded  to  between 
a  life  and  a  permanent  Interest  was  a  veiy 
different  thing  from  the  gains  of  a  profes- 
sion.    He  was  not  going  to  follow  the  ei* 
ample  of  several  hon.  Members  near  him, 
and  praise  the  Budget  as  they  had  done. 
He  confessed  that  he  did  not  see  so  mueh  to 
admire,    as  he  believed  that  the  keeping 
on  the  Income  Tax  did  away  with  mueh  of 
the  benefit  which  otherwise  might  fasvs 
been  derived  from  it.    He  thought  that  the 
eountty  should  understand  and  oonsidet 
what  was  the  purport  of  the  Budget.   The 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  that  the  Pro- 
perty Tax  should  be  granted  for  three  or 
five  years-^for  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
his  phraseology-— as  he  did  when  he  prt- 
posed  the  present  Income  Tax.     He  then 
made  a  promise  that  such  would  be  the 
reduction  in  the  cost  of  articles  of  consump* 
tion  under  his  new   Tariff,  that  no  one 
would  feel  the  Income  Tax  ;  but  the  expe- 
rience of  the  country  did  not  warrant  the 
repetition  of  such  a  promise.     But  what- 
ever were  the  merits  of  other  parts  of  the 
Budget,  it  completely  put  an  end  to  all 
question  as  to  the  remoiral  of  the  Income 
Tax  at  the  end  of  three  years.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  his  present  Budget,  pro- 
posed permanently  to  get  rid  of  the  whole 
of  the  surplus  revenue ;  as  he  did  not  re- 
duce or  modify,  but  intended  to  get  rid 
altogether  of  most  of  the  taxes  he  hi^  dealt 
with.    Certainly  there  was  sti  exception 
with  regard  to  the  Sugar  Duties;    but 
every  other  tax  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meddled  with^    he  proposed    entirely  to 
sweep  off.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  there- 
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Board ;  and  that  the  Member  who  did  not 
vote  was  the  only  engineer  who  was  on 
the  Board.  If  there  was  the  slightest 
truth  in  that  allegation,  it  was  clear  that 
the  opinions  of  the  Railway  Department 
were  not  entitled  to  the  weight  they  ought 
to  have.  If  the  Government  wished  that 
the  Reports  of  the  Committee  should  be 
received  with  any  degree  of  confidence,  he 
confessed  he  thought  they  were  taking  the 
worst  possible  course  to  ensure  any  degree 
of  trust  in  the  justice  of  their  decisions. 

Mr.  Milnes  did  not  attribute  much  im* 
portance  to  the  alleged  want  of  unanimity 
in  the  decisions  of  the  Board.  The  House 
was  called  upon,  not  to  judge  by  the  au- 
thority of  the  names  appended  to  a  decision 
inserted  in  the  Gaxetie,  but  to  act  on  their 
own  view  of  the  grounds  stated  in  the 
Report.  If  that  was  the  right  interpreta- 
tion^  he  did  not  think  the  authority  of  those 
Gentlemen's  names  had  a  great  deal  to  dc 
with  the  matter.  Of  course  their  Report 
Gonld  not  be  considered  in  any  degree  de* 
eistve ;  every  thing  stated  by  the  Gentle* 
men  led  them  to  bdieve  that  it  was  merely 
intended  as  a  guide  to  the  labours  of  Par- 
liamentx  and  by  no  means  to  be  authorita« 
tive  on  any  of  its  decisions.  Its  validity, 
as  a  guide,  would  in  no  degree  be  impaired 
by  the  circumstance  that  some  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board  had  yielded  in  opinion  to 
others. 

Mr.  B.  EscoU  was  sorry  to  hear  that 
fu^cions  had  been  excited  with  reference 
to  some  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Railway 
Board;  but  it  was  important  that  they 
should  consider  whether  there  was  not 
something  io  the  constitution  of  that  Board 
which  made  suspidon  inevitable.  It  was 
his  cQBscientious  belief  that  no  Board  hav- 
ing  to  decide  on  matters  of  such  grave  im- 
portance as  thoae  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  could  ever  give  satisfaction  unless 
its  proceedings  were  open  to  the  public 
This  Railway  Committee  sat  as  a  court  of 
judicature  pnmoundng  on  some  of  the 
greatest  and  most  important  questions  that 
could  come  before  any  tribunal ;  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt,  however  honourable 
aad  upri^t  the  parties  might  be,  their 
decision  would  always  be  liaUe  to  suspicion, 
as  long  as  they  were  secret. 

Mr*  Labauckere  was  of  opinion  that  the 
ioswer  given  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  anything  but  sati^actory.  It  was 
ispirtant  to  eonsider  the  distinction  be- 
Iwven  this  Railway  Department  and  other 
Boaidi.    The  datM  had  been  cntmated  to 


a  responsible  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  not  intended  that  it  should 
be  left  to  a  tribunal  composed  of  Gentle- 
men who  had  no  Parliamentary  responsi'- 
bility.  It  was  true  that  the  Committee 
last  year  had  recommended  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  examine  the  applications 
to  be  made  to  Parliament  for  new  railway 
projects,  and  for  rival  railways,  and  should 
report  to  the  House  their  opinion  of  their 
merits ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee, in  making  that  recommendation, 
at  all  contemplated  that  there  should  be 
constituted  a  new  tribunal,  exempt  from 
Parliamentary  responsibility.  He  had  been 
a  Member  of  that  Committee,  and  to  speak 
for  himself,  he  never  had  contemplated  any 
such  thing.  He  thought  that  the  fioaid 
of  Trade  would  transact  the  business  itself, 
and  that  the  President  or  the  Vioe-Presi- 
dent,  or  some  Member  of  the  Government, 
being  responsible  to  Parliament,  would 
have  provided  for  the  proper  performance 
of  this  business  in  the  Riailway  Depart- 
ment. He  thought  the  Board  of  Trsde 
was  bound  to  take  the  duty  upon  itself^ 
and  he  never  before  had  heard  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  tribunal  constituted  like 
this.  If  such  a  Board  had  been  constituted 
at  all,  it  should  have  been  in  a  different 
mode,  and  have  been  composed  of  Privy 
Councillors.  Questions  of  such  great  im- 
port, and  involving  such  vast  pecuniary 
interests,  ought  not  to  have  been  decided 
npon  by  these  Gentlemen,  however  respect- 
able, and  against  whom  he  should  certainly 
be  the  last  to  whisper  a  suspicion  regarding 
their  integrity.  Still  when  he  saw  that 
one  Gentleman,  who  bad  only  yesterday 
filled  the  situation  of  Private  Secretary  to 
a  right  hon.  Baronet,  should  have  been 
promoted  to  an  office  of  such  extraordinary 
power  and  importance  as  this,  he  must  say, 
if  suspicions  had  arisen— suspicions  which 
he  would  not  confirm,  and  which  from 
personal  knowledge  he  could  say  were  un- 
founded^that  the  Government  had  to 
thank  themselves  fbr  it,  in  having  consti- 
tuted this  Board  on  so  improper  a  basis. 
However,  the  mischief  had  been  done,  and 
could  not  very  well  be  remedied  so  far. 
Still  he  must  repeat  that  he  did  not 
think  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  satisfactory.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, that  whatever  effect  the  Report  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  might  have  on  the 
House,  must  depend  on  its  impartiality. 
If  it  was  found  that  the  Engineer  of  the 
Boaxd  differed  fiom   the  rest  of  hb  ool- 
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The  Carl  of  Datkomtte  fully  agreed  with 
the  Doble  and  learned  Lord  aa  to  the  im- 
portanoe  of  the  subject ;  but  with  reapect 
to  the  question  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  asked  relative  to  the  shares 
purchased  by  Mr.  W.  0'Brieo»  and  with 
respect  to  Mr  W.  O'Brien's  share  in  the 
transaction  alluded  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord»  it  was  not  his  (Lord 
Dalhousie's)  business  to  undertake  the 
defence  of  Mr.  O'Brien  in  reference  to 
his  connexion  with  the  South*£astem 
Railway  Company.  His  only  duty  was  to 
fM^T  a  defence  for  a  Member  of  the  Board 
to  which  he  belonged  when  attacked ;  and 
as  Captain  O'Brien's  name  had  been  mixed 
up  with  the  South-  Eastern  Railway  shares, 
he  would  again  state  that  the  circum- 
stances of  the  transaction  entirely  excul- 
pated Captain  O'Brien  from  the  slightest 
fault,  with  respect  to  the  other  question 
of  the  noble  Lord^namely,  that  he  had 
learned  uptm  information,  which  might  or 
might  not  be  right,  that  a  division  had 
taken  place  in  the  Railway  Board  on  the 
subject  of  the  South*  Eastern  scheme>  that 
certain  Membem  had  voted  one  way  and 
some  another,  about  which  the  noble  and 
leHrned  Lord  wondered  very  much,  and 
desired  extremely  to  know  whether  that 
was  the  case,  the  only  anawer  he  (Lord 
Dalhouste)  had  to  give  was  this,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  might  be  right  or 
might  not ;  he  might  wonder  whether  it 
was  the  fart  or  not ;  but  it  was  his  (Lord 
Dalhousie's)  duty  to  leave  the  noble  and 
ICfirned  Lord  to  wonder  on. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  he  should  not 
wonder  any  longer;  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied. 

The  Earl  of  DalhouMte  said,  that  with 
respect  to  the  aonder  the  noble  and  learned 
Lortl  had  evpresjied  as  to  the  decision  of 
the  R  lilvvs)  Hoard,  it  oertaitilv  was  a  mat* 
ter  of  wonder  to  him  (LonI  Dalhousie) 
that  any  noble  Lord  who  had  the  know, 
ledge  of  business  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  pme^sed  should  expect  any 
anstver  to  be  given  to  such  a  question. 
E^t'fy  Hrmngenient  which  had  been  made 
uith  re>|»ect  to  that  Bimrd  was  the  same 
nil  thorn*  made  for  other  btmrds,  at  the 
Lead  of  which  wms  placed  a  f Parliamentary 
Member  with  Parliamenl»iry  resrKmsibility. 
Siip|)ov  hi^  noble  and  learned  rriend  had 
c*alie<l  in  qiie-titm  any  dei*isi'>n  of  the 
RiHird  oi  \  >  lirHlty.  would  the  noble  and 
t<  artied  L*«rd.  or  unv  other  noble  Lord, 
have  ilioiiglit   of  aiiking,   or  would   that 


House  or  the  other  House  of  PftrHameBt 
have  expected  an  answer  to  the  qaestioB, 
if  it  had  been  asked,  whether  one  Member 
of  the  Board  had  voted  one  way  and  one 
another  ?  Again,  suppose  a  question  aroae 
with  reference  to  a  Iteport  from  the  Bond 
of  Customs,  would  any  (lerson  be  allowed 
to  ask,  respecting  that  or  any  other  Go- 
vernment Board,  what  were  the  opinloos 
of  the  different  Members,  what  divisions, 
or  whether  any  divisions  had  taken  plaee  } 
The  Reports  of  the  Railway  Board  were 
laid  before  Parliament  on  the  nspoo- 
sibility  of  the  Board  in  connexion  with  the 
Government,  and  upon  that  responsibility 
it  must  rest.  With  regard  to  the  obeerr- 
ations  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
made  on  the  constitution  of  that  Board 
itself,  and  its  influence  generally,  he 
roust  be  allowed  to  ask  why  was  not  that 
grave  objection  made  last  year  when  the 
Bill  was  proposetl ) 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  Question 
had  not  been  before  that  House. 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  hoped  his  noUe 
and  learned  Friend  would  excuse  him 
when  he  said  that  the  Bill  was  as  much 
before  that  House  as  it  was  before  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  question 
wss  raised  before  the  Committee  of  the 
other  House—it  was  discussed  there,  and 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  must  remem- 
ber that  he  raised  the  question  with  re* 
spect  to  Government  superintendence  being 
exercised  over  railways;  and  in  conse- 
quence of  observations  msde  by  him,  and 
at  his  urgent  request,  he  (Lord  Dalhousie) 
had  moved  that  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  requested  to 
furnish  a 'Report  to  that  House,  and  as 
smm  as  the  Committee  had  finished  their 
Report  they  did  furnish  it.  In  that  Re- 
port it  was  distinctly  brought  to  the  know- 
ledge of  their  Lortiships  that  the  Select 
Cooimittee  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
agreed  to  recommend  to  Parliament  that 
there  should  be  a  previous  supervision  of 
all  the  then  projected  railways,  and  that 
this  duty  should  be  performed  by  a  Board 
acting  under  the  orders  snd  control  of  the 
Government.  The  Report  went  further  : 
it  distinctly  pointed  out  the  Board  of  Trade 
as  the  department  of  the  Government  to 
which  this  duty  ought  to  be  confided  ;  and 
it  went  even  further  than  that  and  recom- 
mended that  the  then  existing  Railway 
DepHrtment  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
be  reconstnirted  ;  and  that  to  this  newly. 
constituted  Board  the  whole  of  the  railways 
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•honld  be  submitted,  ia  order  to  undergo  a  tuted  by  a  Board  acting  under  tbe  autho* 
previous  examination,  and  to  be  reported  ritj  of  tbe  Government.  Now,  wbat  be 
upon  to  Parliament  In  consequence  of  asserted  was,  tbat  tbere  was  no  inoon* 
tbis  Report  it  was  moved  in  tbe  House  of  sistency  between  tbe  acts  of  tbe  Govern* 
Commons^  that  tbe  Standing  Orders  be  ment,  or  of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the 
suspended,  and  be  (Lord  Dalbousie)  simul-  i  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  authority  by 
taneously  moved  tbe  suspension  of  the  which  the  latter  was  constituted,  as  he 
Standing  Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House,  (the  Earl  of  Dalbousie)  bad  entered  upon 
And,  perbapsi  be  might  be  allowed  to  say  the  whole  question  fully  on  a  former 
that  the  alteration  had  not  been  smuggled  ,  evening. 

through  that  House;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  i  Lord  Brougham  intimated  that  he  with* 
bad  taken  the  opportunity,  probably  to  the  ,  drew  that  observation  altogether,  and  had 
annoyance  of  their  Lordships,  of  dwelling  merely  referred  to  the  inconvenience  and 
at  considerable  length  on  the  alteration  that  discrepancy  which  had  resulted  from  the 
was  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  practice  of  proceedings  of  tbe  Railway  Board  being 
Parliament,  with  respect  to  Railway  Bills ;  regarded  as  influential  in  the  fate  of  the 
and  be  dwelt  with  much  precision  and  de-    projects. 

tail  upon  the  jurisdiction  and  the  nature  i  The  Earl  of  Dalhoueie:  Tbe  noble  and 
of  tbe  powers  that  were  proposed  to  be    learned  Lord  had  alluded  to  the  incon* 

gVen  to  the  newly-constituted  Railway  sistency  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Railway 
9ard.  On  each  of  the  opportunities  to  Board  in  so  far  as  they  were  regarded  as 
which  be  referred,  the  question  which  had  influential  upon  the  decisions  of  the  Par« 
been  started  by  his  noble  and  learned  liament  with  respect  to  the  Railway  Bills 
Friendy  ought  properly  to  have  been  raised, '  reported  upon.  But  be  must  beg  to  re« 
at  tbe  moment  when  tbe  Railway  Com-  }  mind  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that 
mittee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  first  con-  .  those  proceedings  and  Reports  would  only 
stituted,  which  was  surely  the  most  fitting  be  so  far  influential  as  they  would  turn 
occasion  for  questioning  the  extraordinary  |  out  to  be  founded  upon  reason ;  and  he  must 
functions  to  be  confided  to  it.  He  did  not '  repeat  what  he  had  said  on  a  former  ooca* 
mean  by  this  to  imply  that  his  noble  and  ;  sion,  tbat  the  decisions  of  the  Railway 
learned  Friend  was  shut  out  from  making  |  Board,  so  far  from  being  conclusive^  would 
any  remarks  upon  its  constitution  or  its  only  have  weighty  in  proportion  as  they 
decisions,  by  not  having  before  done  so ;  were  ascertained  upon  a  careful  considenu 
but  what  he  meant  to  say  was,  that  the  |  tion  of  the  difierent  projects  by  the  Com* 
Executive  Government  having  under  the  i  mittees,  to  be  founded  in  reason  and  in 
authority  of  Parliament  constituted  the  justice  to  the  difierent  parties,  as  well  as 
Railway  Board,  whilst  his  right  bon.  |  based  upon  a  due  regard  to  the  public  in- 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  at  the  head  of  i  terest.  He  would  not  at  that  moment 
tbe  Department  from  which  it  emanated,  enter  into  any  vindication  or  into  any  de^ 
it  was  unfortunate  that  the  strong  objec-  i  tails  with  respect  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
tions  now  brought  against  it  were  not ,  Railway  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
stated  at  the  time  when  they  would  have  ,  he  would  only  observe,  with  respect  to  the 
availed.  If  there  were  imperfections  in  non-examination  by  the  Committee  of  wit* 
the  Board,  it  ought  to  be  recollected  that  |  nesses,  that  such  a  course  was>  under  ita 
all  that  the  Executive  Government  had  constitution,  and  the  whole  circumstances 
done  in  respect  to  it  was  deliberately  sane-  ,  taken  into  consideration,  utterly  out  of  the 
tioned  by  Parliament,  and  after  the  fullest  |  question.  But  he  must  deny  tbat  the 
consideration  had  been  given  to  the  respon-  {  Railway  Board  had  not  examined  into  the 
dbilities  which  rested  on  it.  After  the  ,  evidence  which  was  accessible  relative  to 
subject  bad  undergone  this  consideration  it  |  the  diflferent  projects.  They  bad,  on  the 
was  resolved  by  the  Parliament,  that  look-  ;  contrary,  gone  carefully  through  the  docu- 
ing  at  tbe  difficulties  and  inconveniences  mentary  evidence  on  both  sides  of  the 
which  surrounded  the  whole  question  of ,  question,  and  by  tbis  as  well  as  by  the 
railway  projects,  it  was  impossible  for  the  ,  other  considerations  to  which  be  bad  al- 
House  of  Commons  to  do  its  duty  with  .  luded,  the  decisions  of  the  Board  were 
respect  to  those  Bills,  or  to  adjudicate  cor-  i  guided.  Whether  sound  decisions  could 
rectly  and  advantageously  upon  the  me-  ,  be  pronounced  upon  such  grounds,  or  wbe- 
rits  of  tbe  various  rival  schemes,  unless    ther  they  would  be  borne  out  by  the  docu- 


some  previous  revision  and  examination  of 
tbe  projected  lines  of  railway  were  insti« 


mentary  evidence,  would  depend  upon  the 
determination    of    Parliament   after    the 
S2 
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whole  matter  had  been  reconsidered  and 
lifted  in  Committee.  But  it  was  unjust 
to  assert  that  the  system  had  not  suc- 
ceeded until  it  had  been  fairly  tried ;  and 
it  could  hardly  be  said  that  this  was  the 
case  when  the  first  Report  had  scarcely 
been  laid  upon  their  Lordships'  Table. 
Before  they  were  called  upon  to  abolish 
the  Board,  it  would  be  more  in  accordance 
with  justice  and  propriety  to  give  its  pro- 
ceedings a  fair  examination.  Whenever 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  thought 
proper  to  bring  his  Motion  on  the  subject 
forward,  he  (the  Carl  of  Dalhousie)  would 
be  found  ready  to  defend  the  proceedings 
of  the  Railway  Officers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  With  respect  to  the  constitution 
of  that  Department,  or  the  propriety  of 
remodelling  the  Board,  it  was  not  for  him 
to  say  one  word  on  the  subject,  nor  until 
the  reports  which  had  issued  from  it  had 
been  carefully  weighed  and  subjected  to  a 
dose  scrutiny.  He  must  on  palpable 
srounds  decline  giving  his  noble  and 
kamed  Friend  any  answer  to  his  question 
touching  the  internal  proceedings  of  the 
Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington :  One  word, 
my  Lords,  with  respect  to  Mr.  W,  O'Brien, 
who  has  been  referred  to  so  repeatedly  both 
here  and  in  another  place,  in  connesion 
with  the  Reports  of  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  to  whose 
prejudice  many  things  have  been  said.  I 
happen  to  know  something  of  this  gentle- 
man. He  formerly  served  as  a  most  re- 
spectable officer  in  one  of  the  corps  of  the 
army.  He  was  highly  respected  by  all 
his  brother  officers.  His  informaiion  was 
of  a  superior  description,  nor  is  it  possible 
for  an  officer  to  stand  higher  in  the  estima- 
tion of  all  with  whom  he  served.  I  also 
acquired  some  knowledge  of  his  relation, 
who  is  one  of  the  officers  of  the  Railway 
Board,  whilst  that  gentleman  was  attach^ 
to  the  office  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
who  had  every  reason  to  be  satisfied 
with  his  integrity,  his  seal,  and  his  ser- 
vices in  general.  I  think  it  necessary  to 
state  these  facts  in  justice  to  these  two 
gentlemen. 

Lord  Brongham  was  extremely  glad  to 
have  afibrded  an  opportunity  for  the  ex- 
nlanations  ofiered  by  the  noble  Earl  and 
Lis  noble  Friend  opposite.  He  never 
blamed,  nor  meant  to  impute  the  smallest 
collusion  either  to  Captain  O'Brien  or  his 
toother*    All  he  bad  referred  to«  was  a 


fact  which  was  notorious— namely^  that 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien's  name  had  been  placarded 
on  the  Stock  Exchange  as  a  purchaser  of 
South-Eastem  Railway  shares,  a  drcum- 
stance  which  gave  point  to  the  reports  that 
were  so  prevalent  with  respect  to  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  the  Railway  Board.  When  his 
noble  Friend  had  told  him  he  might  wonder 
on,  he  did  not  appear  to  be  aware  that 
there  was  no  longer  any  ground  for  wonder 
after  the  declaration  he  had  made.  He  had 
no  longer  any  curiosity  on  the  subject ;  that 
was  satisfied  ;  he  believed  the  inforAiation 
he  had  received  to  be  correct.  He  had 
stated  the  circumstances  hypothetically, 
and  he  now  found  them  to  be  substantially 
true  :  but  his  noble  Friend  was  quite  in 
error  when  he  drew  a  parallel  between  the 
proceedings  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty  or 
the  other  public  Boards,  and  those  of  the 
Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  His  noble  Friend  had  sUted  that 
the  Members  of  the  Board  of  Admiimlty 
conjunctively  and  unanimously  signed  all 
Reports  issued  under  their  authority.  That 
was  true ;  but  then  he  ought  to  have 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Admiralty  was  an 
executive  Board,  having  authority  to  carry 
out  its  own  Reports  and  plans;  but  that 
it  was  not  a  judicial  Board,  nor  were  its 
Reports  like  those  of  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  were 
simply  expository— mere  opinions;  and  if 
those  opinions  were  not  unanimously  agreed 
to  by  the  Members  of  the  Board,  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  and  the  public  were  deceived 
by  their  being  signed  by  the  whole  Bosrd, 
as  if  they  had  been  all  agreed.  His  noUe 
Friend  had  expressed hissurprise at  his  (Lord 
Brougham's)  not  having  stated  his  objections 
to  the  constitution  of  the  Railway  Commit* 
tee  la:it  year.  But  from  what  the  noble  Earl 
had  SUted,  it  would  be  supposed  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  come  to  a  distinct 
resolution  in  recommendation  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Board  upon  its  actual  basis : 
whereas  all  that  the  Resolurions  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  referred  said,  was  that 
when  the  plans  and  estimates  of  the  dif- 
ferent projected  railways  were  ready  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  they  were  first  to 
be  submitted  to  the  inspection  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  He  must  say,  in  vindicatioD  of 
his  having  brought  the  subject  under  con* 
sideration  that  evening,  that  he  was  en- 
tirely confirmed  in  the  views  which  he  had 
taken  with  respect  to  the  non-examination 
of  witnesses  before  the  Railway  Board;  and 
when  he  saw  the  consequences  that  had  re* 
suited^  and  were  still  Ukely  to  tmoli  boa^ 
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that  course,  he  could  not  but  exprens  the 
objections  he  entertained  to  it.  When  the 
mere  connexion  of  Mr.  W.  O'Brien's  name 
with  the  South -Eastern  projects  raised  the 
shares  from  13  J  premium  to  38,  or  even  to 
48,  within  a  few  days^  he  certainly  did  con- 
sider the  circumstance  as  very  justly  ex- 
citing the  attention,  if  not  the  suspicions^ 
of  the  public. 

The  Earl  of  DaUumsie  protested  against 
being  misunderstood  by  his  noble  Friend. 
What  he  had  said  was,  that  he  did  not 
object  to  his  raising  any  Question  with 
respect  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Railway 
Board  or  its  constitution.  He  was  at  full 
liberty  to  do  so.  But  he  had  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact,  that  the  Board  owed  its 
existence  to  the  deliberate  determination  of 
Fvliament  during  the  last  year ;  and  he 
bad  observed  that  it  was  only  reasonable  to 
hare  expected  his  noble  Friend  to  object 
to  its  constitution  at  the  time  it  was  pro- 
posed, as  the  same  grounds  for  his  objec- 
tiooa  existed  then  an  at  present.  His  no- 
ble and  learned  Friend  might  object  at 
present  to  its  constitution :  he  was  fully 
entitled  to  take  that  course.  With  respect 
to  the  unanimous  signing  of  the  Reports 
by  the  Board,  he  could  only  repeat  what  he 
bad  already  said,  namely,  that  the  Rail- 
way Board  was  constituted  in  the  same 
manner  as  other  Boards  in  the  Public 
Departments.  He  was  sorry  be  could 
not,  consistently  with  his  public  duty, 
give  the  noble  Lord  the  satisfaction  be 
•ought  relative  to  the  other  topic  of  his 
speech. 

Lord  Campbell  hoped  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  express  a  hope  that  the  whole 
subject  relative  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  be  reconsidered. 
The  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  that  De- 
partment had  displayed  throughout  the 
purest  honour  and  the  greatest  ability. 
He  had  heard  the  noble  Earl's  praises 
sounded  in  all  quarters,  and  with  great  jus- 
tice; at  the  same  time,  he  must  express 
bis  belief  that  the  Railway  Committee  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  a  failure,  and  he 
believed  some  new  plan  would  be  found 
necessary.  Noble  Lords  should  consider 
that  the  Railway  Board  was  not  created 
by  any  Act  of  Parliament,  nor  by  any  Re- 
solution of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament. 
tta  functions^  its  duties,  and  its  powers 
were  altogether  undefined.  It  was  a  vo- 
luntary tribunal,  and  they  might  just  as 
well  have  twelve  drunken  porterF,  whom 
they  might  meet  in  any  alehouse  in  West- 


minster,  to  give  their  opinion  upon  the  ex- 
pediency of  any  scheme  to  be  brought  for- 
ward in  respect  of  railways,  as  the  noble 
Lords  and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
composed  that  Board.  They  had  no  autho- 
rity except  that  which  they  gave  them- 
selves. The  Common  Law  gave  them 
none — they  had  none  given  them  by  sta- 
tute— nor  had  they  any  Resolution  of  that 
House  of  Parliament.  On  that  ground  it 
was  impossible  that  their  decisions  could 
be  binding,  although  it  was  most  desirable 
that  their  decisions  should  have  some  au* 
thority,  if  it  were  only  to  redeem  the  re- 
spectability of  the  Board  of  Trade.  But 
then  there  was  another  point,  in  which  it 
struck  him  as  being  very  bad  in  its  present 
shape— namely,  that  no  witnesses  were  to 
be  examined.  The  Board  was  to  decide 
according  to  what  was  alleged — not  what 
was  proved.  Now,  it  had  been  said  that 
they  examined  written  evidence ;  but  the 
written  evidence  must  be  the  statement  of 
the  parties  themselves,  must  contain  their 
allegations,  and  it  would  be  very  easy  for  a 
dexterous  solicitor  to  keep  the  Board  from 
seeing  any  evidence  that  might  contradict 
what  was  stated.  It  was,  therefore,  im- 
possible that  the  decisions  of  that  Board 
could  carry  with  them  the  weight  which 
it  was  desirable  they  should  possess.  Could 
they  assist  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament 
if  they  were  given  without  evidence  hav- 
ing been  heard?  They  must  be  either 
conclusive  or  not.  If  they  were  conclusive, 
they  must  be  so  without  evidence ;  if  they 
were  recommendations  merely,  they  carried 
no  weight  whatever  with  them.  He  ap« 
prehended,  therefore,  it  would  be  indispen- 
sably necessary  that  the  noble  Earl  should 
consider  some  other  mode  by  which  those 
questions  should  be  decided.  With  respect 
to  the  question  put  to  him  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  he  could  not  imagine  any 
reason  for  his  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie's) 
being  so  fastidious.  He  had  no  curiosity 
himself  on  the  subject,  but  when  the  no- 
ble Earl  compared  the  Railway  Board  to 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  he  begged  to  re- 
mind him  that  the  functions  of  the  latter 
were  both  deliberative  and  executive; 
whereas,  as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  observed  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  presided  on  the  Woolsack,  the 
functions  exercised  by  him  in  his  judicial 
capacity  were  deliberative,  and  there  could 
be  no  reason  whatever  after  his  decision, 
or  after  the  decision  of  any  body  of  Judges 
had  been  made,  for  concealing  the  opinions 
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whole  matter  had  been  reconsidered  and 
sifted  in  Committee.  But  it  was  unjust 
to  assert  that  the  system  had  not  sue* 
oeeded  until  it  had  been  fairly  tried ;  and 
it  could  hardly  be  said  that  this  was  the 
case  when  the  first  Report  had  scarcely 
been  laid  upon  their  Lordships'  Table. 
Before  they  were  called  upon  to  abolish 
the  Board,  it  would  be  more  in  accordance 
with  justice  and  propriety  to  give  its  pro- 
ceedings a  fair  examination.  Whenever 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  thought 
proper  to  bring  his  Motion  on  the  subject 
forward,  he  (the  Carl  of  Dalhousie)  would 
be  found  ready  to  defend  the  proceedings 
of  the  Railway  Officers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  With  respect  to  the  constitution 
of  that  Department,  or  the  propriety  of 
remodelling  the  Board,  it  was  not  for  him 
to  say  one  word  on  the  subject,  nor  until 
the  reports  which  had  issued  from  it  had 
been  carefully  weighed  and  subjected  to  a 
dose  scrutiny.  He  must  on  palpable 
srounds  decline  giving  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  any  answer  to  his  question 
touching  the  internal  proceedings  of  the 
Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington:  One  word^ 
my  Lords,  with  respect  to  Mr.  W.  O'Brien, 
who  has  been  referred  to  so  repeatedly  both 
here  and  in  another  place,  in  connexion 
with  the  Reports  of  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  to  whose 
prejudice  many  things  have  been  said.  I 
happen  to  know  something  of  this  gentle- 
man. He  formerly  served  as  a  most  re- 
spectable officer  in  one  of  the  corps  of  the 
army.  He  was  highly  respected  by  all 
his  brother  officers.  His  information  was 
of  a  superior  description,  nor  is  it  possible 
for  an  officer  to  stand  higher  in  the  estima- 
tion of  all  with  whom  he  served.  I  also 
acquired  some  knowledge  of  his  relation, 
who  is  one  of  the  officers  of  the  Railway 
Board,  whilst  that  gentleman  was  attached 
to  the  office  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
who  had  every  reason  to  be  satisfied 
with  his  integrity,  his  zeal,  and  his  ser- 
vices in  general.  I  think  it  necessary  to 
state  these  facts  in  justice  to  these  two 
gentlemen. 

Lord  Brougham  was  extremely  glad  to 
have  affiirded  an  opportunity  for  the  ex- 
planations ofiered  by  the  noble  Earl  and 
his  noble  Friend  opposite.  He  never 
blamed,  nor  meant  to  impute  the  smallest 
coUusion  either  to  Captain  O'Brien  or  his 
toother-    All  he  bad  referred  to«  was  a 


fact  which  was  notorious — ^namely,  that 
Mr.  W,  O'Brien's  name  had  been  placsrded 
on  the  Stock  Exchange  as  a  purchaser  of 
South-Eastem  Railway  shares,  a  drcum- 
stance  which  gave  pmnt  to  the  reports  thst 
were  so  prevalent  with  respect  to  the  pnv 
ceedings  of  the  Railway  Board.  When  hb 
noble  Friend  had  told  him  he  might  wonder 
on,  he  did  not  appear  to  be  aware  that 
there  was  no  longer  any  ground  for  wonder 
after  the  declaration  he  had  made.  He  hid 
no  longer  any  curiosity  on  the  subject ;  tfast 
was  satisfied  ;  he  believed  the  infontaatioo 
he  had  received  to  be  correct.  He  had 
stated  the  circumstances  hypothetically, 
and  he  now  found  them  to  be  substantially 
true  :  but  his  noble  Friend  was  quite  in 
error  when  he  drew  a  parallel  between  the 
proceedings  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty  or 
the  other  public  Boards,  and  those  of  the 
Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  His  noble  Friend  had  stated  that 
the  Members  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
conjunctively  and  unanimously  signed  all 
Reports  issued  under  their  authority.  That 
was  true ;  but  then  he  ought  to  hsve 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Admuraltj  was  an 
executive  Board,  having  anthority  to  carry 
out  its  own  Reports  and  plans;  but  thit 
it  was  not  a  judicial  Board,  nor  were  its 
Reports  like  those  of  the  Railway  Con* 
mittee  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  were 
simply  expository — mere  opinions ;  and  if 
those  opinions  were  not  unanimously  agreed 
to  by  the  Members  of  the  Board,  the  Hoiuei 
of  Parliament  and  the  public  were  deceifed 
by  their  being  signed  by  the  whole  Board, 
as  if  they  had  been  all  agreed.  His  nobk 
Friend  had  expressed  hissurprise at  his  (Lord 
Brougham's)  not  having  stated  his  objections 
to  the  constitution  of  the  Railway  Commit- 
tee la.st  year.  But  from  what  the  noble  EsrI 
had  stated,  it  would  be  supposed  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  come  to  a  distinct 
resolution  in  recommendation  of  the  con* 
stitution  of  the  Board  upon  its  actual  basis: 
whereas  all  that  the  Resolutions  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  referred  said,  wns  that 
when  the  plans  and  estimates  of  the  dif- 
ferent projected  railways  were  ready  to  he 
laid  before  Parlisment,  they  were  first  to 
be  submitted  to  the  inspection  of  the  Bosrd 
of  Trade.  He  must  say,  in  vindication  of 
his  having  brought  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration that  evening,  that  he  was  «o> 
tirely  confirmed  in  the  views  which  he  hsd 
taken  with  respect  to  the  non-examinatioo 
of  witnesses  before  the  Railway  Board;  sod 
when  he  saw  the  consequences  that  had  re- 
suited^  and  were  still  likely  to  rttolt  firon 
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practised  there  were  not  accustomed  to 
such  tricks  as  a  Judge  suddenly  vaulting 
from  the  Bench  into  the  witness-box,  and 
then  back  again  to  give  his  decision  as  a 
Judge  upon  his  own  testimony  as  a  wit. 
ness.    The  noble  Lord  then  resumed, — 

"  Testimony  of  witnesses  competent  by 
knowledge." 

Ay,  but  it  turned  out  that  these  were  not 
witnesses,  but  judges, — 

'*  Competent  by  knowledge,  habit,  and  op- 
portunity, and  oflScially  responsible.  And  se- 
condly, recommendations  founded  upon  such 
elucidation  ;  that  their  purport  should  be  not 
in  any  case  to  give  their  absolute  advice,"— 

Ay,  but  they  had  done  so,  and  that  pretty 
strongly  too,— 

**  Tliat  a  given  railway  should  be  made,  but 
to  state  whether  there  were  public  reasons 
which  ought,  in  the  opinion  of  the  department, 
to  be  decisive  against  it,  or  whether  it  ought 
to  be  postponed  until  its  merits  could  be 
examined — " 

^The  noble  Lord  was  here  about  to  close 
the  book,  when  several  noble  Lords  called 
out,  *'  Read  on ;  read  on."J 

**  Examined  in  connexion  with  those  of 
some  other  scheme,  or  which  of  cwo  or  more 
contending  schemes  appeared  preferable,  in 
the  event  that  only  one  should  appear  likely 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  Parliament;  and  in 
particular,  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  Committee 
that  no  such  Report  should  be  held  to  preju- 
dice the  claims  of  private  persons,  the  ex- 
amination of  which  should  be  altogether  re- 
served to  the  Houses  of  the  Legislature." 

The  recommendation  and  even  the  judgment 
of  the  Committee  distinctly  stated,  in  the 
words  he  had  read,  that  all  private  claims  were 
to  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  the  Legis- 
lature ;  and  yet  the  Reports  of  the  Board 
could  not  be  said  to  have  implicitly  obeyed 
that  intimation.  But  with  respect  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Board,  his  remarks  were 
completely  borne  out  by  the  Resolution 
which  followed  upon  the  paragraph  he  had 
read,  which  was  simply  as  follows : — 

«  Resolution — ^That  it  b  expedient  that  all 
Railway  Bills  should  henceforward  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Board  of  Trade  previously  to 
their  introduction  into  Parliament." 

Surely  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
when  he  said  that  he  was  not  accustomed 
to  be  told  that  the  word  '*  witness"  was  of 
the  same  meaning  as  the  word  "judge." 
Until  so  enlightened  he  should  not,  in  r^- 
ing  the  account  of  last  year's  proceedings, 
have  ever  arrived  at  any  such  conclusion  as 
that  "  witness*  meant  "judge." 

Conveisation  dropped. 


RoHAK  Catholic  Penal  Acts.]]  Lord 
Beaumont  rose  to  put  a  question  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack, 
relative  to  the  Penal  Laws  which  affect 
Her  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  subjects, 
and  at  the  same  time  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
quiring what  course  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  take  in  legislating 
upon  that  subject.  It  would  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that  during  the 
course  of  the  debate  which  took  place  last 
year  upon  the  state  of  those  Penal  Laws, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  gave  a  pro- 
mise that  in  the  present  year  that  important 
question  should  be  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  Government,  and  brought  under 
the  notice  of  Parliament.  It  would  be 
also  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
the  Criminal  Law  Commissioners  had  ad- 
verted to  the  subject  in  their  sixth  Report ; 
and  he  need  scarcely  remind  the  House 
that  the  Bill  which  be  (Lord  Beaumont) 
introduced  last  year  had  been  considerably 
curtailed  or  amended  by  the  learned  Lord, 
on  the  understanding  that  the  recommen- 
dations contained  in  that  Re{K)rt  should 
be  more  fully  carrried  out  by  a  Govern- 
ment measure  in  thui  Session.  He  would, 
however,  state  the  extent  the  parties  prin- 
cipally concerned  carried  their  expecta- 
tions: they  now  expected,  upon  every 
rational  ground,  that  all  Acta  of  Parliament 
which  impose<l  pains  and  penalties  on  the 
ground  of  religion  should  be  repealed. 
They  were  ready  to  admit  that  political 
and  official  disabilities  were  quite  another 
affair.  They  might  be  regarded  as  im- 
portant safeguards  to  the  Established 
Church ;  but,  whether  they  Were  repealed 
or  not,  it  must  be  obvious  to  every  one  that 
there  existed  no  necessity  for  permitting 
mere  statutes  of  pains  and  penalties  to 
continue  in  force.  There  was  one  Act  in 
particular,  the  ISth  of  Elizabeth,  c.  2,  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  learned  Lord,  because  it  was  one 
which  stood  originally  in  the  Bill  he  (Lord 
Beaumont)  introduced,  but  had  been  struck 
out  at  the  suggestion  of  the  learned  Lord. 
The  motive  of  the  learned  Lord  for  the 
omission  was  the  belief  that  it  had  been 
repealed  by  some  subsequent  act ;  but  how 
stood  the  case?  It  certainly  did  so  happen 
that  a  portion  of  it  was  repealed,  and  by 
what  ?  Why  by  the  Customs  Duties  Con- 
solidation Act.  The  Act  of  Elixabeth  pro- 
hibited the  introduction  into  this  country 
of  any  sets  of  beads,  or  even  of  an  Ag" 
nui  Dei,  But  recently  a  Customs  Du* 
ties  Act   permitted   the    introduction  of 
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of  those  Judges,  or  for  stating  that  they 
had  differed  in  opinion— as  such  difference 
would  in  no  degree  shake  his  confidence  in 
the  result.  When  the  Judges  were  divided 
their  decisions  were  sometimes  of  greater 
weight.  So,  in  like  manner  the  individual 
opinions  of  the  Railway  Board  might  with 
great  propriety  he  made  puhlic,  as  the  de- 
cision would  not  he  in  any  way  shaken  by 
such  a  course.  He  ventured  to  throw  out 
a  suggestion  to  the  noble  £arl, — whether 
it  might  not  be  better  to  consider  how  to 
improve  the  Railway  Department  cf  the 
Board  of  Trade,  so  as  to  inspire  the  public 
with  more  confidence  in  its  proceedings  and 
Reports. 

Viscount  Strangford  could  not  reconcile 
a  discrepancy  which  appeared  in  the  objec- 
tions taken  by  the  two  noble  and  learned 
Lords  opposite  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Railway  Board.  One  of  these  noble  Lords 
had  stated  that  the  Reports  and  decisions 
of  the  Board  would  be  far  too  influential ; 
whilst  the  other  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  declared^  on  the  contrary, 
that  the  said  Reports  and  decisions  were 
possessed  of  no  authority  or  value  what- 
ever. 

Lord  WharncUffe  begged  to  recall  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Railway 
Board  was  constituted  to  the  recollection 
of  their  Lordships.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons, finding  during  the  last  Session  that 
the  difficulties  attendant  upon  the  exami- 
nation of  the  details  of  the  multitude  of 
railways  in  the  Committees  on  the  Bills 
were  very  great,  in  consequence  of  their 
numbers,  thought  it  advisable  that  the 
whole  of  them  should  undeigo  a  prelimi- 
nary examination  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
previously  to  their  being  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  This  de- 
termination was  not  a  sudden  one.  It  was 
preceded  by  the  appointmoit  of  a  Select 
Committee,  before  which  body  witnesses 
were  examined  to  a  very  great  extent,  and 
that  Committee  framed  and  agreed  to  cer^ 
tain  Resolutions,  wherein  were  detailed 
the  reasons  which  euided  its  members  in 
recommending  the  House  to  send  all  rail- 
way projects  for  the  future  before  the 
Board  of  Trade.  Was  the  Government  to 
refuse  to  act  upon  such  a  Resolution  as 
that  ?  The  Government  could  do  no  such 
thing.  The  consequence  was^  that  Minis« 
ters  constituted  the  Railway  Department 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  Agreed  in  the 
statement,  that  the  Reports  of  that  Com- 
mittee were  not  to  be  r^arded  as  oondu* 


sive.  All  the  Committee  did  was  to  assist 
the  House  of  Commons  in  dealing  with  the 
various  projects  when  they  came  under  the 
notice  of  that  Assembly.  And  at  a  mo* 
ment  when  the  Railway  Board  had  got 
through  three-fourths  of  the  business  aa» 
signed  to  it  to  transact^  the  Government  was 
called  upon,  in  the  manner  which  had  been 
resorted  to,  and  peremptorily  desired  to 
stop  the  Railway  Committee  short  in  its 
proceedings.  Now,  he  would  put  it  to  the 
two  noble  and  learned  Lords  opposite  if 
this  was  a  proper  course  to  pursue.  Ad- 
mitting, for  the  sake  of  argument,  all  the 
objections  that  had  been  urged,  he  (Itoid 
Whamdiffe)  thought  it  was  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  let  matters  take  their  oourae 
for  the  present.  Let  the  eflfect  of  that 
course  be  dosely  watched  and  appredated^ 
and  having  seen  what  it  was,  then  would 
be  the  proper  time,  if  it  were  thought  ne- 
cessary, to  reconstruct  the  Board  ;  and  the 
proper  moment  for  calling  upon  Parliament 
to  come  to  aome  Resolution  on  the  subject 
would  be  after  the  results  of  the  railway 
projects  now  under  consideration  were  fully 
known.  The  prooeedings  of  the  Railway 
Board,  any  more  than  its  decisions,  were 
no  secret.  The  whole  of  their  determioa* 
tions  had  been  made  public  as  they  had 
been  oome  to,  and  yet  that  puUidty  had 
been  made  one  of  the  strongest  grounds  of 
censure  on  the  Government. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  he  had  got  the  Re* 
port  of  the  Sdect  Committee,  containing 
the  Resolutions  on  which  die  Railway 
Board  was  constituted,  and  he  put  it  to 
the  candour  of  thdr  Lordships  whether  he 
oould  be  blamed  for  having  pot  the  eon- 
struction  that  he  had  done  upon  the  words 
of  that  Resolution.  He  would  read  a  poe«^ 
tion  of  it,  to  be  fooad  in  page  15  of  t^ 
Report: — 

**  It    is   the  opinion  of   the   C< 
that  SQch    Reports  should    on  no 
be  regarded  in  any  other  liglit  Ihan^ 
tended  to  afford  to  Fsrlianlmt 
tionalaid"  — 


And  he  would  call  upon  their 
to  notice  in  what  manner  tlq 
aid  was  to  be  afforded ;  he 
to  mark  the  wordv-* 


'*  In  the  elucidation  of  fact 
aony  of  wiuietses.*' 

By  witnesses  their  Lords* 
servey  and  not  by  doeunr 
oaiy*    la  the  Courts  of 
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pniciifled  there  were  not  accustomed  to 
8uch  tricks  as  a  Judge  suddenly  vaulting 
from  the  Bench  into  the  witness-box,  and 
then  back  again  to  give  his  decision  as  a 
Judge  upon  his  own  testimony  as  a  wit- 
ness.     The  noble  Lord  then  resumed, — 

**  Testimony  of  witnesses  competeDt  by 
knowledge." 

Ay,  but  it  turned  out  that  these  were  not 
witnesses,  but  judges, — 

"  Competent  by  knowledge,  habit,  and  op- 
portonity,  and  officially  responsible.  And  se- 
condly, recommendations  founded  upon  such 
elucidalion  ;  that  their  purport  should  be  not 
in  any  Qas«  to  give  their  absolute  advice," — 

Ay,  but  they  had  done  so,  and  that  pretty 
strongly  too,— 

**  Tfiat  a  given  railway  should  be  made,  but 
to  state  whether  there  were  public  reasons 
which  ought,  in  the  opinion  of  the  department, 
to  be  decisive  against  it,  or  whether  it  ought 
to  be  postponed  until  its  merits  could  be 
examined — ** 

[^The  noble  Lord  was  here  about  to  close 
the  book,  when  several  noble  Lords  called 
out,  *'  Read  oo ;  read  on.^J 

**  Examined  in  connexion  with  those  of 
some  other  scheme,  or  which  of  two  or  more 
contending  schemes  appeared  preferable,  in 
the  event  that  only  one  should  appear  likely 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  Parliament;  and  in 
particular,  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  Committee 
that  no  such  Report  should  be  held  to  preju- 
dice the  claims  of  private  persons,  the  ex- 
amination of  which  should  be  altogether  re- 
served to  the  Houses  of  the  Legislature." 

The  recommendation  and  even  the  judgment 
of  the  Committee  distinctly  statetl,  in  the 
wordshe  had  read,  that  all  private  claims  were 
to  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  the  Legis- 
lature ;  and  yet  the  Reports  of  the  Board 
could  not  be  said  to  have  implicitly  obeyed 
that  intimation.  But  with  respect  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Board,  his  remarks  were 
completely  borne  out  by  the  Resolution 
which  followed  upon  the  paragraph  he  had 
read,  which  was  simply  as  follows : — 

^  Resolution — ^That  it  is  expedient  that  all 
Railway  Bills  should  henceforward  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Board  of  Trade  previously  to 
their  introduction  into  Parliament." 

Surely  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
when  he  said  that  he  was  not  accustomed 
to  be  told  that  the  word  "  witness"  was  of 
the  same  meaning  as  the  word  "judge." 
Until  so  enlightened  he  should  not,  in  read- 
ing the  account  of  last  year's  proceedings, 
have  ever  arrived  at  any  such  conclusion  as 
that  "  witness"  meant  "judge." 

Conversation  dropped. 


Rohan  Catholic  Penal  Acts.]]  Lord 
Beaumont  rose  to  put  a  question  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack, 
relative  to  the  Penal  Laws  which  affect 
Her  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  subjects, 
and  at  the  same  time  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
quiring what  course  il  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  take  in  legislating 
upon  that  subject.  It  would  be  in  the  re. 
collection  of  the  House  that  during  the 
course  of  the  debate  which  took  place  last 
year  upon  the  state  of  those  Penal  Laws, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  gave  a  pro- 
mise that  in  the  present  year  that  important 
question  should  be  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  Government,  and  brought  under 
the  notice  of  Parliament.  It  would  be 
also  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
the  Criminal  Law  Commissioners  had  ad- 
verted to  the  subject  in  their  sixth  Report ; 
and  he  need  scarcely  remind  the  House 
that  the  Bill  which  he  (Lord  Beaumont) 
introduced  last  year  had  been  considerably 
curtailed  or  amended  by  the  learned  Lord, 
on  the  understanding  that  the  recommen- 
dations contained  in  that  Re|K)rt  should 
be  more  fully  carrried  out  by  a  Govern- 
ment measure  in  this  Session.  He  would, 
however,  state  the  extent  the  parties  prin- 
cipally concerned  carried  their  expecta- 
tions: they  now  expected,  upon  every 
rational  ground,  that  all  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  impose<l  pains  and  penalties  on  the 
ground  of  religion  should  be  repealed. 
They  were  ready  to  admit  that  political 
and  official  disabilities  were  quite  another 
affair.  They  might  be  regarded  as  im« 
portant  safeguards  to  the  Established 
Church ;  but,  whether  they  were  repealed 
or  not,  it  must  be  obvious  to  every  one  that 
there  existed  no  necessity  for  permitting 
mere  statutes  of  pains  and  penalties  to 
continue  in  force.  There  was  one  Act  in 
particular,  the  Idth  of  Elizabeth,  c.  2,  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  learned  Lord,  because  it  was  one 
which  stood  originally  in  the  Bill  he  (Lord 
Beaumont)  introduced,  but  had  been  struck 
out  at  the  suggestion  of  the  learned  Lord. 
The  motive  of  the  learned  Lord  for  the 
omission  was  the  belief  that  it  had  been 
repealed  by  some  subt^quent  act ;  but  how 
stood  the  case?  It  certainly  did  so  happen 
that  a  portion  of  it  was  repealed,  and  by 
what  ?  Why  by  the  Customs  Duties  Con- 
solidation Act.  The  Act  of  Elizabeth  pro- 
hibited the  introduction  into  this  country 
of  any  sets  of  beads,  or  even  of  an  i^g- 
nui  Deim  But  recently  a  Customs  Du* 
ties  Act   permitted   the    introduction  of 


527 


Sugar  Duties. 


{COMMONS} 


Sugar  Duties » 


5i9 


those  articles  oo  the  payment  of  a  duty  nf 
two  per  cent  ad  valorem.     But  that  did 
nothing  towards  the  relieving  of  the  people 
of  this  country  from  the  restrictions  im- 
posed on  them  with  respect  to  correspond* 
ing  with  Rome  hy  means  of  letters.    The 
Customs    Duties    Consolidation    Act  re- 
lieved them  from  the  penalties  of  a  pramu- 
nire,  so  far  as  regarded  the  importation  of 
the  articles  mentioned;  but  as  the  law 
still  remained,  if  any  Prelate  or  any  lay- 
man received  from  the  Pope  any  letter^ 
rescript,  or  other  document^   he  exposed 
himself  to  penalties  of  a  very  serious  kind. 
The  letters  that  he  received  might  recom- 
mend him  to  abstain  from  any  acts  either 
in  public  or  in  private  which  did  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  his  natural  duties. 
Nay,  those  documents  might  suggest  that, 
in  order  to  please  the  Court  of  Rome^  the 
parties  so    addressed   must  not  only   be 
peaceable  subjects,  but  must  be  active  in 
their  support  of  the  Government  of  this 
country ;  yet,  as  the  law  at  present  stood, 
if  any  British  subject  were  a  party  to  such 
correspondence,  and  published  any  portion 
of  such  letters  or  rescripts  he  might  be  pro- 
secuted for  high  treason.     Lookmg  at  that 
state  of  the.  law,  and  remembering  likewise 
that  the  subject  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Criminal  Law  Commissioners,  he 
thought  himself  justified  in  rising  to  in- 
quire from   the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
whether  he  intended  fully  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations   of  those   Commis- 
sioners. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  in  an- 
swering the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
noble  Lord,  ho  should  not  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  by  bringing  forward  any  ar- 
guments on  the  one  side  of  the  question 
referred  to,  or  on  the  other.  Durine  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  when  a  BQl  on 
this  subject  was  before  the  House,  he 
considered  it  to  be  one  of  great  impor- 
tance and  of  great  delicacy.  It  was  one 
with  which  he  thought  that  the  Com- 
missioners on  the  Criminal  Law  ought  to 
deal,  and  he  requested  them  to  report  on 
that  subject  especially.  He  thought  it 
right  further  to  state,  that  Sir  Edward 
Ryan,  Mr.  Amos,  and  Mr.  Richards,  had 
been  added  to  the  Commission.  When  those 
Commissioners  presented  their  Report,  and 
brought  forward  the  draught  of  a  Bill, 
founded  upon  it,  as  he  had  suggested,  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that,  either  wholly 
or  in  part,  he  should  support  the  adoption 
of  such  recommendations  as  they  might 
make.    H«  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 


would  for  the  present  at  least  consider  thei 
explanation  sufficient. 
House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  February  17,  1845. 

MiNUTBS.]  Nbw  Msmsbh  SwoBN.-*Por  WUti  (Soutten 
DiTtoion),  Right  Uoq.  Sidney  UmbmU 

Bills.    Pubiic—l*    Pwodika  Scttkmmt 
2*    ComtaMa  (SooUand). 
PrUmte.^1*-  Greeawlcfa  ColliRT  Riilway. 

pjrriTioNs  Pbubmtsb.     By  Vnooaot  Sodoo*  ftom  1»- 
habitantt  of  Britiih  Guiana,  for  a  Rcduetkio  of  Daty  on 
Sugar  and  other  artielet,  the  Produoe  of  that  Coloay.— 
By  Mr.  Chute,  ftom  Landowners,  Agrieultunl  Laboocn* 
and  otben,  of  tevenl  Pariiheiin  theCounty  of  NoiMfc. 
for  Repeal  of  the  Hatt  Duty.— By  Mr.  Maoaolay,  ftom 
Paper  Manufocturcrs,  against  the  Paper  Doty.— By  Mr. 
C.  RuiMi],  from  Groom  of  Rcadtaig.  for  tinw  to  seB  oat 
their  proKot  Stock  of  Sugar.— By  Vlianum  Donamtt 
ftom  Bath,  against  the  Window  Duty.—- By  Mr.  Maeau- 
lay,  ftom  Edinbuigh,  i^ainst  AHentioa  of  Law  of  Bank- 
litg  (Soodand).— By  Mr.  Sojeant  Murphy,  ftom  Oak, 
i^amst  the  Charttabie  DooalkNiB  and  niii|iits  Act  (In- 
land).— By  Mr.  P.  Scrope,  ftom  Tradennen  and  othma, 
of  the  County  of   Gloucester,  i^ainst  the   Inaolvcnt 
Deliion  Aet.---By  Mr.  Bfondley,  ftom  MsRhants  and 
others  of  Klngaton-ttpan-HuO,  ^gaimt  the   lamNvnt 
Deliion  Aet-.-By  Mr.  Bramston,  ftom  Ph|aiciana  and 
othen,  of  the  County  of  Essex,  Mr.  Pitiroy  Rdly,  ftom 
Camtaildge,  Mr.  Ovd,  ftom  Newcaatle>upaD-Tyne.  and  by 
Sir  J.  TroUope,   ftom  Thomm  CamniMk*  M.D.  and 
others,  of  SpokUng,  against  the  Medical  Pnotice  BiO 
(1844).— By  Mr.  S.  O'Brien,  ftom  WeUingborou^  Penet 
Society,  and  by  Mr.  Philtpotti,  ftom  Gloueeslsr,  ^dnst 
Inaeam  to  Naval  and  MiUtary  EstabUdmiantSL  —By  Mr. 
T.  Dunoombe,  ftom  Stanisfauis  Worodl,  and  Charlm 
Stolmoan,  for  Post  Ofllee  Inquiry.— By  Mr.  Bright,  ftom 
Caraanron,   and  North  Elmham,  for  dimiaishiiv  Iha 
number  of  Pubtte  Houaam— By  Sir  G.  Clsfk,  ftom  Pica- 
bytery  of  St  Andrew's,  for  Impnmng  the  CowiiHoa  of 
Scotdk  SchoolmastMB. 

St'OAB  Duties.^  Mr.  Hasiie,  seeing 
the  right  hou.  Baronet  in  his  place,  wished 
to  ask  Lim  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
admit  East  India  sugar  under  the  new 
Sugar  Duties  Act  in  the  same  class  of  sugar 
in  which  it  had  heretofore  heen  admitted, 
namely,  as  Musoovado  sugar? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  had  staled  on  Fri- 
day that  a  distinction  was  intended  to  be 
made  between  Muscovado  and  white-dayed 
sugar. 

Mr.  Hasiie  remarked,  that  the  daasifica* 
tion  of  the  sugar  would  make  a  differeooe 
in  the  duty  of  2«.  4d  a  cwt.  There  were 
70,000  tons  exported  from  India,  of  which 
about  50,000  would  consist  of  granulated 
white  sugar,  and  he  wished  to  know  whe* 
ther  this  would  be  liable  to  the  additional 
duty. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought,  it  would  be  better 
to  postpone  for  the  present  any  diacuMim 
as  to  the  details  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Oibmm  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleiium  whether,  in  dsssifying  sofsn 
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into  clayed  and  Mscovado,  and  fixing  the 
different  rates  of  duty,  he  contemplated 
the  adoption  of  the  ad  valorem  prin- 
ciple of  duty^  and  whether  he  meant  that 
the  higher  rate  of  duty  should  always 
apply  to  sugar  of  the  greatest  value  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  would  generally 
be  the  case,  although  lie  would  not  pre- 
tend to  go  into  every  particular  case.  Pre- 
suming that  clayed  sugar  was  generally 
more  valuable  than  Muscovado,  that  would 
he  the  effect  of  the  arrangement. 

Mr.  Labouchere  apprehended  it  was  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  intention  to  propose 
that  the  Sugar  Duties  Bill  should  be  passed 
for  one  year  only,  as  h  d  hitherto  been  the 
case.  As  there  was  some  doubt  among  the 
public  regarding  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  was  a  point  of 
great  constitutional  as  well  as  commercial 
importance,  perhaps  he  would  state  whe- 
ther that  were  his  intention. 

Sir  H,  Peel  answered,  that  under  any 
circumstances,  if  the  Sugar  Duties  were 
made  permanent,  he  should  have  been  very 
much  disposed  to  propose  that  some  other 
duty,  of  nearly  equal  amount,  should  be  made 
temporary,  in  order  that  there  might  be  no 
infraction  of  constitutional  principle.  His 
own  opinion  was,  that  it  would  he  better 
that  the  new  Sugar  Duties  should  be  of  a 
permanent  character;  but,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  looking  at  the  greatness  of 
the  change,  he  was  not  prepared  to  advise 
that  the  new  Sugar  Duties,  supposing 
them  to  be  sanctioned  by  Parliament, 
should  be  continued  beyond  the  5th  of 
July>  1846. 

Title  of  King  Consobt.]]  Mr.  Bortk' 
wick  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  a  rumour  which 
had  appeared  in  the  Morning  Chronicle  of 
Tuesday  last,  and  subsequently  in  the 
Morning  Post  and  other  newspapers?  The 
rumour  itself  was  one  upon  which  he  did 
not  ask  for  any  information,  because  it  was 
sufficiently  absurd  to  contradict  itself.  The 
statement  was  this :— "  It  is  rumoured, 
and  we  believe  on  good  authority,  that  the 
title  of  King  Consort  is  about  to  be  be- 
stowed on  His  Royal  Highness  Prince 
Albert.  This,  we  presume,  will  be  preli- 
minary to  a  demand  for  an  increased  grant.'* 
He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  question,  simply  to  afford  him  an 
opportunity  of  contradicting  a  rumour, 
mischievous,  absurd,  and  preposterous  ift 
in  itself,  but  odculated  to  do  very  serious 


injury  to  the  object  of  all  their  loyalty  and 
affection. 

Sir  72.  Peel  must  say,  it  was  not  a  good 
practice  for  hon.  Members  to  ask  Ministers 
to  give  explanations  with  respect  to  news- 
paper rumours,  particularly  when  an  hon. 
Gentleman  found  a  rumour  that  was  suffi- 
ciently absurd  to  be  its  own  contradiction, 
and  wanted  no  explanation  from  him.  It 
was  rather  hard  in  that  particular  case,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  submit  him 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  to  the  ordeal  of  answer- 
ing it.  However,  he  must  leave  it  to  the 
decision  of  hon.  Gentlemen  themselves  to 
ask  such  questions  or  to  refrain  from 
asking  them.  Inferences  were  sometimes 
drawn  from  silence,  when,  on  the  whole, 
silence  would  be  the  best  possible  course  to 
observe  ;  but,  to  guard  against  the  possi- 
bility of  any  erroneous  inference,  he  would 
state,  for  the  information  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  that  paragraph  was  totally 
without  foundation. 

Railway  Department  —  Boabd  op 
Trade.]]  Viscount  Hofvick  wished  to  put 
a  question  with  respect  to  the  Railway 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
observed,  that  the  Reports  of  that  Com« 
mittee  were  signed  by  all  the  five  Mem- 
bers of  it.  Now,  he  wished  to  know 
if,  from  that  circumstance,  they  were  to 
infer  that  all  those  five  Gentlemen  signing 
that  Report  concurred  in  it,  and  whether 
they  were  all  of  the  same  opinion  ?  This 
question  was  of  considerable  importance, 
because,  as  it  was  now  determined  that 
those  Reports  were  not  to  be  conclusive, 
but  only  to  be  influential  so  far  as  they 
were  consistent  with  reason,  it,  of  course, 
made  a  very  material  difference  in  their 
authority  whether  they  were  the  unani- 
mous Reports  of  those  five  Gentlemen,  or 
whether  they  were  approved  of  only  by 
two  or  three  of  them.  It  struck  him  that, 
in  a  vast  number  of  railway  projects,  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  find  five  Gentlemen  of 
the  same  opinion ;  and  that  it  would  be 
very  remarkable  to  see  ^ve  men  of  the 
same  opinion  as  to  any ;  but  here  we  had 
five  who,  upon  all  subjects  submitted  to 
them>  happened  to  have  precisely  the  same 
opinion.  He  found  it  was  very  currently 
reported,  that  as  to  the  only  Report  hitherto 
presented  by  them,  the  fact  was  not  so; 
that  one  of  the  five  Gentlemen  did  not 
vote,  and  the  other  four  being  equally 
divided,  the  question  was  decided  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  giving  his  casting 
vote.    If  that  was  the  fact,  it  was  one  they 
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ought  to  know,  and  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  specify  whether  the 
Report  implied  only  that  the  particular 
conclusion  set  forth  in  it  had  been  come  to» 
without  implying  that  all  the  6ve  Gentle^ 
men  concurred  in  the  opinion  therein  ex- 
preesed*  He  should  also  like  to  ask  whe- 
ther it  were  the  intention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  lay  before  the  House,  as  an  ap- 
pendix to  their  Report*  the  statements  of 
the  competing  companies,  on  which  their 
Reports  were  founded?  It  was  of  great 
importance  that  the  House  should  possess 
the  statement  of  each  company,  and  the 
Documents  which  they  had  laid  before  the 
Board  of  Trade  upon  which  the  Reports 
of  that  Board  had  been  founded. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  that  with  regard 
to  the  first  question,  he  believed  there  was 
no  precedent  for  it.  He  believed  that  when 
a  Report  was  made  by  any  public  Board, 
that  Report  was  to  be  taken  as  the  act  of 
the  Board  collectively,  for  which  they  made 
themselves  responsible.  It  was  the  first  time 
that  any  question  had  ever  been  asked  aa 
to  what  discussions  had  taken  place  at  the 
Board,  and  he  must  decline  giving  any 
answer»  because,  if  he  were  to  answer  such 
A  question,  it  would  be  establishing  an  in- 
oonvenient  and  dangerous  precedent,  and 
be  had  only  to  reouest  that  neither  the 
noble  Lord  nor  the  House  would  draw  any 
inference  as  to  the  Report  from  bis  silence. 
With  regard  to  the  second  question,  he  had 
to  sUte  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  no 
intention  of  laying  before  the  House  the 
voluminous  statements  which  had  been 
submitted  to  them  by  the  various  parties  to 
railway  schemes.  He  was  not  aware  that 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  laying 
those  statemenu  before  the  House  if  the 
noble  Lord  should  think  them  neoessaty. 
In  the  future  prooress  of  those  measures, 
no  doubt  the  parties  interested  would  lay 
before  the  Committee  appointed  to  consider 
them  all  the  statements  they  had  to  make, 
either  in  recommendation  of  their  own 
sdiemea,  or  in  opposition  to  the  schemes  of 
their  rivals.  He  knew  of  no  reason  why 
these  should  not  be  printed,  except  that 
they  were  exceedingly  voluminous,  and 
would  take  a  long  time  to  copy. 

Mr.  Roebuck  begged  to  observe,  for  the 
information  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  with  regard  to  the  first  question  put 
by  the  noUe  Lord,  it  was  confidently  as- 
•arted  in  the  city  that  certain  Membm  of 
the  Board  had  lo  voted,  and  their  names 
waie  nantiooed.  It  was  atated  that  a  cast- 


ing vote  had  been  given  by  the  person  at 
the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade.    If  there 

• 

was  a  casting  vote,  it  was  presumed  by  the 
persons  best  informed  that  there  was  an 
equal  division  of  votes,  as  no  person  had 
two  votes ;  and  therefore,  that  all  the  par- 
ties on  that  Board  must  have  voted,  which 
led  to  a  very  important  conclusion.  Now, 
in  such  a  state  of  things,  it  would  not  do, 
now-a-days,  to  shut  out  investigation. 
Upon  a  question  like  this,  they  must  know 
all  and  everything.  If  not,  suspicion  would 
rest  upon  those  who  shut  out  the  light.  If 
so,  such  a  tribunal  would  not  be  a  satisfiu:- 
tory  one  for  the  guidance  of  Parliament, 
and  he  believed  that  Parliament  would  ut- 
terly discard  the  recommendations  emanat- 
ing from  such  a  tribunal,  and  enter  anew 
into  each  particular  investigation  as  if  no 
such  Reports  had  been  made. 

Mr.  Wallace  said,  that  the  first  Report 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  printed, 
and  that  he  intended  to  move  that  there 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
all  the  Documents  on  which  that  Report 
had  been  founded,  so  that  the  House  might 
understand  what  had  been  done.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  this 
was  an  unprecedented  proposal;  but  it 
should  be  recollected,  also,  that  the  House 
was  placed  in  an  unprecedented  situation  by 
this  new  Board  which  bad  been  imposed 
upon  Parliament,  and  he  would  test  the 
House  whether  it  would  act  under  the 
dictation  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  would 
act  independently. 

Mr.  C.  tVood  did  not  think  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  calculated  to 
give  satisfaction  either  to  the  House  or 
to  the  countrv,  however  he  might  be  justi- 
fied by  precedent.  He,  too^  had  heard  audi 
reports  as  those  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  amongst 
members  of  the  community  interested  in 
railways ;  and  before  the  same  question  was 
asain  put  and  the  same  answer  given,  the 
Government  should  consider  whether  such 
an  answer  was  calculated  to  give  confidence 
in  the  Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  hsidhewd  from  other  sources  the 
reports  to  which  allusion  had  made.  It  had 
been  stated  in  the  city,  and  upon  authority 
upon  which  some  reliauoe  was  to  be  placed, 
that,  with  rewd  to  the  only  Report  yet 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Railway  Board  had 
not  voted  at  all— that  the  other  Membeis 
were  equally  divided — and  that  the  easting 
vote  was  given  by  means  of  a  double  vote 
oil  the  part  of  one  of  the  Meaben  of  that 
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Board ;  and  tliat  the  Member  who  did  not 
vote  was  the  only  engineer  who  was  on 
the  Board.  If  there  was  the  slightest 
truth  in  that  allegation,  it  was  clear  that 
the  opinions  of  the  Railway  Department 
were  not  entitled  to  the  weight  they  ought 
to  have.  If  the  Government  wished  that 
the  Reports  of  the  Committee  should  be 
received  with  any  degree  of  confidence,  he 
confessed  he  thought  they  were  taking  the 
worst  possible  course  to  ensure  any  degree 
of  trust  in  the  justice  of  their  decisions. 

Mr.  Milnes  did  not  attribute  much  im- 
portance to  the  alleged  want  of  unanimity 
in  the  declfdons  of  the  Board.  The  House 
was  called  upon,  not  to  judge  by  the  au- 
thority of  the  names  appended  to  a  decision 
inserted  in  the  Gazette^  but  to  act  on  their 
own  view  of  the  grounds  stated  in  the 
Report.  If  that  was  the  right  interpreta- 
tion,  he  did  not  think  the  authority  of  those 
Gentlemen's  names  bad  a  great  deal  to  dc 
With  the  matter.  Of  course  their  Report 
could  not  be  considered  in  any  degree  de- 
cisive ;  every  thing  stated  by  the  Gentle- 
men led  them  to  b^eve  that  it  was  merely 
intended  as  a  guide  to  the  labours  of  Par- 
liament,  and  by  no  means  to  be  authorita^ 
tive  on  any  of  its  decisions.  Its  validity, 
as  a  guidoy  would  in  no  degree  be  impaired 
by  the  circumstance  that  some  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Board  had  yielded  in  opinion  to 
others. 

Mr.  B,  EscoU  was  sorry  to  hear  that 
•asptcions  had  been  excited  with  reference 
to  some  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Railway 
Board;  but  it  was  important  that  they 
should  consider  whether  there  was  not 
Bomethiog  in  the  constitution  of  that  Board 
which  made  suspicion  inevitable.  It  was 
his  coBscienrious  belief  that  no  Board  hav- 
ing to  decide  on  matters  of  such  grave  im- 
portance at  those  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  could  ever  give  satisfaction  unless 
its  proceedings  were  open  to  the  public 
This  Railway  Committee  sat  as  a  court  of 
judicature  pronouncing  on  some  of  the 
greatest  and  most  important  questions  that 
could  come  before  any  tribunal ;  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt,  however  honourable 
and  upri^t  the  parties  might  be,  their 
decision  would  always  be  liable  to  suspicion, 
as  long  as  they  were  secret. 

Mr.  Laifouckere  was  of  opinion  that  the 
answer  given  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  anything  but  satisfactory.  It  was 
inpartant  to  consider  the  distinction  be- 
IwWn  this  Railway  Department  and  other 
Boivda.    Tht  dutieB  had  been  cntrosted  to 


a  responsible  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  not  intended  that  it  should 
be  left  to  a  tribunal  composed  of  Gentle- 
men who  had  no  Parliamentary  responsi** 
bility.  It  was  true  that  the  Committee 
last  year  had  recommended  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  examine  the  applications 
to  be  made  to  Parliament  for  new  mil  way 
projects,  and  for  rival  railways,  and  should 
report  to  the  House  their  opinion  of  their 
merits ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee, in  making  that  recommendation, 
at  all  contemplated  that  there  should  be 
constituted  a  new  tribunal,  exempt  from 
Parliamentary  responsibility.  He  had  been 
a  Member  of  that  Committee,  and  to  speak 
for  himself,  he  never  had  contemplated  any 
such  thing.  He  thought  that  the  fioaid 
of  Trade  would  transact  the  business  itself, 
and  that  the  President  or  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent, or  some  Member  of  the  Government, 
being  responsible  to  Parliament,  would 
have  provided  for  the  proper  performance 
of  this  business  in  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment. He  thoueht  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  bound  to  take  the  duty  upon  itself, 
and  be  never  before  had  heiurd  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  tribunal  constituted  like 
this.  If  such  a  Board  had  been  constituted 
at  all,  it  shoald  have  been  in  a  different 
mode,  and  have  been  composed  of  Privy 
Councillors.  Questions  of  such  great  im- 
port, and  involving  such  vast  pecuniary 
interests,  ought  not  to  have  been  decided 
upon  by  these  Gentlemen,  however  respect- 
able, and  against  whom  he  should  certainly 
be  the  last  to  whisper  a  suspicion  regarding 
their  integrity.  Still  when  he  saw  that 
one  Gentleman,  who  had  only  yesterday 
filled  the  situation  of  Private  Secretary  to 
a  right  hon.  Baronet,  should  have  been 
promoted  to  an  office  of  such  extraordinary 
power  and  importance  as  this,  he  must  say, 
if  suspicions  had  arisen — suspidons  which 
he  would  not  confirm,  and  which  from 
personal  knowledge  he  could  say  were  un- 
founded— that  the  Government  had  to 
thank  themselves  for  it,  in  having  consti- 
tuted this  Board  on  so  improper  a  basis. 
However,  the  mischief  had  been  done,  and 
could  not  very  well  be  remedied  so  far. 
Still  he  must  repeat  that  he  did  not 
think  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been,  satisfactory.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, that  whatever  effect  the  Report  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  might  have  on  the 
House,  must  depend  on  its  impartiality. 
If  it  was  found  that  the  Engineer  of  the 
Board  differed  from   the  rest  of  his  col- 
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leagues  upon  tbe  nature  of  the   Report,  | 
that  musty  of  course,  Terj  mucb  detract 
nmn  it. 

Mr.  Gladstone  did  not  intend  to  enter 
into  the  question  upon  which  this  discus- 
sion commenced,  namely,  an  examination 
or  an  analysis  of  the  Railway  Board  as  to 
the  opinion  of  its  Members.      But  there 
were  two  other  matters  introduced,  upon 
which  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Winchester 
expressed  a  strong  opinion  that  if  the  judg- 
ments  of  the  Board  were   to  carry  any 
weight,  their  proceedings  must  he  public. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  ventured  to  state 
moat  strongly  to  the  House,  that  there  was 
no  choice  between  having  their  proceedings 
not  public,  and  baring  no  Railway  Board  at 
all.     There   was  no  alternative.    If  the 
House  was  of  opinion  that  they  should  es- 
tablish public  proceedings  before  a  Board  of 
that  nature,  they  must  have  regular  and 
formal  examinations  of  witnesses— the  par« 
ties,  counsel,  and  agents,  must  be  constantly 
present—- they  must  have  regular    state- 
ments and  replies— they  must  have  all  that 
delay  and  expense  which  the  very  Gentle- 
men who  complained  of  the  want  of  pub- 
licity were  parties  to  expose  before  that 
House.     With  regard  to  the  composition 
of  the  Board,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  was  the  first  person  from  whom  he 
bad  heaid  any  censure,  and  far  less  such 
severe  censure  as  that  of  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman.    It  was  easy  to  find  fault  with 
its  constitution,  or  any  plan  that  might  be 
adopted  under  the  circumstances;  but  if 
he  looked  to  the  alternative  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed,  in  the  re- 
marks addressed  to  the  House,  he  was  not 
at  all  shaken  in  his  conviction  that  the 
course  taken  in  the  appointment  of  the 
Board  was  the  best  course  of  which  the 
circumstances  would  adroit.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  if  there  was  to  be  a 
Board  at  all,  he  would  have  it  constituted 
of  Privy  Councilbrs.     Now,  he  would  ask 
the  House,  how  was  it  possible  to  consti- 
tute the  Board  of  Privy  Councillors,  the 
Members  of  which  should  have  patiently 
devoted  themselves  from  morning  till  night, 
for  the  space  of  four  or  five  months,  to  re- 
ceive deputations,  to  examine  papers,  and 
form  oondosions  connected  with  240  rail- 
ways?    Perhaps  it  might  be  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  such 
things  were  possible.     In  his  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone's) opinion,  it  was  totally  visionary ; 
and  he  was  astonished  to  hear  such  a  plan 
noommendod  bj  any  p«non ;  but  ptrtica* 


larly  by  a  Gentleman  of  great  ability,  who 
had  held  high  public  office  in  the  country. 
Another  plan  was,  that  the  PresidcDt  and 
Vice-President   of  the    Board  of  Trade 
might  proceed  with  r^ard  to    Railway 
Bills  as  they  did   with  r^ard  to  other 
Private  Bills,  and  treat  them  departmeat- 
ally.     That  would  be  the  best  coarse  to 
pursue,  if  it  was  physically  poarible  thai 
the  business  of  tbe  Railway  Department 
could  be  got  through  in  that  manner.    But 
the  oTgin  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  that  or 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  had  many 
other  matters  to  attend  to.     He  had  to 
attend  to  many  commercial  and  financial 
measures,  and  to  many  important  matters 
connected  with  their  foreign  and  colonial 
policies ;  to  say  nothing  of  the  other  Pri- 
vate Bills.     At  the  present  moment,  the 
circumstances  of  the  Railway  Department 
were  such  that  they  demanded  the  undi* 
vided  mind  and  time  of  those  who  were 
called  upon  to  conduct  the  afiairs  of  that 
Department     Therefore,  although  the  iii- 
stituiion  of  a  novel  mode  of  proceeding  was 
in  itself  disadvantaceoas,  yet  the  Govern* 
ment  were  absolotdy  driven  upon  it ;  be. 
cause  the  usual  machinery  of  Parliamentary 
representation  would  have  been  totally  in- 
adequate to  the  purpose.     It  was  abao" 
lutely  necessary,  with  regard  to  sodi  im« 
portant  matters  as  railways,  to  take  aome 
means  of  assuring  the  House  and  the  coontxy 
that  there  had  been,  according  to  the  op- 
portunities poKcssed,  a  patient  and  laboriona 
investigation  of  the  facts ;  and  he  did  not 
think  it  possible  for  any  Gentleman  who 
heard  him  to  imagine  thiit  sodi  an  aasor- 
ance  could  have  been  given  by  a  Member  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  to  an  audience  in 
that  House  similar  to  that  which  usoaDy 
decided  upon  Private  Bills.    Although  the 
plan  adopted  was  verv  fiur  from  being  theo* 
retically  perfect;  ana  althooffh,  as  muat 
always  be  the  case  where  su^  great  con* 
flicting  interests  were  at  stake,  great  dis- 
satisfaction prevailed,  yet  it  was  remarkable 
that  no  Gentleman  Imd  pointed  out  a  coQiie 
of  proceeding,  which,  on  the  whole,  would 
be  attended  with  so  few  diaadvantam*    It 
had  been  objected  to  one  of  theae  Gentle 
men,  that  he  had  been  private  secretary  to 
the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.    He  did  not  hioi* 
self  see  that  that  was  in  the  nature  of  e 
disqualification,  or  in  the  nature  of  proof 
or  presumption  that  this  gentleman  was 
unfit  for  his  position*  seeing  the  diaiuKt 
that  were  constantly  taking  place.    Who 
.oeniuied  the  appeintinent  oi  tbe  Gentle* 
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uao  who  was  lately  private  secretary  to 
Lord  Haddington^  now  the  Juint  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty.  Other  gentlemen  who 
had  been  private  secretaries  had  been  after- 
wards called  into  high  office ;  and  he  really 
could  not  see  the  force  of  the  objection  as 
regarded  the  post  of  a  Member  of  the  Rail- 
way Board.  He  believed  that  the  word 
*'  clerk"  had  been  applied  to  those  Gentle- 
men. It  had  been  said  that  the  Gentle- 
men who  dealt  with  these  vast  interests 
were  persons  scarcely  higher  in  station  than 
clerks.  Now  it  was  scarcely  possible  to 
use  a  word  more  ambiguous  than  the  word 
*•  derk."  A  "  derk"  might  mean  one  who 
was  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  mechanical 
duties ;  or  it  might  be  applied  to  a  person 
in  a  public  office,  who  discharged  duties 
requiring  very  high  and  delicate  discre- 
tion. ^<ow,  the  position  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  this — the  President  and  Vice- 
President  of  that  Board  acted  as  the  head 
of  it;  he  was  one  of  its  Members,  and 
those  five  were  the  most  competent  persons 
that  could  be  found  to  assist  him ;  three 
had  been  connected  with  the  Railway  De- 
partment, and  another  had  been  extensively 
connected  with  railways  in  his  private  ca- 
padty.  So  far  as  those  persons  were  ctm- 
cem^,  the  object  had  been  to  select  those 
who  were  best  qualified  by  their  knowledge 
and  experience.  So  far  as  regarded  the 
head  of  the  Board,  he  stood,  in  respect  to 
any  transactions  he  might  conduct  in  con- 
nexion with  that  Board,  in  the  position  of 
a  responsible  and  Parliamentary  Officer. 
His  decisions  were  civen  under  that  re. 
sponsibility ;  and  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  could 
not  see  that  those  decisions  would  be  of 
less  value  by  the  President  having  been 
assisted  by  intelligent  persons.  The  Re- 
ports of  the  Board  had  been  called  the 
Reports  of  three  or  four  Gentlemen.  The 
same  might  be  said  of  all  Reports.  You 
might  call  the  three  Principal  Secreta- 
ries of  State  three  Gentlemen ;  or,  you 
might  call  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  one  Gentleman — 
or  you  might  call  the  Report  of  a  Commit- 
tee of  that  House,  the  Report  of  three 
Members,  or  of  one  Member.  But  the 
fact  was,  that  the  Reports  from  the  Board 
of  Trade  were  Reports  from  a  Department 
of  the  Government,  and  he  would  contend 
for  it  that  they  should  be  held  as  the  deli- 
berate and  formal  Reports  of  that  body. 
He  could  say,  that  while  he  was  connected 
with  that  Board  he  exercised  his  best 
abilities  to  give  satisfaction ;  and  he  would 
now  say,  that  if  he  were  still  connected 


with  it  he  would  defend  its  acts  on  the 
fioor  of  that  House,  and,  connected  with  it 
now  or  not,  he  would  still  be  ready  to  de- 
fend all  they  did  while  he  was  connected 
with  the  Board. 

Mr.  Bernal  had  listened  with  great  at- 
tention to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
was  happy  to  hear  that  he  was  ready,  as  a 
gladiator,  to  undertake  the  defence  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  difficulty  the  House 
saw  regarding  this  question  seemed  to 
evince  the  necessity  of  removing  the  first 
steps  of  private  business  from  the  control 
of  this  House.  This  was  not  a  popular 
view  of  the  question ;  but  they  were  ap- 
proaching an  era  in  dvilization,  unlike  any 
that  had  been  seen  before,  and  a  whole 
mass  of  private  business  poured  in  on  them, 
for  which  they  were  not  provided.  They 
had  sketched  out  an  imperfect  and  hasty 
plan,  for  trusting  some  of  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  what 
had  been  the  result  ?  Why  that  respectable 
Gentlemen  were  indirectly— he  might  al- 
most say  directly — accused  of  not  dis- 
charging their  duties  candidly  and  honestly. 
Those  Gentlemen  were  placed  in  an  odious 
position ;  they  were  exposed  to  every  ran- 
dom shot  fired  at  them  by  speculators,  or 
by  those  who  were  not  speculators.  He 
for  one  would  not  consent  to  stand  in  such 
a  position,  and  would  rather  give  u|)  the 
post  of  Secretary  or  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee, than  encounter  the  odium  it  pro- 
duced. It  was  said  there  must  be  some 
tribunal ;  but  it  could  not  be  expected  that 
hon.  Members,  who  were  occupied  by 
public  business,  could  give  up  many  hours 
every  day  to  attend  to  railway  schemes  in 
which  they  had  no  local  or  personal  in- 
terest whatever.  What,  then,  was  to  be 
done  ?  Let  the  Government  boldlv  sketch 
out  the  plan  of  some  open  tribunal,  out  of 
doors,  where  the  merits  of  these  railway 
schemes  could  be  discussed,  and  where 
there  were  agents  and  counsel  in  attend- 
ance— for  he  did  not  mince  the  matter; 
and  he  was  sure  that  the  decisions  of  such 
a  body  would  give  more  satisfaction  than 
the  decisions  of  that  House.  The  present 
Committee  had  not  suffident  time  to  attend 
to  the  business  thrown  upon  it — ail  was 
hurry  and  confusion,  and  so  great  v^as  the 
pressure  to  get  ready  the  plans  and  docu- 
ments for  the  last  day  on  which  they  could 
be  given  in,  that  several  working  engineers 
lost  their  health,  and  some  their  lives,  from 
the  excessive  labour;  they  would  never 
exonerate  the  House  from  suspicion  of  self- 
interest  till  they  removed  the  control  of  its 
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Private  Business  to  some  otber  tribunal. 
There  were  certainly  difficulties  attending 
every  new  arrangement ;  but  if  they  studied 
the  credit  of  the  House  they  would  lose  no 
time  in  taking  the  question  into  their 
sertoos  consideration. 

Mr.  Oladelone  said,  he  had  been  misun- 
derstood  bv  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  an  im- 
portant  point.  He  had  stated  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  observations,  that  he 
hoped  the  Government  never  would  have 
occasion  to  interfere  in  that  House,  with 
respect  to  Private  Bills,  in  the  same  manner 
as  they  did  with  respect  to  Public  Bills ; 
and  he  afterwards  said  that  he,  as  the 
organ  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had  he  con- 
tinued so,  would  have  defended  the  Reports 
of  the  Railway  Department.  There  was 
no  contradiction  in  these  two  statements,  i 
The  organ  of  the  Board  of  Trade  not  un* 
freauently  made  a  statement  in  that  House 
of  nis  views  in  reference  to  Private  Bills,  I 
and  took  his  chance  of  being  defeated  or 
not,  as  the  caie  might  be ;  but  the  Govern- 
rnenr^  as  a  GoverAment,  were  not  involved 
in  the  proceedings. 

Viscount  Homck  explained,  that  he  had 
on  a  former  occasion  stated,  that  the  Gen- 
tlemen oonstitutingthe  Railway  Committee 
of  the  Board  of  TradOy  had  to  dispose  of 
property  larger  in  amount  than  that  dis- 
posed of  by  the  Judges  in  Westminster 
Hall }  and  he  added,  that  those  to  whom 
was  committed  the  disposal  of  this  large 
amount  of  property  ougot  to  be  of  a  station 
in  some  degree  at  least  approaching  to  that 
of  Judges.  That  was  all  he  had  said,  and 
he  never  meant  to  use  the  word  "  clerks** 
in  any  invidious  sense. 

Sir  R,  Peel  was  somewhat  surprised  at 
the  observatiuns  which  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  and  he  thought  it  unfortunate 
that  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  his 
experience,  had  not  taken,  last  Session, 
when  this  subject  was  under  consideration, 
the  course  he  had  pursued  to-night,  and 
had  not  warned  the  House  of  all  tliose  in- 
oonveniences  which  he  had  dwelt  on  just 
now.  He  was  sorry  that  there  should  be 
an  impression  that  the  Government  had 
assumed  a  power  which  had  not  received 
the  sanction  of  that  House.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  Government  had  acted  as 
nearly  as  poasible  in  conformity  with  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Rail- 
ways, and  with  what  appeared  to  be  the 
sense  of  the  House.  The  Seleet  Com- 
mittea  appointed  on  Railways  had  to  con- 
sider WMllier  the  then  prasent  mode  of 


conducting  railway  business  before  Con* 
mittees  of  that  House  was  satisfactory  or 
not,  and  that  Select  Committee  also  oonsi- 
dered  the  question  as  to  the  degree  rf  an* 

STvision  which  it  might  not  be  right  for  a 
epartment  of  the  Government  to  exercise 
over  future  railway  schemes  in  their  earlier 
stages.  The  Select  Committee  considend 
that  some  preliminary  examination  was  ne- 
cessary before  these  railway  schemes  wera 
submitted  to  Committees  of  that  House; 
but  would  not  discuss  whether  that  ex- 
amination  should  be  transferred  to  any 
other  Department  of  Government,  assuming 
that  the  duties  of  the  Railway  Department 
would  continue  to  be  attachc^i  to  that  par« 
ticular  branch  of  the  Executive  to  which  it 
then  belonged  ?  If  the  House  of  Commona 
had  entertained  a  different  opinion,  that 
opinion  should  have  been  stated  at  the 
time.  The  Select  Committee  having  then 
recommended  this  preliminary  examinatioa 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  leaving  it  at  the 
same  time  to  the  House  to  determine  ulti* 
mately  on  the  various  railway  schemes, 
then  proceeded  to  specify  what  should  be 
the  nature  of  the  Reports  to  be  made  by 
the  Board  of  Trade;  and  the  Conmittee 
stated  as  their  opinion^— 

"  That  such  Reports  should  on  no  account 
be  regarded  in  any  other  light  than  as  intended 
to  afford  to  Parliament,  6rstlv,  additional  aid 
in  the  elucidatioo  of  the  facts  by  the  testimony 
of  witnesses  competent  by  knowledge,  habit, 
and  opportunity,  and  officially  responsible; 
and^  secondly,  recommendations  founded  upon 
such  elucidation  ;—Uiat  their  purport  should 
be,  not  in  any  case  to  give  the  absolute  advice 
that  a  given  railway  should  be  made,  but  to 
state  whether  or  not  there  were  further  reasons 
which  ought,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Department, 
to  be  decisive  aninst  it,  or  whether  It  ought 
to  be  postponed  until  its  merits  could  be 
examined  in  connexion  with  those  of  some 
other  scheme,  or  which  of  two  or  more  eoo» 
tending  schemes  appeared  preferable,  in  the 
event  that  only  one  should  appear  likely  to  re» 
ceive  the  sanction  of  Parliament." 

What,  then,  had  the  Board  of  Trade  done  } 
In  some  cases  they  had  reported  favourably^ 
and  in  some  they  had  reported  in  favour  of 
postponement ;  and  in  duing  so  they  had  only 
acted  in  conformity  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee.  The  Seleet 
Committee  also  stated,— 

**  That  the  adequate  and  satisfactory  dis- 
charge of  their  duties  would  entail  upon  the 
Board  of  Trade  a  great  additional  amount  of 
labour  and  responsibility,  and  it  wu  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Committee  that  if  the  recomoMa* 
dations  of  that  and  of  iu  other  Reports  weie 
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idopted,  it  would  be  necessary  to  enlarge  the 
Bailway  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  improve  its  organization,'' — 

leaving  that  matter  to  the  decision  of  the 
Government.     He  repeated,  that  the  Re- 

Sirts  of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the 
oard  of  Trade  were  in  conformity  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  and  the  Government  never  thought 
that  in  making  these  Reports  the  Railway 
Committee  was  acting  at  variance  with 
the  intentions  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  modified  its  Standing  Orders,  in 
order  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. With  respect  to  the  question 
which  had  been  put  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  had  taken  the 
proper  course  in  declining  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  any  supposed  difference  of 
opinion  among  the  Members  of  the  Rail- 
way Department.  When  the  Members  of 
that  Department  signed  a  Report,  that  Re- 
port must  be  taken  to  be  their  collective 
opinion ;  and  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
about  minor  differences  of  opinion,  which 
might  have  been  removed  by  subsequent 
explanations,  would  have  been  most  un- 
wise* The  Report  in  question  bore  the 
fignature  of  every  Member  of  the  Railway 
I)epartment,  and  the  presumption  ought 
to  be  that  the  Report  was  sanctioned  by 
them  all. 

Mr.  Labouchere  had  not  complained  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  making  these  Re- 
ports; that  was  their  duty,  enjoined  by 
the  House.  What  he  complained  of  was 
the  mode  in  which  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
the  Government  had  thought  fit  to  carry 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee into  effect  by  constituting  the  new 
Board.  Nothing  had  passed  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  nothing  appeared  in  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Committee 
which  at  all  led  to  that  conclusion.  It 
was  a  cumbrous  and  inconvenient  mode  of 
proceeding— it  raised  subordinate  Members 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  a  parity  with  the 
President  or  Vice  President,  and  was  there- 
fore a  most  inconvenient  course  in  respect 
to  a  Public  Department.  With  regard  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  duty  imposed  on  the 
Railway  Department  had  been  discharged, 
be  had  expressed  no  opinion. 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  there  was  no  com- 
plaint against  the  Government  or  the  Board 
of  Trade  which  was  not  as  applicable  to  the 
Mouse  of  Commons;  because  what  had 
been  done  last  Session,  had  been  done  with 
the  MiBcdoo  of  the  Hoose  itself.    It  was 


alleged  that  the  system  bad  not  worked 
well,  and  it  was  hoped  that  a  remedy 
would  be  applied.  It  was  impossible  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
while  occupied  as  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  in  the  investigation  of  the  different 
railvray  schemes,  could  divesthimself  of  the 
weight  of  his  authority  as  a  Cabinet  Minis* 
ter.  The  right  hon.'  Gentleman  stated  that 
they  were  to  choose  one  of  two  things  i^^ 
they  must  have  a  secret  tribunal  or  none  at 
all;  and  he  then  said,  that  he  was  per* 
fectly  satisfied  with  the  mode  of  investiga- 
tion adopted  by  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  that  he  was  pre* 
pared)  in  his  individual  capacity,  to  de« 
fend  the  decision  of  the  Boaid.  If  so,  what 
harm  was  there  in  giving  general  publicity 
to  their  proceedings?  At  present,  great 
dissatisfaction  was  given  to  a  large  portion 
of  the  public  by  the  decisions  of  the  Board; 
and  in  one  case  the  whole  of  the  West  of 
£ngland  was  dissatisfied.  His  own  opinion 
was,  that  it  would  be  infinitely  better  to 
have  no  tribunal  at  all  than  a  secret  one  | 
its  secrecy  subjecting  it  to  great  suspicion. 

Mr.  G.  Banker  wished  to  say«  in  conse- 
quence of  an  observation  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  other  night,  that  he  (Mr. 
Bankes)  had  come  rather  too  soon  before 
the  House  with  his  objections  to  the  Re* 
port  of  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade, — that  the  reason  he  did  so  was,  that 
he  was  in  hopes  of  thereby  stopping  an 
arrangement  which  he  understood  was 
planned  under  the  sanction  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which  he  thought  would  be  very 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  county 
^  hich  he  represented.  He  understood  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  made  themselves  a 
party  to  that  arrangement ;  and  he  believed 
that  he  could  produce  proofs  that  a  gua- 
rantee had  been  given  by  the  Board  for  the 
fulfilment  of  conditions  which  he  considered 
would  be  most  injurious  to  the  county. 

House  in  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

FiKANCi^L  Statbmbnt— Thb  Budobt.] 
Question  again  put  on  the  Resolution 
moved  by  Sir  R.  Peel  on  Friday. 

Lord  John  Russell :  I  am  very  glad 
that  the  House,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
on  Friday  evening  consented  to  post* 
pone  for  another  day  the  decision  of  the 
House  upon  this  question,  because  the 
more  I  consider  the  question  the  more  I 
conceive  that  its  importance  should  be 
placed  higher^  and  its  magnitude  regarded 
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greater,  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  disposed  to  contemplate.  If,  like 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ken- 
dal (Mr.  Warburton),  who  seemed  to  be 
enamoured  with  the  Income  Tax,  and  who 
thinks  that  it  ought  to  be  rendered  perma- 
nent, I  could  approve  of  such  an  impost, 
then  I  should  rejoice  very  much  in  the 
proposition  of  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  quite  evident  that  the  wish  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  is  approaching 
very  near  to  its  accomplbhment.  But  for 
my  own  part,  I  have  always  been  accus- 
tomed to  consider  the  Income  Tax  as  a  tax, 
necessary  indeed  in  times  of  great  emer- 
gency »-  necessary,  for  instance,  in  the 
carrying  on  of  a  war  of  an  arduous  and 
costly  nature,  but  at  the  same  time  that 
it  was  a  tax  subject  to  some  of  the  greatest 
objections  that  could  be  urged  against  any 
tax.  I  have  always  been  of  opinion  that 
inequality,  vexation,  and  fraud  were  in- 
herent in  such  a  tax.  It  is  impossible  to 
deny  its  inequality,  for  no  man  can  say 
that  it  is  equal  for  a  person  who  has  an 
income  derived  from  a  landed  estate,  or 
from  the  funds,  which  he  oould  leave  to 
bis  children  entire,  is  in  the  same  position 
aa  a  person  in  a  profession— a  surgeon  or 
an  artist— 'Whose  bread  depends  upon  his 
health  and  the  vigour  of  his  constitution, 
and  who,  by  the  loss  of  a  limb*  or  a  defect 
of  eye*sight,  may  at  any  moment  be  de- 
prived of  the  means  of  earning  any  income 
at  all.  No  man  can  say  that  these  two 
persons  were  similarly  situated.  Neither 
can  any  person  fairly  deny  that  great  vexa- 
tion is  inseparable  from  this  tax.  No  one 
can  deny  that  a  person  who  is  engaged  in 
trade,  and  who  must  either  submit  to  the 
payment  demanded  of  him,  or  show  all  his 
aooounts,  and  expose  all  the  matters  in 
which  he  is  engaged  to  the  persons  ap 
pointed  by  the  Government—- no  one  can 
deny  that  such  a  person  is  not  subject  to 
very  great  vexation.  And  then,  with  re- 
gard to  fraud  and  evasion,  I  believe  no 
man  who  has  been  concerned  in  the  collec- 
tion of  this  tax  will  deny  that  his  experi- 
ence has  shown  that  great  frauds  are  prac- 
tised under  this  tax— that  the  man  of  the 
moat  integrity  and  the  most  honour,  and 
who  gave  his  returns  fairly,  was  feub- 
jected  to  the  greatest  impodtiun  of  the 
tax ;  while  those  who  wished  to  evade  the 
tax  either  found  the  means  of  doing  so,  or 
entangled  themselves  and  the  Government 
in  the  most  expensive  proceedings.  Such 
being  the  faults  of  this  tax«  and  having 


heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
Friday  night  that  they  were  faults  insepa- 
rable from  it,  I  might  have  well  conceived 
that  by  different  modifications,  and  by 
alterations  with  reiipect  to  uncertain  in* 
comes,  and  by  changing  particular  provi- 
sions which  bore  hard  upon  particulac 
classes,  the  tax  might  be  made  more  equal 
and  less  vexatious.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  now  had  three  years  to  over- 
look  and  observe  the  working  of  this  tax, 
and  there  can  be  no  reason,  that  I  am 
aware  of,  why  he  should  not  make  it  more 
equal  and  less  vexatious  if  he  chooses.  But 
the  right  hon.  G»entleman  declares  that  to  be 
impossible,  and  he  says  that  he  will  show 
by  argument  that  any  attempt  of  that  kind 
would  be  an  aggravation  of  its  injustice. 
Now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
pretend  to  show — for  that  would  be  impos- 
sible—that the  tax  was  not  unequal,  and 
that  it  was  not  accompanied  by  a  vexatious 
and  inquisitorial  process;  but  what  he 
argued  un  the  last  occasion  when  the  Pro- 
perty Tax  was  imposed  was  this,  that  if 
they  attempted  to  make  any  alteration  it 
would  lead  to  a  greater  injustice  than  that 
which  it  would  cure.  So  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  prove  that  these 
defects  were  such  as  could  not  be  remedied, 
but  he  only  endeavoured  to  prove  that 
defects  were  inseparable  from  the  nature 
of  an  Income  and  Property  Tax.  Now,  I 
will  not  say  whether  I  consider  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  right  in  that  state- 
ment or  not ;  but  at  all  events  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  a  mat  authority  for 
the  assumption  of  that  fact.  What,  tlien, 
is  the  conclusion  ?  Why,  that  this  is  a  tax 
whose  great  merit  is  its  productiveness  to 
the  Revenue;  and  that  it  could  only  be 
imposed  under  the  pressure  of  great  ne» 
cessity,  and  under  most  urgent  circum- 
stances. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  him* 
self,  when  he  proposed  the  Income  Tax 
three  years  ago,  stated  special  grounds  for 
iu  imposition  :  he  stated  the  necessity  of 
providing  for  a  financial  deficiency ;  and 
said  that  although  we  were  at  peace 
with  the  Powers  of  Europe,  yet  we  could 
not  fairly  be  considered  as  living  in  a 
period  of  peace:  and  be  then  alluded  to 
the  events  which  were  passing  in  the  Me* 
diterranean ;  to  the  war  then  waging  with 
China;  to  the  wars  then  carrying  on  in 
India;  and  to  the  expenses  incurred  from 
Canada  in  the  West  to  the  Indus  in  the 
East ;  and  all  these  circumstances  he  pointed 
out  as,  although  not  amounting  to  an  Eu- 
ropean war,  yet  as  constituting  a  cm»  of 
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emergency  which,  in  his  opinion,  justified 
the  imposition  of  this  tax.     Now,  whether 
these  circumstances  amounted  to  a  justifi- 
cation or  not,  I  wish  to  make  one  remark 
upon  the  nature  of  the  case  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  attempted  to  estab- 
lish.    The  right   hon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
further  observations  on  that  occasion,  said, 
that  in  imposing  an  Income  Tax  he  would 
not  consider  only  the  sum  which  it  was  re- 
quisite to  raise  in  order  to  balance  the  in- 
come with  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
but  he  would  make  provision  by  an  altera. 
tion  of  certain  duties  in  the  Customs  for 
increasing  the  commerce  and  invigorating 
the  industry  of  the  country,  and  thereby 
make  an  experiment  which  he  hoped  would 
succeed  in  improving  the  condition  of  the 
people,  and  in  time  get  back  the  revenue 
which  he  thus  for  the  moment  sacrificed. 
I  think  I  am  not  inaccurately  stating  the 
grounds  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man placed  the   tax  when   he   originally 
proposed  it.     We  had  a   statement  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  last  year,  to  the  same 
effect.     That  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
bringing  forward  the  Budget,  said,  that  he 
would  not  at  that  time  mention  the  effect 
of  the  various  reductions  of  duty  which 
had  been  made  in  the  Tariff,  because  there 
were    several  reductions  which   had   not 
come  into  full  operation  till  lately,  and  he 
had  not,   therefore,  the  proper  materials 
before  him  to  make  any  statement ;  but  he 
observed,  that  in  the  course  of  the  next 
year  the  House  would  have  the  subject 
fully  before  it,  and  would  then  be  enabled 
to  see  what  effect  those  reductions  of  the 
duty  had  produced,  and  would  be  able  to 
form  a  judgment  whether  the  imposition  of 
the  Income  Tax  had  been  beneficial  to  the 
country  or  not     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, stating  the  question  in  his  usually 
very  fair  manner,  remarked  that  he  was 
not  able,  in  the  short  experiment  which 
had  been  made^  to  judge  of  the  result  of 
the  changes  which  had  taken  place,  still 
less  could  he  say  what  course  the  House 
would  next  year  think  it  proper  to  pursue ; 
but  that  in  that  year  the  Income  Tax  must 
necessarily  come  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  it  would  then  be  their 
duty  to  determine  what  course  they  would 
take  with  respect  to  its  continuance. 

*'  Sach  being  the  circumstances,"  (said  the 
right  hoD.  GentlemaD  tlie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,)  "  I  think  it  is  obvious  that  I 
should  not  be  acting  a  candid,  or  even  an 
honest  part,  were  I  to  attempt  to  induce  the 
Hoiiee  to  consent  to  a  large  reduction  of 
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duties,  the  efiVct  of  which  would  be  to  pre- 
vent Parliament  coming  with  an  unfettered 
Judgment  to  the  consideration  of  the  question, 
whether  or  no  the  Property  Tax  should  be 
continued  ;  because,  if  they  were  to  assent  to 
that  large  reduction  of  duties,  the  only  option 
that  would  be  left  to  them  would  be  either 
that  of  continuing  the  Property  Tax,  or  of  in- 
curring the  risk  of  national  insolvency." 

This  was  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) last  year.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  on 
that  occasion  said,  that  he  reserved  the  ex- 
pression of  his  opinion  on  other  subjects 
connected  with  duties  and  customs  ;  but,  I 
presume,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
altogether  conceal  his  intentions  from  his 
right  hon.  Colleague  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer;  and  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man naturally  supposed  that  these  were 
the  grounds  on  which  a  proposal  for  the 
continuation  of  the  Property  Tax  would  be 
made;   namely,  the  circumstances  of  the 
time  and  the  result  of  the  Tariff  of  1842. 
Now,  Sir,  in  bringing  forward  his  proposi- 
tion on  Friday  evening,   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
lost  sight  of  both  these  grounds.     I  cer- 
tainly expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  shown,  when  calling  for 
this  impost — an  impost  of  so  important  and 
unpopular  a  nature — what  had  been  the 
effect  of  the  reduction  of  the  Tariff  of  1842, 
and  what  were  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  the  present  time  which  justified  that 
call ;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  scarcely 
touched  upon  either  of  those  topics ;  nay, 
with  regard  to  the  reduction  of  the  Tariff 
he  never  touched  upon  it  at  all.   The  right 
hon.  Gentleman   took  another  course — a 
very  popular   course  certainly — and  one 
which  was  well  calculated  to  excite  much 
enthusiasm  on  this  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House ;  but  which  is  a  course,  I 
confess,  that  appears  to  me  attended  with 
considerable  danger  to  the  country.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  showed,  in  the  first 
place,  that  if  they  went  on  without  an  In- 
come Tax  there  would  be  a  small  defi« 
ciency  of  Revenue,  as  compared  with  the 
Expenditure,  either  this  year  or  the  next. 
That,  it  was  contended,  would  have  been  a 
ground  for  the  continuance  of  the  Income 
Tax  for  a  short  time;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  referred  to  the  statement 
which   has  recently  been   published  and 
placed  before  the  House  as  a  justification 
of  such  a  continuance.     But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  into  a  further  detail,  and 
enumerated  a  great  number  of  taxes  and 
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duties  which  he  proposed  to  abolish  ;  and 
when  he  had  thus  totally  destroyed  the 
surplus  which  remained,  and  left  only  a 
small  surplus  of  70,000/.«  he  then  took  ad- 
vantage of  that  popularity  which  so  sweep- 
ing an  abolition  of  the  taxes  was  sure  to 
create^  and  then  said  to  the  House,  '*  Now, 
you  will,  of  course,  consent  with  me  to  the 
re-impositlon  of  the  Income  Tax."  There- 
suit  mustbe,  that  the  tax  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  is  not  a  tax  for  three 
years,  but  is  a  perpetual  Income  Tax.  Now, 
if  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  had    taken 
this  course — if  he  had  said,  **  Jjook  at  my 
Tariff,   see  what    it  has  produced;    see 
whether,  even  if  I  have  not  yet  recovered 
the  loss  of  revenue  in  consequence  of  the 
reduction  by  an  increase  of  commerce,  there 
is  not  sufficient  ground  to  believe  that,  in 
less  than   three  years,  the  full    revenue 
derived  from  these  reduced  duties  will  be 
restored.'*     If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  adopted  that  language,  then  I  should 
conceive  that  he  would  have  been  holding 
out  some  prospect  that  at  the  end  of  three 
years  he  might  be  able  to  abolish  the  In- 
come Tax.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  no  such  course ;  he  referred  to  those 
taxes,  the  greater  part  of  which  he  proposed 
entirely  to  abolish.  Now,  I  d)  not  quarrel 
with  him  for  going  the  whole  length  of 
abolishing  a  tax ;  for,  in  many  cases,   to 
abolish  a  tax  alto;^ether  is  better  than  to 
reduce  a  portion  of  it.     This  much,  at  all 
events,  is  clear,  that  the  taxes  enumerated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  entirely 
gone ;    you  have  no  longer  any  revenue 
whatever   from    them.      Such   being  the 
case,  I  ask,  can  you,  at  the  end  of  three 
years,  when  you  will  have  no  less  than  live 
millions  of  taxes  abolished,  expect  that 
those  five  millions  will  be  replaced  by  an 
increased    revenue    derived   from  an    in- 
creased commerce,  consiequent  upon  the  re- 
duction  of   those    taxes?      Can  anybody 
mention  a  period  in  the  history  of  this  or 
any  other  country  in  which,  in  the  course 
of  three  years,   the  general  revenue  was 
augmented  by  no  less  than  five  or  six  mil- 
lions in  consequence  of  the    abolition  of 
taxes  ?    Let,  then,  the  question  stand  upon 
this  ground — that  we  are  not  indeed  taking 
a  final  step,  but  that,  unless  some  provi- 
sion is  made  by  Parliament  hereafter — tin- 
less,  while    the   Income  Tax  is   passing 
through  the   House,  some  vote  is  come  to, 
we  shall  be  consenting  to  the  imposition  of 
a  permanent  Income  Tax  in  a  time  of 
peace.      This  has  always  been  considered 
essentially  a  war  tax ;  aud  its  imposition 


is  not  justified  by  any  circumstances  short 
of  those  of  peculiar  danger  in  our  foreign 
affairs;    but    the    right    hon.    Gentlem^ 
says  that  we  are  living  in  a  time  of  pro- 
found peace.      It  is  not  justified  by  any 
consequences  which  a  reduction  of  duties 
may   hereafter  produce.     That    reductioa 
may,  no  doubt,  produce  a  great  decrease 
of  revenue ;  no  great  increase,  indeed,  can 
be  expected  from  it.    This,  however,  is  tht 
only  ground   alleged  for  the  reimpositton 
of  the  tax.     If,  therefore,  you  consent  to 
the  whole  measures  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Robert  Peel)  in  their  present 
shape,  it  will  be  neither  more  nor  less  than 
the  imposition  of  an  Income  Tax,  to  be  re- 
newed, indeed,    from  time  to   time,   but 
always  to  be  renewed.     Because  the  ques- 
tion will  be,  as  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  last 
year,  that  you  would  have  no  option  be- 
tween the  renewal  of  the  Income  Tax  and 
national  insolvency ;  a  view,  I  know,  wliich 
many  in  the  position  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  propose  to  the  House 
when  parting  with  five  millions  of  revenue. 
Having  a  deficiency  to  that  amount  might 
be,  figuratively,  termed  a  national  insol> 
vency.     Well,  then,  let  us  look  a  little  at 
the  statement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  (Sir  Kobert  Peel)   made  on   Friday 
evening,  both  with  respect  to  the  financial 
grounds,  and  with  respect  to  the  commer- 
cial grounds  on  which    it   was   founded. 
First,  with  regard  to  the  financial  grounds, 
I  am  not  disposed  to  dispute  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  a  great  deal  of  what 
he  said.     With   respect   to   Her  Majesty 
not  calling  for  any  increase  to  her  Civil 
List,  we  must  all  be  rejoiced,  at  the  same 
time  that  we  are  by  no  means  8urpri>eJ> 
that   Her  Majesty,  with  her  usual  feeling 
towards  her  people,  should  not  wish  to  in- 
crease their  burdens  on  her  own  account. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  also  that 
there  would  be   no   increased  charge  on 
account  of  the  Army ;  and  in  making  this 
statement  I  thought  he  went  to  an  unne- 
cessary length  in  explanation  of  the  Army 
Expenditure.     The  statement    had  often 
been  made  before  by  succefsive  Secretaries 
at  War,  and  by  many  of  my  Friends  who 
are  now  near  me.     It  had  also  been  made 
by   Sir  Henry  Hardinge,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  late  Colleague.  That  this  coun- 
try requires  a  very  considerable  Army  is  so 
argument  which  has  always  been  success- 
fully urged   by  every  administration-'SS 
well  Whigs  as  Tories.     No  Secretary  at 
War  ever  failed  to  urge  it  on  account  of 
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his  party.  With  regard  to  tbe  Navy,  I 
am  rejoiced  to  find  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  devoted  his  attention  to  that 
subject.  I  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  have  neglected  this  impor. 
tant  branch  of  the  public  service  when  in 
power  in  1834,  and  also  during  the  last 
year;  but  I  am  delighted  that  this  neglect 
is  now  giving  way  to  a  more  vigilant  at- 
tention, and  a  more  earnest  determination 
to  promote  that  paramount  establishment 
so  essential  to  our  insular  position.  Neither 
do  I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
need  be  at  all  alarmed,  that  this  strengthen- 
ing of  our  Navy,  so  essential  to  the  very 
existence  of  this  nation  as  a  maritime  power, 
will  give  the  least  umbrage  or  ground  of 
complaint  to  any  Foreign  States.  The  in- 
creasing of  our  Naval  force  to  the  extent 
of  ten  sail  of  the  line  cannot  possibly  be 
a  cause  for  jealousy,  when  4t  is  borne  in 
mind  that  England  has  always  been  con- 
sidered a  maritime  power  by  other  nations. 
It  appears,  however,  by  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman,  that  the  esti- 
mates which  he  proposes  are  certainly  very 
large — much  larger  than  one  would  have 
been  led  to  expect  from  the  absence  of  all 
those  causes  which  led  to  the  necessity  of 
increasing  our  expenditure  some  few  years 
ago.  In  the  year  1841,  up  to  the  5th  of 
January,  1842«  our  expenditure,  includinff 
half  a  million  expended  in  Canada  and 
China,  was  18,167,000/.;  from  the  5th 
of  January,  1842,  to  the  5th  of  Janu- 
ary, 1843,  our  expenditure,  including 
1,350,000/.  expended  in  Canada  and  China, 
amounted  to  19,118,000/.  The  amount 
proposed  for  the  present  year,  as  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state,  is 
18*895,000/.  These  are  very  consider- 
able estimates,  without  any  peculiar  causes 
for  an  increased  expenditure,  except  in 
the  Navy.  For  my  part,  I  hope,  when 
the  Government  shall  propose  these  es- 
timates,  they  will  be  able  to  show  suf- 
ficient reason  for  their  amount.  I 
do  not  contemplate  joining  in  any  vote 
for  any  material  diminution  of  those  es- 
timates. The  consequence  of  voting  them, 
however,  will  be  to  leave  us,  if  we  agree 
to  the  Income  Tax,  with  a  surplus  of 
3,400^000/.  I  now  come  to  consider  how 
this  surplus  is  proposed  to  be  disposed  of. 
I  could  wish  that  it  was  to  be  applied  in  a 
maRner  that  would  give  the  greatest  possi- 
ble relief  to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country.  No  doubt  many  of  the  articles 
which  have  been  selected  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  on  which  the  duties  are  either 


to  be  reduced  or  altogether  repealed,  are,  as 
might  be  expected,  well  and  judiciously 
chosen  for  relieving  trade  and  promoting 
the  commerce  of  the  country.  The  tax  on 
cotton  is  peculiarly  well  selected.  Indeed, 
to  impose  a  tax  on  the  raw  material  is  a 
system  so  utterly  against  all  sound  corn- 
mercial  principles,  that  I  rejoice  that  the 
Government  have  taken  the  opportunity  to 
get  rid  of  that  most  erroneous  system .  With 
respect  to  the  duty  on  glass,  likewise,  I 
quite  concur  with  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  believe  that  that 
tax  has  very  much  impeded  the  improve- 
ment of  that  manufacture,  and  prevented 
our  glass  manufacturers  from  competing 
with  foreign  manufactures.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has,  therefore,  in  my  opinion, 
acted  wisely  in  repealing  the  duty  alto- 
gether. But  with  regard  to  some  other  of 
the  taxes  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  dealt  with,  I  am  not  quite  so  feady  to 
concur  in  the  wisdom  or  expedience  of  the 
course  which  he  proposes  to  pursue.  Take 
the  tax  upon  auctions,  for  instance.  I 
really  do  not  see,  if  you  wish  to  keep  up  a 
surplus,  why  300,000/.  should  be  given 
away  by  the  abolition  of  auction  duties.  I 
am  not  much  in  the  habit  of  concurring  in 
the  views  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Lincoln  (Colonel  Sibthorp),  but  I  do 
think  that  the  reduction  of  duty  on  fire 
insurances  would  have  been  a  better  ap- 
plication of  the  surplus,  and  would  have 
given  more  relief  than  the  abolition  of  the 
auction  duties.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  no  one  had  ever  complained  of  the 
auction  duty,  and  he  really  seemed  to  think 
that  it  was  a  merit  on  his  part  to  have  found 
out  a  tax  for  repeal,  the  imposition  of  which 
was  not  felt  as  a  grievance  by  any  one.  I 
think  that  when  a  tax  bears  with  undue 
pressure  on  the  people,  they  are  generally 
disposed  to  give  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer some  gentle  intimation  of  it.  There 
have  been  some  strong  intimations  made  to 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  founded  on 
very  high  grounds,  against  a  tax  which  is 
connected  with  an  article  of  great  import- 
ance to  the  country.  I  allude  to  the  article 
of  soap.  It  does  so  happen  that  it  is  the 
only  remaining  tax  on  the  necessaries  of 
life  which  are  commented  upon  by  Mr. 
Adam  Smith.  He  says  that  the  taxes  upon 
the  necessaries  of  life  are  salt,  leather, 
candles  and  soap.  The  taxes  on  salt, 
leather,  and  candles  have  been  taken  off*, 
and  soap  is  the  only  article  of  necessaries 
remaining  subject  to  taxation.  However, 
I  am  not  now  calling  upon  the  right  hon. 
T2 
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Gentlemen  to  abolish  the  tax  upon  soap. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  rather  of  opinion 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  gone  too 
far  already  in  taking  off  taxes.     I  think,  in 
faimessi  he  ought  to  have   said  to  the 
Houset  **  I  am  proposing  a  perpetual  Pro- 
perty Tax ;  do  you  think  that  a  Property 
and  Income  Tax  can  be  justly  maintained 
by  taking  off  the  taxes  which  I  now  show 
you  to  he  objectionable  ?"    I  now  come  to 
another  part  of  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^  which  has  reference  to 
his  commercial  plans.     I  should  have  ex- 
pected that  he  would  have  shown  the  ef- 
fects of  the  reduction  of  the  duties  by  the 
Tariff  of  1842.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
only  fair  to  the  House  to  have  shown  them 
the  effect  which  those  reductions  have  pro- 
duced.    Instead  of  which  we  have  had  a 
general  statement  that  there  has  been  an 
increase  of  revenue  ;  and  that  the  Customs 
have  given  a  much  larger  return  than  was 
estimated ;  but  we  heard  not  a  single  word 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  re- 
spect to  the  particular  measure  of  1842. 
Now,  as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  judge  of 
the  result  from  the  elaborate  table  wliich 
has  been  presented  to  the  House«  it  is  quite 
posdUot  with  regard  to  all  those  duties 
which  were  reduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  1842«  that  there  has  been  a 
considerable  loss  of  revenue,  and  that  the 
great  increase  of  revenue  has  almost  en- 
tirely resulted  from  articles,  the  duties  on 
whidi  were  not  touched  by  the  Tariff. 
With  regard  to  the  articles  in  the  5th,  1st, 
and  8th  schedules  of  the  Tariff,  the  total 
loss  has  been  550,000/. ;  with  regard  to  the 
6th   schedule^   the  gain   has  been  about 
17|000(.,  but  that  is  upon  articles  on  which 
the  duty  was  not  touched  by  the  Tariff. 
On  the  7th  schedule,  there  is  a  gain  upon 
such  articles  as  were  not  touch^  by  the 
Tariff,  of  1,695,000^,  while  there  is  a  loss 
on  those  articles  in  the  same  schedule  on 
which  the  duty  was  reduced  of  686,000/., 
leaving  a  total  of  gain  on  that  schedule  of 
1,009,000/.      So   far,  therefore,  as  that 
statement  goes,  it  would  appear  that  the 
principle  followed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  new  Tariff  has  not  been  suc- 
cessful— that  the  ^n  which  has   taken 
place  had  been  enUrely  owing  to  the  iro- 

E roved  condition  of  the  country,  to  the 
ountiful  harvesU  which  we  have  had,  and 
to  the  revival  of  trade  and  manufactures, 
and  10  DO  respect  has  it  been  owing  to  the 
changes  made  by  the  Tariff  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 


Trade  may  have  a  case  to  show  against 
this,  whidi,  on  its  first  appearance,  is 
primd  facie  evidence  against  the  meaiore 
of  1842 ;  but,  if  it  be  so,  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  should  have  informed  the  House 
what  his   case    is,  and  why  it   is   that 
there  has  not  been^   as  he  expected,  a 
considerable  increase  in  the  consumption 
of  those  articles  upon  which  he  has  reduced 
the  duties.    The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
proposes  to  deal  with  no  less  than  430 
articles,    on    which    Import    Duties    are 
now  levied,  by  abolishing  the  duties  alt<H 
gether.    With   respect  to  some  of  these 
articles,  the  reason  why  they  produce  so 
small  a  revenue  is,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  1842,  changed  the  duty 
upon  them.     I  think  it  is  a  rather  strange 
proceeding,  first  to  diminish  the  revenue 
on  these  articles,  and  then  to  say,  because 
they  produce  so  very  little  revenue,  you 
will  refieal  the  duty  altogether.    At  the 
same  time  the  principle  no  doubt  is  a  good 
one ;  it  is  better  than  that  of  merely  re. 
dudng  the  duty,  for  the  more  simple  yoa 
can  make  the  Tariff  the  better*  and  in  re- 
gard to  many  of  the  articles  no  doubt  the 
courseof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  proper. 
But  there  is  another  branch  of  duties  with 
respect  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  dealt  di^rently.     With    regard    to 
duties  on  exports,  the  impolicy  of  such 
duties,  in  a  commercial  point  of  view,  has 
long  since  been  agreed  upon  by  all  men 
who  have  devoted  their  minds  to  the  sub- 
ject.    The  proposition   that  trade  ought 
not  to  be  fettered  by  the  imposition  of  ex- 
port duties   on  the  produce,  or    import 
duties  on  the  raw  material  of  the  nanu« 
factures  of  the  country,  has  been  assented 
to  by  every  statesman  whose  opinion  is  of 
any  value.     These  principles,    both  the 
abolition  of  export  duties,   and  that  no 
duties  should  be  charged  on  the  raw  ma* 
terials  of  any  manufacture,  are  excellent, 
but  they  have  been  for  a  long  time  ac* 
knowledged.     In  the  year  1 721,  Sir  Bobert 
Walpole  made  an  alteration  in  our  Com- 
mercial Laws  very  similar  to  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  which  no 
less  than  130  articles  were  affected.    In 
respect  to  them  there    is   very  little  to 
dispute — everybody  is  glad  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  such  a  cliange.     No  one  wishes 
to  contend  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man,  that  it  is  not  a  good  thing  to  take 
off  the   duty  on   cotton  wooL    No  one« 
especially  if  bdoncing  to  the  north,  wishes 
to  aee  the  export  duty  on  ootl  oontinned ; 
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therefore,  the  right  hon.  Geritleman  has 
done  right  in  taking  the  opportunity  of 
acting  upon  these  great  principles,  where 
he  is  not  likely  to  meet  with  any  opposi- 
tion to  their  applir^tion.  But  there  is 
another  principle  which  was  not  so  early 
acknowledged,  on  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ought  also  to  act.  It  is  a  princi- 
ple of  which  Sir  Rohert  Walpole  and  the 
statesmen  of  his  day  were  ignorant,  but 
which  was  fully  developed  and  proved  to 
demonstration  by  that  great  maa  and  great 
writer,  Adam  Smith,  and  was  afterwards 
acknowledged  to  be  a  most  just  principle 
by  no  less  an  authority  than  Mr.  Pitt :  it 
is  the  principle  which  affirms,  that  you 
ought  not  to  have  protective  duties — that 
in  endeavouring  to  protect  certain  branches 
of  manufacture,  or  certain  classes  of  in- 
dustry, you  are  in  fact  doing  injury  to  one 
part  of  your  fellow-subjects  for  the  ap- 
parent benefit  of  another  'f  that,  after  all,  this 
benefit  is  only  apparent,  because  that  very 
class  on  behalf  of  whom  you  commit  in- 
justice—on behalf  of  whom  you  deprive 
the  consumer  of  the  article  he  would  wish 
to  buy— that  very  class  itself  is,  in  the  long 
run,  injured  by  the  diminished  trade  in 
their  own  produce.  But  this,  though  a 
sound  principle,  and  though  proved  by  the 
greatest  writers,  though  acknowledged  by 
Mr.  Pitt,  by  Lord  Grenville,  by  Mr. 
Huskisson,  and  by  all  who  have  ever  taken 
part  in  commercial  legislation  worthy  to  be 
named,  is  not  yet  recognised  by  the  party 
at  the  head  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  at  this  moment  stands;  but 
is  still  opposed,  or  at  least  scarcely  admitted, 
by  a  large  class  of  the  community.  On 
the  contrary,  whenever  any  change  of  that 
kind  has  been  proposed,  it  has  always  found 
fierce  and  violent  opponents  in  the  pro- 
tected interests,  who  contend  that,  not  only 
they  themselves,  and  those  belonging  to 
their  class,  but  all  who  are  connected  with 
that  branch  of  national  industry,  are  con- 
cerned in  opposing  the  application  of  that 
sound  principle.  Seeing  the  opposition 
that  will  always  be  made  to  getting  rid  of 
sudi  protection,  and  the  manner  in  which 
various  interests  in  the  state  are  inter- 
woven, it  is  of  course  difficult  to  accom- 
plish an  abrupt  change ;  and  the  theoretical 
writers  and  statesmen  I  have  mentioned, 
showed  their  wisdom  in  recommending 
caution  and  deliberation  in  such  a  proceed- 
ing; but  they  never  doubted  that  it  is 
our  duty  to  proceed  onward  from  time 
to  time  towards  the  complete  adoption  of 
this  wholesome  principle  of  legislatioD,  to 


treat  all  classes  equally,  and  not  to  inter- 
fere with  what  is  the  proper  and  inherent 
right  of  the  subjects  of  the  State.  If  there 
be  no  law  on  any  such  subject,  it  is  not  in 
itself  a  fit  matter  for  legislation.  If  you 
find  a  person  committing  a  fraud  or  a 
felony,  it  is  a  proper  subject  of  legislation 
to  punish  him,  and  to  prevent  such  crimes 
in  future ;  but  when  a  man  is  toiling  from 
morning  till  night  in  order  to  produce  a 
piece  of  manufacture  which  he  wishes  to 
exchange  for  some  other  article  by  which 
his  family  may  be  maintained,  it  is  an 
act  worthy  of  all  praise,  and  you  ought 
not  to  interfere  and  check  his  exertions  by 
legislation.  How  perverted,  then,  is  that 
legislation  which  turns  from  its  legitimate 
object  of  punishing  crime  and  checking 
vice,  which  it  insufficiently  prevents,  and 
discourages  industry  by  interfering  with 
the  exchange  of  its  products,  and  tries  to 
control  that  spirit  by  which  men  are  na- 
turally impelled  to  obtain  an  honest  sub. 
sistence,  and  improve  their  condition.  If 
these  be  just  principles  of  legislation,  and 
if  the  great  men  I  have  mentioned  are 
authorities,  it  ought  to  be  the  endeavour 
of  a  person  so  enlightened  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  professes  to  be,  and  really  is, 
on  these  questions,  not  merely  to  acknow- 
ledge sound  principles,  but  to  break  down 
restriction  and  to  abolish  unjust  monopoly, 
and  with  all  due  care  to  restore  a  more 
natural  condition  of  society.  With  one 
of  those  great  monopolies  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  interferes  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, namely,  with  the  article  sugar; 
but,  let  me  ask,  does  he  interfere  in  such  a 
way  as  to  promote,  and,  in  the  end,  bring 
about  a  just  plan  of  legislation?  On  the 
contrary,  does  he  not  propose  to  continue, 
by  a  law  he  is  about  this  year  to  introduce^ 
a  prohibition  as  to  other  countries,  which, 
but  for  that  law,  would  send  us  sugar  at  a 
cheaper  rate  than  we  can  procure  it  from  our 
own  Colonies?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intends  to  persevere  in  the  existing  prohi- 
bition, on  the  ground,  repeatedly  urged, 
that  the  excluded  sugar  is  produced  by 
slave -labour.  I  think,  with  regard  to 
that  pretext  at  least,  that  we  should 
drop  it,  and  proceed  upon  more  rational 
as  well  as  honest  principles.  Suppose 
that  a  negotiator,  whose  name  1  do  not 
know,  but  who  is  said  to  have  been  sent 
from  Brazil  to  Germany,  should  visit 
this  country  on  his  return,  and  propose  to 
us  to  admit  sugar  produced  in  Braxil,  he 
would  say,— >*'  You  have  no  objection  to 
admit  slave-grown  cofiee^  cottouj  and  to« 
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bacco  ?"  Out  answer  would  be, — **  None 
in  the  world ;"  and  he  might  continue, — 
**  You  have  no  objection  to  admit  other 
slave-grown  articles,  and  even  with  respect 
to  sugar  itself  you  have  no  objection  to 
send  your  manufactures  to  Brazil,  and  bring 
back  sugars  which  you  afterwards  export 
to  the  north  of  Europe."  "  We  have  no 
objection  whatever  to  that/*  we  must  an- 
swer ;  ''  and  we  have  no  objection  also  to 
consume  the  articles  we  get  in  return,  whe- 
ther hemp  or  other  commodities.  Upon 
that  point  we  feel  no  scruple;  and  it  is  very 
true  also  that  slave  proprietors  obtain  our 
manufactures ;  and  it  is  much  the  same  to 
them  whether  we  consume  or  only  export 
their  sugars."  '*  But  still  I  understand,'* 
the  envoy  would  continue,  '*  that  by  the 
legislation  of  last  year,  though  you  have 
scruples  in  admitting  Brazil  sugar,  you  have 
no  scruple  in  admitting  free-labour  sugar ; 
and  as  to  certain  countries,  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  the  most  favoured  clause  of  your 
reciprocity  Treaties — but  which  are  slave 
States— you  have,  by  an  Order  in  Council, 
admitted  their  sugar ;  there  is,  for  instance, 
a  positive  order  tdlowing  the  introduction 
of  sugar  from  Venezuela."  That  fact  can- 
not be  denied  ;  and  after  allowing  it,  how 
can  the  Legislature  of  this  country  say,—- 
"  It  is  very  true  that  we  admit  slave-grown 
cofiee,  cotton,  and  tobacco ;  it  is  very  true 
that  we  receive  slave-grown  sugar,  refine 
it,  send  it  to  the  north  of  Europe,  and  con- 
sume the  articles  obtained  in  exchange ;  it 
is  very  true  that  we  take  the  sugar  of 
Venezuela ;  but  still  we  have  scruples 
which  prevent  us  from  consuming  the 
slave  grown  sugar  of  Brazil.'*  Would  not 
the  Brazilian  agent  have  a  right  to  laugh 
in  your  face  when  he  listened  to  such 
ridiculous  pretences?  Then,  as  to  the 
other  objection  to  the  plan  about  to  be 
proposed  this  year.  1  beard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say,  in  answer  to  a  question 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend,  that  he  did  not 
at  present  think  of  proposing  that  the 
Sugar  Duties  should  be  made  perpetual, 
but  that  it  would  be  expedient  to  continue 
them  in  the  usual  mode.  It  is  much  the 
•ame  whether  he  does  or  does  not  continue 
them  from  year  to  year ;  while  he  keeps  up 
fuch  absurd  distinctions,  every  year  the 
Sugar  Duties  must  be  discussed  in  this 
House.  It  does  not  much  signify  whether 
the  subject  is  formally  brought  forward  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  is  sure 
to  be  brought  forward  by  somebody.  I  do 
not  object  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
makes  a  distinction^^  the  Custom  Houie 


Officers  and  others  say  that  it  can  be  made 
—between  raw  and  clayed  sugar.  A  dif« 
ferent  degree  of  manufacture  is  a  distinc* 
tion— if  it  can  be  ascertained— in  the  aame 
way  that  you  distinguish  between  leather, 
and  boots  and  shoes.  In  cases  of  that  kind 
you  are  justified  in  imponng  a  difierent 
duty;  but  in  the  case  under  diacusaion, 
opinions  are  likely  to  vaxy,  and  you  are 
nut  justified  in  imposing  a  discriminating 
duty.  This,  however,  is  a  question  of 
practice  into  which  it  is  at  present  unne- 
cessary to  enter.  But  as  to  the  great  aac- 
rifice  of  revenue  — 1,300,000/.^  which 
must  be  made  under  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's plan,  I  think  that  you  might  have 
made  a  great  approach  to  the  prindplea  of 
free  trade,  by  at  once  admitting  the  sugars 
of  other  countries,  under  an  equitable  duty, 
and  yet  have  maintained  the  amount  of 
revenue  you  at  present  possess.  There  is 
no  need  to  abandon  that  large  portion  of 
the  national  resources ;  and  I  say  of  the 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  gene* 
ral,  that  to  propose  an  immediate  reducticm 
of  nearly  the  whole  amount  of  your  sor. 
plus  of  3,400,000/.— for  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  absorb  the 
whole  of  that,  except  the  small  sum  of 
70,000/. — and  to  propose  to  put  your  In* 
come  Tax  on  under  such  circumstances  as 
may,  in  the  words  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  leave  you  no  alternative  three 
years  hence  but  either  to  continue  the 
impost,  or  be  in  a  state  of  national  in- 
solvency, is,  I  think,  rery  impolitic  1  do 
not  think  it  fair  to  the  House  to  propose 
such  an  alternative,  without  a  dedaration 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  soch 
is  the  intention;  and  without  answering 
this  question— whether  they  consider  the 
Income  Tax  to  be  one  of  the  best  sources  of 
permanent  revenue  ?  If  they  are  of  that 
opinion,  let  the  House  fairly  deliberate 
upon  that  point ;  and  let  it  ascertain,  like* 
wise,  either  through  the  intervention  of  a 
Select  Committee,  or  by  means  of  a  Com* 
nuttee  of  the  whole  House,  whether  some 
of  the  great  injustice  and  inequality  of  the 
tax  may  not  be  diminished.  In  the  next 
place,  I  say,  with  regard  to  your  commer- 
cial reforms,  that  you  have  hesitated  to 
follow  up  right  principles— and  princtplas 
which  you  awowledge  to  be  rights— upoo 
matters  where  you  were  likely  to  meet 
with  opposition.  You  have,  indeed^  aeted 
upon  these  principles^  when  your  doing  so 
is  agreeable  to  everybody,  and  when  no 
contradiction  is  to  be  expected ;  bat  whcvs 
great  interests  are  concerned,  where  oppo* 
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lition  may  be  looked  for,  but  where  the 
Government  is  bound  to  declare  what  is 
the  real  interest  of  the  countryi  there  you 
proposej  not  only  to  continue,  but  to  aggra- 
vate the  monopoly  you  find  in  existence. 
My  view  is,  that  as  the  Income  and  Pro- 
perty Tax  is  to  be  renewed  for  the  present, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  make 
all  the  reductions  he  proposes ;  he  ought  to 
make  the  reductions  on  cotton  and  glass ; 
but  with  respect  to  other  articles,  some  1 
would  not  touch  at  all ;  and  as  to  the  great 
article,  sugar,  I  would  recommend  that 
you  should  take  a  totally  different  course. 
I  have  already  said  that  I  consider  protec- 
tion the.  bane  of  agriculture.  I  maintain 
that  opinion  with  reference  to  all  the  pro- 
tected interests ;  and  I  think  it  was  shown 
demonstrably,  when  Mr.  Huskisson  many 
years  ago  proposed  his  alteration  of  the 
Silk  Duties,  that  monopoly  placed  the 
manufacturer  in  a  condition  of  continual 
variation ;  and  that  if  at  one  time  he  was 
making  large  gains,  at  others  he  was  in  a 
state  of  miserable  depression*  On  the 
subject  of  the  Timber  Duties,  i  apprehend 
it  haa  been  proved  that  the  undue  favour 
shown  to  Canada  has  been  productive  of 
injury  to  the  great  interests  of  the  Colony. 
That  fact  has  been  affirmed  by  Mr. 
M'Gr^^r,  who  examined  into  the  state 
of  our  North  American  Colonies,  and  looked 
into  the  hooka  of  some  of  the  farmers  in  our 
North  American  possessions,  and  found  that 
they  had  made  a  profit  by  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil,  but  that  they  had  been  ruined  by 
their  speculations  in  timber.  It  will  be  the 
same  with  other  protected  interests;  but 
I  have  said  already,  and  I  say  again,  that 
such  interests  are  to  be  touched  with  care 
-^that  the  system  is  to  be  changed  gradu- 
ally, and  carefully,  rather  than  suddenly 
and  abruptly.  That  is  a  matter  for  future 
deliberation  and  discussion ;  but  of  this  I 
am  confident,  that  if  you  wish  to  get  rid 
of  the  Income  Tax  you  should  take  the 
mode  of  endeavouring  to  improve  the  con- 
dition, and  increase  the  prosperity  of  the 
empire,  by  opening  new  markets,  and  ad- 
mitting large  imports,  increase  your  ex- 
ports, and  &id  a  fresh  demand  for  labour ; 
and  by  augmenting  the  consumption  of 
those  articles  which  you  restrict  by  your 
imaginary  favour  and  protection.  Then, 
indeed,  you  might  look  forward,  at  the  end 
of  three  or  five  years,  to  the  abolition  of 
your  Income  and  Property  Tax;  but  if 
the  question  be  between  a  perpetual  In- 
eom^  Tux,  and  the  continuance  of  mono* 
poly  and  restriction,  I  declare  fi>r  the  Income 


Tax,  and  a  diminution  and  final  abolition 
of  all  monopoly.  Entertaining  these  opi- 
nions, I  certainly  cannot  give  any  hearty 
assent  to  the  proposition  in  the  hands  of 
the  Chairman.  At  the  same  time,  I  see 
that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  refuse  my 
assent  to  the  renewal  of  the  Income  Tax 
for  three  years;  but  I  give  it*  not  from 
the  wish  of  making  the  tax  permanent.  I 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  a  course  which  may  make  it  neces- 
sary to  continue  this  burden  from  time  to 
time ;  but  my  hope  is  that  the  pressure  of 
this  inquisitorial  impost  will  at  length 
open  the  eyes  of  the  people  to  the  disad- 
vantages they  sufier  as  consumers  from  ex« 
isting  restrictions  and  monopolies,  and  in- 
duce them  to  seek  to  set  trade  free*  not 
only  in  order  to  procure  greater  benefits 
and  enjoyments,  but  to  put  an  end  to  a 
tax  which  I  think,  in  time  of  peace,  ought 
not  to  be  imposed. 

Mr.  Roebuck  felt  disappointed  by  the 
conclusion  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
who  had  impugned  every  principle  of  the 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  opposed 
almost  all  the  items  of  the  Budget,  yet 
ended  with  a  declaration  which  the  noble 
Lord  knew  could  not  be  fulfilled.  The 
noble  Lord  knew  as  well  as  he  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) did,  that  the  statement  that  the  In* 
come  Tax  was  to  be  renewed  for  three 
years,  was  a  mere  phrase  in  the  mouth  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  that  hencefor- 
ward it  would  he  a  permanent  tax.  On  this 
account  he  had  been  disappointed  by  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  Why  had  it 
been  made  ?  For  what  purpose  was  it  in- 
tended ?  He  supposed,  simply  to  find  fault, 
and  to  guard  the  noble  Lord  from  any  con- 
sequences that  might  follow  the  scheme. 
He  would  not  take  the  noble  Lord  as  his 
model ;  he  believed  the  proposal  wrong  in 
principle  from  beginning  to  end,  and  he 
therefore  intended  to  conclude  by  a  sub- 
stantive amendment.  Seeing  that  the  noble 
Lord  objected  also  to  the  principle  as  well 
as  to  the  items,  he  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  divide  with  him.  He  would 
assume,  for  the  purposes  of  argument,  that 
the  Income  Tax  was  to  be  permanent,  and 
although  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr. 
Warburton)  was  not  present,  and  although 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  was  not  pari  tanti  tnri 
on  such  a  subject,  he  thought  he  could  show 
that  the  permanence  of  the  tax  would  add  to 
its  odious  consequences.  In  reference  to  the 
Budget,  he  thought  it  right  to  draw  a  broad 
distinction  between  the  proposition  of  the 
Minister  and  the  plan  which  the  House 
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sanctioned.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
be  in  a  position  to  do  no  more  good 
than  he  proposed  ;  and  the  evil,  therefore, 
was  to  be  laid  at  the  door  of  the  House.  He 
believed  that  the  Minister  had  attempted  as 
much  as  he  could  hope  to  accomplish ; — he 
had  gone  farther  than  his  predecessors,  and 
the  benefit  he  was  about  to  confer  was 
great.  He  had  propounded  good  principles, 
but  he  had  hesitated,  as  the  noble  Lord 
said,  in  applying  them,  and  the  hesitation 
arose  out  of  the  influences  by  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  surrounded.  To 
those  influences  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  would 
afterwards  advert,  and  not  visit  the  Minis- 
ter for  erroneous  measures  which  were  im. 
posed  on  him  by  the  House.  He  would 
assume  that  the  estimates  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  accurate ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated  that  in  April,  1846  and 
18479  the  income  would,  in  a  small  degree, 
fall  short  of  the  expenditure.  He  would 
not  quarrel  with  this  opinion,  and  he  would 
concede  that  the  statement  of  the  Minister 
was  correct.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  a  great  portion  of  the  Ex- 
penditure was  beyond  his  control,  and  that 
the  interest  of  the  National  Debt,  which 
they  could  not  touch,  was  29,000,000/.  The 
payment  of  that  debt  was  a  sacred  duty, 
and  he  hoped  never  to  live  to  see  the  day 
when  a  British  Minister  would  attempt 
to  withhold  the  payment.  There  were 
7,000,000/.  besides,  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  not  grapple,  including 
the  Civil  List  of  Her  Majesty.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  phraseology  which  had  a 
little  alarmed  him,  had  told  the  House 
that  he  was  not  about  to  ask  the  House  to 
increase  that  Civil  List  by  a  single  shilling; 
he  was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  mention  this  by  way  of  a  vain-glo- 
rious boast,  at  the  performance  of  an  impe- 
rative duty  by  Her  Majesty — ^he  was  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
mean  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  future 
appeal  for  an  increase  of  the  Royal  Income, 
which  was  already  larger  than  that  of  any 
monarch  in  the  world :  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's object,  he  believed,  was  to  show 
that  Her  Majesty  set  an  example  of  rigid, 
necessary,  and  honourable  frugality  to  Her 
subjects.  In  Her  peculiar  position  She  was 
especially  bound  to  observe  that  frugality, 
seeing  that  She  lived  on  the  labour  of 
others.  Yet,  inasmuch  as  the  temptation 
to  a  contrary  course  was  great,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  wisely  held  up  to  ob- 
servation and  praise  the  frugality  of  bis 
SofeitigQ.    This  be  took  to  ba?e  been 


the  object  of  the  Minister,  and  be  (Mr- 
Roebuck)  would  concede  at  the  outset 
that  the  right  hon.  Banmet  could  not 
meddle  with  35,000,000/.  or  more  of 
the  National  Revenue;  but  be  had  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  still  a  margin 
of  13,000,000/.  with  which  he  could  deaL 
There  were  two  great  branches  of  the  es« 
penditure  with  which  tliey  were  com- 
pelled to  meddle,  the  Army  and  Navy.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  contended  that  the 
sum  of  13,000,000/.  could  not  be  reduced. 
He  admitted  the  accuracy  of  the  description 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  giten 
of  the  Army ;  and  as  far  as  the  present  sya* 
tern  of  reliefs  to  the  Colonies  was  con- 
cerned, he  was  disposed  to  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  made  out  his  case. 
It  was,  however,  a  matter  of  grave  con- 
sideration whether  our  Colonuu  Empire 
bestowed  upon  the  mother  country  all  the 
benefits  implied  in  our  anxiety|to  retain  it ; 
but,  if  we  were  determined  to  indulge  in 
such  expensive  luxuries — if  we  must  have 
an  £mpire  upon  which  the  sen  never  sett 
—of  course  we  must  pay  for  them.  The 
expense  of  maintaining  an  enormous  army 
for  that  purpose  was  not  to  be  laid  at  the 
door  of  the  Minister ;  it  was  the  act  of 
the  House.  Such  was  not  the  case  with  the 
items  of  the  Navy,  which  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  proposed  to  increase.  He  had 
stated  that  there  were  three  new  naval 
stations  -—  China,  the  Western  Coast  of 
Africa,  and  the  Pacific.  He  would  dismisi 
the  others,  and  go  at  once  to  the  Western 
Coast  of  Africa,  the  most  disgraceful  and  the 
most  expensive.  The  right  hon.  Baronet* 
in  alluding  to  this  subject,  had  led  the 
House  to  believe,  as  he  (Mr.  Roebuck) 
believed,  that  all  our  efforts  to  pot  down 
the  Slave  Trade  had  failed.  All  experience 
taught  that  the  foreign  SUve  Trade  would 
never  be  put  down  by  the  exercise  of  the 
Right  of  Search.  It  only  exasperated  ex- 
isting evils ;  it  would  lead  only  to  expen- 
diture and  disaster,  and  moreover  moat  in- 
evitably end  in  collision  with  the  commer- 
cial navy  of  the  world.  Of  the  applicatioa 
of  public  money  to  any  such  purpoae,  he, 
therefore  complained ;  and  he  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  pursuing  another 
course,  might  have  saved  the  puUic  monqri 
and  ensured  the  general  peace.  He  now  came 
to  another  point.  In  Aprfl,  1847,  there 
would  still  be  a  small  deficiency,  and  lor 
the  purpose  of  supplying  it  the  Income  Tax 
was  to  be  continued.  As  the  Income  Tas 
produced  5,000,000/.,  it  would  be  at  kaat 
3,000|000/.  mora  than  was  wanted.    Tte 
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right  hon.  Baronet  was  bound,  therefore, 
to  make  out  these  propositions: — First, 
that  the  expense  he  wished  the  House  to 
incur  was  legitimate  expense ;  next,  that 
the  proposed  means  of  meeting  the  expen- 
diture was  not  only  better  than  that  to 
which  he  should  presently  allude,  but  the 
best  within  his  power.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  went  a  step  farther.  He  not 
merely  asked  Parliament  to  incur  the  ex- 
penditure, but  to  alter  a  great  part  of  the 
commercial  taxation  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  bound,  therefore, 
to  establish  that  the  Income  Tax  was  not 
only  easily  paid,  but  that  it  was  better  calcu- 
lated than  the  other  taxes  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  country.  Granting  for  the 
moment  that  the  expenditure  must  be  in- 
curred, he  asserted  that  the  Income  Tax 
was  onerous,  mischievous,  and  obnoxious, 
and  that  the  taxes  proposed  to  be  remitted 
were  not  so  onerous,  so  mischievous,  nor  so 
obnoxi6u8.  In  the  third  place,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  prove  that  there  was  another  and 
a  far  better  mode  of  meeting  the  de- 
ficiency. He  was  about  to  oppose  the  plan 
aa  a  fiscal  regulation,  independently  of  the 
mode  of  meeting  the  expenditure.  He  would 
undertake  to  show  that  there  was  in  the 
power  of  the  Minister  a  legitimate,  honour- 
able, honest,  and  equitable  tax  which  would 
procure  the  2,000,000/.,  which  was  all 
that  was  needed.  He  maintained  that 
the  Income  Tax,  whether  permanent  or 
temporary,  was  unequal.  He  took  it  to 
be  a  rule  in  taxation,  that  each  man 
ought  to  be  taxed  according  to  his  power 
of  payment ;  that  power  depended  on  the 
amount  of  his  wealth,  and  he  would  now 
proceed  to  show  that  a  man  who  de- 
rived an  income  from  fluctuating  labour, 
was  not  so  rich  as  the  man  who  derived  an 
equal  income  from  the  fee-simple  of  land. 
He  would  instance  the  case  of  two  men, 
forty  years  old,  each  with  1,000/.  a-year, 
the  one  arising  out  of  his  labour,  and  the 
other  out  of  his  land ;  the  one  from  profes- 
sional exertions,  the  other  fcom  fee-simple 
inheritance.  He  would  place  these  two 
men  on  the  Exchange  as  about  to  sell  their 
property ;  and  while  the  landowner  would 
easily  obtain  thirty  years'  purchase,  the 
talent-owner,  under  the  most  favourable 
circumstances,  would  not  obtain  six.  Thus 
it  was  indisputable  that  the  real  wealth  of 
the  two  parties  was  widely  diiferent ;  and 
the  pressure  of  the  tax  upon  the  one  was  in- 
finitely more  severe  than  upon  the  other. 
Tbo  right  hon.  Baronet  could  not  quarrel 
with  thia  proposition;  but  what  was  his 


answer  ?  That  the  variation  in  the  nature 
and  value  of  property  was  so  fluctuating, 
transient,  and  imperceptible,  that  il  was 
impossible  to  draw  a  line  between  them. 
The  Income  Tax  had  this  peculiarity— that 
it  was  not  determined  by  any  general  rules ; 
that  it  depended  upon  each  man's  parti- 
cular  case ;  and  that  when  A.  or  B.  sent  in 
their  return  at  2,000/.  a- year,  the  tax- 
gatherer  was  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  whe- 
ther they  did  not  in  fact  gain  more.  Thus 
special  circumstances  determined  the  amount 
of  the  tax  without  any  general  rule.  Why, 
then,  should  not  this  plan  be  adopted,  in- 
stead of  that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.^ 
Let  every  man  return  the  extent  of  his 
income,  and  the  sources  of  it,  together  with 
his  age,  and  let  a  fair  calculation  be  made 
of  the  worth  of  the  property,  and  of  how 
much  per  cent,  ought  to  be  taken  from  it 
Every  man's  circumstances  would  then  be 
judged  of  as  now.  The  plan  would  not  be 
more  intricate  than  now :  but  the  evil  of 
inequality  would  be  remedied.  He  did  not 
agree  in  the  complaint  against  the  inquisi- 
torial nature  of  the  Income  Tax ;  but  he 
believed  that  the  feeling  of  the  public  was 
quite  the  contrary.  He  admitted  that  the 
tax  was  odious  and  oppressive,  but  not  in- 
quisitorial. But  the  question  was,  how  to 
get  rid  of  the  difficulty  ?  His  answer  to 
the  question  was,  that  for  a  fiscal  regula- 
tion, and  the  class  from  which  the  revenue 
would  be  derived,  suflicient  protection 
would  bo  afforded  to  the  State  if  the  oath 
of  the  party  were  taken.  This  proposition 
might  startle  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  men  accustomed  to  official  life ; 
but  he  would  call  to  the  recollection  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  doctrine  of 
chances  was  now  extremely  well  under- 
stood, and  that  at  this  moment  a  society 
had  been  established,  and  attended  with 
great  success,  to  protect  parties  against  the 
frauds  of  servants.  In  a  remarkable  ori- 
ginal work,  recently  published,  entitled, 
**  Vestiges  of  the  Natural  History  tf 
the  Creation"  he  found  the  following  pas- 
sage:— 

"  It  was  proposed  to  establish  in  London  a 
society  for  insuring  the  integrity  of  clerks,  se- 
cretaries, collectors,  and  all  such  functionaries 
as  are  usually  obliged  to  find  security  for  money 
passing  through  their  hands  in  the  course  of 
business.  A  gentleman  of  the  highest  charac- 
ter as  an  actuary,  spoke  of  the  plan  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms :— *  If  a  thousand  bankers'  clerks 
were  to  club  together  to  indemnify  their  secu<« 
rities  by  the  payment  of  1/.  a-year  each,  and 
if  each  had  given  security  for  500/.,  it  is  ob^ 
vious  that  two  in  each  year  might  become  de- 
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faalttrs  to  that  amoonty  four  to  half  the 
amouQty  and  lo  on,  without  rendtring  the 
guarantee  fund  iniolvent.  If  it  be  tolerably 
well  aicertaiped  that  the  iDstances  of  dishonesty 
(yearly)  among  such  persons  amount  to  one 
in  five  bundreo,  this  club  would  continue  to 
exist,  subject  to  being  in  debt  in  a  bad  year  to 
an  amount  which  it  would  be  able  to  discharge 
in  good  ones.  The  only  question  necessary 
to  be  asked  previous  to  the  formation  of  such 
a  club  would  be,  may  it  not  be  feared  that 
the  motive  to  resist  dishonesty  would  be  les- 
sened by  the  existence  of  the  club,  or  that 
ready*made  rogues  by  belonging  to  it  roiy ht 
find  the  means  of  obtaining  situations  which 
they  would  otherwise  have  been  Icept  out  of  by 
the  impossibility  of  obtaining  security  among 
those  who  know  them  P  Suppose  this  be  suffi- 
ciently answered  by  saying,  that  none  but 
those  who  could  bring  satisfactory  testimony 
to  their  previous  good  character  should  be 
allowed  to  join  the  club ;  that  persons  who 
may  now  hope  that  a  deficiency  on  their  parts 
will  be  made  up,  and  hushed  up,  by  the  rela- 
tive or  friend  who  is  security,  will  know  very 
well  that  the  club  will  have  no  motive  to  de- 
cline a  prosecution,  or  to  keep  the  secret,  and 
so  on.  It  then  only  remains  to  ask  whether 
tha  sum  demanded  from  the  guarantee  is 
•nilictent?  The  philosophical  principle  on 
which  the  scheme  proceeds  seems  to  be 
simply  this,  that  amongst  a  given  (large) 
number  of  persons  of  good  character,  there 
will  be,  witnin  a  year,  or  other  considerable 
space  of  time,  a  determinate  number  of  in- 
stances in  which  moral  principle  and  the  ter- 
ror of  the  consequences  of  guilt  will  be  over- 
come by  temptations  of  a  determinate  kind 
and  amount,  and  thus  occasion  a  certain  pe« 
nodical  amount  of  loss  which  the  association 
nast  make  up." 

What  was  the  applicaticm  of  that  principle, 
if  applied  to  the  Income  Tax?  Statistics 
would  soon  tell  them  the  number  of 
oaaet  in  which  a  chanoe  of  immorality  of 
that  description  would  occurt  and  they 
might  theiefore  guard  against  the  conse- 
quenoes  of  it*  out  he  would  make  this 
app^l  to  the  House,  to  the  oountryt  and 
to  the  riffhi  hon.  Baronet  himself— could 
it  be  said  that  the  morality  of  this  country 
was  reduced  to  sobw  an  ebb  that  they  could 
not  trust  the  classes  upon  whom  they  levied 
thii  tax,  upon  their  oaths,  to  state  their 
power  of  paying  it  ?  Could  it  be  said  that 
the  country  was  so  reduced  in  morality  as 
that  all  dasaea  were  unworthy  of  belief? 
He  thought,  however  lutlicorous  it  might 
appear  at  first  sight,  that  thej  would  nod 
this  to  be  bj  far  die  fairest  and  safest 
guide  to  go  by,  and  thereby  they  would 
ayoid  the  inq^uisitorial  nature  of  the  tax, 
obtain  what  tney  required  in  the  way  of 
lefeaue,  and  not  work  all  thoM  miichiefs 


of  which  the  people  now  so  much  oom^ 
plained.  But  now  be  came,  sopponng  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  not  change  hia 
views;  supposing  he  was  determined  to 
continue  this  obnoxious  tox— be  now  came 
to  the  next  part  of  his  principle^  namely, 
to  take  off  a  certain  portion  of  taxation  for 
fiscal  purposes:  and  he  was  bound  to  make 
the  inquiry,  were  the  mischiefs  of  the  tex 
about  to  be  imposed  less,  in  the  first  place, 
than  the  mischiefs  of  the  various  taxes 
about  to  be  taken  off;  and  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  determined  on  the  mode 
of  taxation  which  was  best  calculated  to 
ensure  the  public  benefit?  What  was  the 
principle  upon  which  he  proceeded?  Un* 
fortunately  for  this  country,  every  Minia* 
ter  in  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  position 
was  obliged  to  look  round  him,  and  say, 
*'  What  are  the  intereste  which  1  have  to 
face?*'  The  noUe  Lord,  the  Member  for 
London,  had  remarked  that  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  had  been  influenced  by  certain 
interests— and  what  were  they?  He  had 
swept  away,  in  round  numbers,  3,400,000i!. 
of  taxation,  but  not  one  of  the  articles  upon 
which  he  was  about  to  remit  toxation 
crossed  any  one  of  the  great  intereste  of 
this  country.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  bad 
certainly  done  great  servioe-^he  had  cleared 
away  much  of  the  brushwood  which  encum* 
bered  the  land,  but  he  had  left  the  giant  trees 
of  monopoly  standing  erect  and  untouched, 
to  be  hereafter  assailM  by  some  more  power* 
ful  hand.  But  now  that  the  right  Imib. 
Baronet  bad  cleared  away  the  bruahwood, 
he  hoped  to  see  the  time  when  some  one, 
following  in  his  footsteps,  would  cot  down 
these  overpowering  monopolies.  What 
were  they?  The  monopoly  granted  to  the 
landowners,  and  to  the  Colooial  intensta 
of  the  country.  He  waa  surprised  to  see 
the  delicato  manner  in  which  the  nofala 
Lord  handled  this  part  of  the  subject.  In 
speaking  of  the  ainister  interests  of  agri- 
culture, the  noble  Lord  touched  it  most 
lightly,  as  with  the  hand  of  an  artist. 
There  was  great  reluctance  to  attack  the  si* 
nisterselfishinterest  of  agriculture.  [**  Oh!*^ 
Yes,  he  would  not  mince  the  matter  I  He 
meant  those  who  derived  advantage  fvoaa 
the  Com  Laws^  and  they  had  a  party 
in  the  House  strong  enough  to  ooeroe 
the  Minister  to  support  than;  and  the 
Minister  was  really  hardly  to  be  hlaased, 
when  so  beset  as  he  was.  The  inteicst  of 
agriculture  was  the  predominant  one  in 
this  country :  not  only  protecting  ite  owa 
monopoly,  but,  by  a  «rt  of  sympathy 
natunl  to  luch  siniiter^  miSak  iDteBirt% 
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it  protected  all  other  similar  monopolies. 
The  landowners  said  to  the  Colonial  in- 
terestj  *'  Support  me,  and  Til  support  you ; 
Tou  support  Com  Laws,  and  I'll  support 
Sugar,"     Now,  for  a  moment  he  would 
leave  out  of  consideration  this  giant  evil. 
He  knew  it  was  useless  to  talk  ahout  it  at 
present  -» it    was  all  predominant,    and 
would  do  pretty  much  as  it  liked :  but  what 
he  complained  of  in  this  case — and  he  would 
show  it  clearly  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the   House,  and  the  country — was,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made  a  con- 
oesuon  upon  two  articles  that  would  cover 
the  deficiency  for   which  he    the    right 
hon.  Baronet  demanded  the  Income  Tax. 
Those  two  articles  were  sugar  and  timber. 
The  riffht  hon.  Baronet  said  that,  by  the 
suffar  duties,  which  be  was  about  to  take 
oC  he  would  incur  a  bss  of  1,300,000/.; 
and  by  the  timber  duties   which  he  had 
taken  off  last  vear,  there    had    been    a 
loss  of  9OO,O0O7.     There  was  then  up- 
wards of  two  millions  of  money  lost  to  the 
Revenue  by  these  changes.   "  Oh,  but "  (it 
would  be  said)  ''do  not  we  confer  a  great 
benefit  upon  the  community?     Have  we 
not  given  them  (as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
Mid  on  Friday  night),  sugar  at  Hd,  per 
pound  less  ?  "    No,  they  had  not,  and  he 
would  show  it.     If,  instead  of  reducing  by 
this   lOi.  (or  whatever  it  might  be)  the 
duty  upon  Colonial  sugar,  they  had  equal- 
ised the  duty  upon   that  article  coming 
finom  all  parts  of  the  world,  the  people 
would  have  had  it  as  cheap  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  now  promised  them; 
and  he  would  not  have  lost  the  1,300,000/., 
because  capital  being  employed,  as  it  would 
then  have  been,  most  productively,  sugar 
would  have  been  sold  at  the  same  rate,  and 
yet  have  paid  the  duty.    But  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  sacrificed  the  1,300,000/. 
a  portion  of  which  he  had  given  to  the 
West  India  interest,  and  a  larse  portion 
he  had  utterly  thrown  away.     He  should 
like  to  hear  an  answer  to  that.     He  did 
not  want  to  hear  the  nonsensical  story 
about  free  and  slave-labour  sugar.      He 
should  like  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
explain  how  he  avoided   the  consequence 
renting  from  such  a  measure;    He  should 
like  him  to  show  how  the  curiously  worded 
Act  of  last  Session  could  let  in  slave-grown 
sugar  from  Venezuela,  and  yet  not  touch 
upon  that  great  principle  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  the  ardent  sup- 
porter.    He  wanted  to  know,  too,  how  it 
was  that  he  admitted  the  enormous  import 
of  slave-grown  cotton.     Did  not  that  ex» 
cite  hia  feelings  at  the  horrors  of  slavery 


just  as  much  as  the  import  of  other  articles 
from  Virginia  and  Braiail  ?  And  if  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  was  not   much    mistaken,  the 
sugar  grown  in  China,  Manilla,  and  India, 
might  be  the  produce  of  slave  labour  also; 
and,  therefore,  the  whole  distinction  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end-^though  upon 
that  the  House  was  called  upon  to  act-^ 
was  a  farce.    It  was  dear  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  lost  1,300,000/.  by  this 
change  in  his  fiscal  regulations,  that ,  as  he 
had  before  said,  the  benefit  of  it  would  be 
partly  given   to  the  West  India  planterf 
and  a  large  portion  of  it  thrown  away. 
And  why  ?     Because  the  capital  would  be 
employed  less  productively,  and  to  get  the 
same  supply  of  sugar  they  must  employ 
more  labour  and  capital,  and  all  the  differ- 
ence  between  that  and  the  capital  and  la- 
bour which  would  be  empbyed,  if  capital 
were  left  free,  would  be  thrown  away.    In 
the  case  of  timber,  it  was  precisely  the 
same,  with  this  addition— -he  did  not  know 
whether  Braailian  sugar,  at  the  same  price, 
was  much  better  than  West  India  sugar—- 
but  this  he  knew,  that  they  got  from  Ca- 
nada a  timber  not  only  dearer,  but  much 
worse  in  j][uality  than  Baltic  timber.    They 
were  compelled  to  buy  that  timber  at  a 
higher  price,  it  rotted  sooner,  and  there- 
fore they  lost  at  both  ends.    Thus,  then, 
was  the  900,000/.  also  thrown  away.    He 
knew  something  from  experience  of  this 
matter,  and  it  must  have  been  known  from 
the  beginning  that  this  loss  would  take 
place;  but  if  the  duty  had  been  equalised 
upon  Baltic  and  Canadian  timber,  they 
would  have  had  from  Canada  the  large  fine 
timber  for  the  purpose  of  masts  whidi  that 
.country  produced ;  and  oak,  and  all  other 
durable  timber,  would  have  come  from  the 
Baltic,  where  it  could  be  obtained  at  a 
cheaper  rate  and  of  finer  quality.    But  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  equalised  the 
duties  on  timber  from  the  Baltic  and  from 
Canada ;  on  the  pines  and  firs  from  Canada 
for  tall  masts  and  similar  purposes,  and  on 
the  hard  oak  from  the  Baltic*  the  conse- 
quence would  have  been  that  the  900,000/L 
now  lost,  would  have  been  returned  to  the 
Exchequer,  and  the  people  of  this  country 
would  have  got  a  better  and  a  cheaper  com* 
modity.    What  was  the  answer  made  to 
this.^     The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  now 
about  to  impose  upon  this  country  an  In« 
come  Tax,  odious,  oppressive,  and  unequaL 
What  was  his  justification  P  "  That  he  was 
about  to  favour  these  Colonial  interests  in 
these  two  fiscal  alterations,  which  were 
based  on  a  principle  that  was  false  in  evarr 
way,  and  led  to  the  conclusions  to  whipo 
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ing  that  he  thought  he  was  inaccurate  as  to 
the  facts ;  but  even  if  the  facts  were  cor- 
recty  he  was  inaccurate  as  to  his  deductions 
from  them.     He  was  sure  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member    for  Halifax   wcmld 
hardly  say  that  the  reduction^  or  rather 
the  removal  of   the    duty  on   wool   had 
not  given  a  great  extension  to  that  most 
important  branch  of  industry,  and  by  giving 
an  increase  of  employment  to  those  engaged 
in  that  manufacturei  enabled  the  persons 
thus  employed    to  become    consumers  of 
exdseable  articles  which    otherwise  they 
would  not  have  been  enabled   to  obtain 
Therefore  it  was  taking  a  very  narrow  view 
of  the  subject  to  look  at  reduction  of  tax- 
ation  as  merely  leading  to  the  increased 
consumption  of  the  particular  article,  in- 
stead of  regarding  its  general  effect.     If 
the  noble  Lord's  principle  were    to    be 
adopted,  it  would  be  an  argument  against 
all  repeal  of  taxation,  as  they  never  could 
show  an  immediate  and  direct  gain,  because 
the  tax  being  removed,  the  article  could 
not  be  productive  of  revenue.     He,  how- 
ever, would  proceed  to  show  by  practical 
experience  that  the  effect  of  the  removal 
of   taxes  which   pressed  on  the  industry 
of  the  country,  was  to  enable  the  public 
to   purchase   other  articles    which    were 
still  subject  to  taxation.     He  said  that  the 
experience  of  past  times  supported  this  argu- 
ment.    It  was  proved  incontestably  by  a 
paper  which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table 
some  time  ago,  with  regard  to  the  effect  of 
the  reduction  of  taxes.  The  period  to  which 
he  should  first  allude,  was  that  in  which  he 
was  in  office,  and  in   the  latter  part  of 
which  year  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends 
succeeded    to  office.     Shortly  before  the 
change  of  Government  in  1830,  there  was 
a  large  reduction  in  taxation,  and  he  found 
that  in  that  in  the  succeeding  year  taxes 
to  the  amount  of  upwards  of  SflOOfiOQl, 
had  been  remitted.     The  amount  of  the 
Revenue  previous  to  the    remission  was 
50,700.000/.,  and  it   might   be  assumed 
that  with   this  reduction  of  5,000,000/. 
the  amount  of  the   Revenue    would    be 
reduced  to  45,000,000/. ;  but  they  found 
that,    in    1831,    instead   of  the    public 
Revenue  beins  only  45,000,000/.,  it  had 
recovered  itself  to  such  an  extent  that  it 
had  increased  upwards  of  three  millions,  so 
that    the    Revenue   that  year  amounted 
to  48,000,000/.     If  then  b  the  course  of 
three  or  five  years  after  such  extensive 
reductions  of  taxation,  the  Revenue  was 
equal  to  what  it  was  before  the  duties  were 
modified,  did  it  not  afford  a  striking  instance 


of  the  effect  of  a  judicious  reduction   of 
taxation  ?  With  respect  to  the  sound  and 
judicious  reduction  of  duties  in  1842,  and 
that  now  proposed,he  thought  that  he  might 
safely  assure  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  that  it  was  not  without  some 
grounds,  if  Providence  was  pleased  to  bless 
us  with  ordinary  seasons,  and  if  the  popu- 
lation of  this  country  continued  to  manifest 
that  industry,  enterprise,  and  talents  which 
had   hitherto  distinguished  them,  that  he 
concluded  that   at   the  expiration  of  the 
period  for  which  the  Property  Tax  was 
to  be  renewed,  the   House  would  be  in 
the  situation  to  consider  whether  or  not  it 
should   abandon  this   tax,  or   whether  it 
should  continue  it  for  a  renewed  period, 
with    the  view   to  further   relaxation  of 
restrictions  on  trade.     The  question,  then, 
before  the  House  was,  as  in  1842,  whether 
they  should  avail  themselves  of  the  Pro* 
perty  Tax,  and  by  the  continuance  of  it 
for  a  limited  period  afford  extensive  re^ 
lief  to  the  industry  of  the  country,  which 
they  would  be  unable  to  do  if  they  allow- 
ed the  Income  Tax  to  expire.      It  must 
be  obvious  to  all  who  considered  the  nature 
of  many  of  the  taxes  with  which  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  deal,  that  they  were 
imposed  in   periods  of  war,  in   times  of 
great  necessity,  when  but  little  regard  wai 
paid  to  the  nature  of  the  taxes  imposed ; 
provided  they  gave  the  amount  which  the 
public  exigencies  required,  little  regard  waa 
had  to  the  effect  of  these  taxes  on  foreign 
trade,  because  our  merchants  did  not  come 
into  competition  with  thoee  of  other  naliona 
in  foreign  markets ;  indeed  such  competition 
had  then  no  existence.     The  taxes  at  that 
period  were  not  imposed  with  any  regard  to 
commercial  purposes,  or  in  oonsideratioo  of 
the  effiect  they  might  produce  on  trade,  but 
the  whole  object  was  to  derive  from  the 
people  of  this  country  that  large  amount  of 
expenditure  which  was  necessary  for  the  na- 
tional defence.  It  was  to  be  expected,  there- 
fore, that  many  of  them  would  be  found  on 
the  return  of  peace  little  suited  to  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  country,  and  would 
press  on  and  cripple  our  trade,  exposed  as 
It  was  to  competition  in  foreign  markets. 
It  was  requisite,  therefore,  to  consider  wbe. 
ther  they  should  not  be  repealed  or  ma- 
terially altered.      It   was    to    be   conai- 
dered,  whether  by   continuing  this  tax, 
they  might  not  release  the  couBtry  from 
other   burdens,  which   were  not  felt  in 
time  of  war,  but  the  effects  of  wbieh  were 
severely  experienced  in  time  of  peace.  He» 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  House  would 
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concur  in  the  proposition  before  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
moved  an  Amendmenti  the  object  and  ef- 
fect of  which  was,  to  exempt  particular 
classes  from  the  operation  of  the  tax,  and 
to  make  some  arrangement  by  which  these 
classes  might  get  the  beneiit  of  the  ap- 
plication of  what  he  considered  a  more  equal 
tax.  Now,  what  was  the  project  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ?  He  said  that 
land  and  funded  property  was  realised  ca- 
pital^  and  therefore  should  bear  the  bur- 
den of  this  tax,  but  that  other  incomes, 
not  being  derived  from  realised  property» 
should  not  bear  the  same  proportion  of 
burden.  This  was  not  a  new  argument,  for 
it  had  been  put  forward  when  Mr.  Pitt 
first  introduced  this  tax.  Mr.  Pitt  then 
said: — 

^  If  you  attempt  to  arrange  your  taxes  in  a 
manner  which  shall  eflect  the  diversion  of  ca- 
pital from  one  employment  to  another,  you 
will  produce  greater  evils  in  the  internal  state 
of  the  country  than  by  any  other  course  you 
could  possibly  adopt." 

Mr.  Pitt  maintained— and  justly  —  that 
it  waa  not  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  hold  out  inducements  for  the  removal 
of  capital  from  one  description  of  em- 
ployment to  another,  but  that  the  adop« 
tion  of  the  suggestion  of  drawing  a 
distinction  between  one  source  of  income 
and  another^  would  hold  out  the  encourage- 
ment to  sell  out  of  the  funds  or  landed  pro- 
perty, to  invest  it  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
exempt  it  from  the  payment  of  this  tax. 
But  was  there  any  justice  in  such  a  pro- 
position^ considering  the  view  with  which 
thia  tax  was  proposed  }  The  object  was, 
by  means  of  it,  to  remove  from  the  public 
generally  other  taxes  which  were  found  to 
press  on  the  industry  of  the  country, 
and  upon  the  consumers  of  several  im- 
portant articles.  The  removal  of  those 
taxes  was  not  of  more  consequence  to  a 
man  with  an  income  derived  from  capital, 
than  to  one  with  a  professional  income 
of  equal  amount.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  might  depend  upon  it  that  he 
would  feel  the  advantage  of  this  ar- 
rangement in  the  reduced  prices  of  va- 
rious articles.  The  hon.  Meml^er  must 
take  into  consideration  the  reduction  in  the 
price  of  sugar  which  he  consumed,  and  of 
the  reduced  price  of  glass.  He  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  could  not  conceive 
any  reason  why  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tkxnany  or  any  other  person  with  a  profes- 
sional income,  who  would  benefit  by  the 
reduced  price  of  these  articles  of  general 
VOL.LXXVII.    {2SS} 


consumptioni  should  not  bear  a  due  share 
of  the  burden  of  the  Property  Tax.  But 
how  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  pro- 
pose that  his  plan  should  be  carried  into 
practice  ?  The  hon.  Member  proposed  that 
every  man  should  be  called  upon  to  make  a 
clear  and  distinct  return  of  the  income 
which  he  enjoyed,  and  the  sources  from 
whence  it  was  derived,  and  that  this  was 
afterwards  to  be  verified  in  a  manner  to 
which  he  would  presently  advert.  The 
noble  Lord  had  objected  to  the  inquisitorial 
nature  of  this  tax.  He  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  admitted  that  this  was  a 
serious  objection ;  but  would  it  be  removed 
by  the  plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman?  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  he  did  not  so  much  object  to  this: 
but  he  admitted  that  there  were  the  most 
serious  objections  to  the  inquisitorial  nature 
of  this  tax  entertained  by  the  public ;  but 
would  this  be  obviated  if  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  adopted  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  he  would 
be  satisfied  with  the  oath  of  any  party  as  to 
the  amount  of  his  income  and  its  sources. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Devonport  said 
that  he  was  altogether  adverse  to  any  such 
proposition,  and  that  he  conceived  there 
were  insuperable  objections  to  it.  Now  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  entirely 
concurred  in  this  view  of  the  case.  The 
plan  was  entirely  at  variance  with  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  they  had  been  legislating 
for  years.  They  had  been  for  years  re- 
moving unnecessary  oaths,  and,  above  all, 
those  connected  with  the  Revenue,  from 
their  Statute  Book.  The  feeling  of  the 
House  for  years  past  had  been  to  remove 
all  the  Custom  House  oaths,  and  others 
of  a  similar  nature,  connected  with  the 
Revenue,  as  they  had  become  a  scandal  to 
the  world.  What  was  the  effect  of  the 
system  of  oaths  in  former  times  in  con- 
nexion with  this  tax  ?  When  Mr.  Pitt  in- 
troduced the  tax,  he  called  for  returns  of 
incomes  which  the  parties  might  afterwards 
be  required  to  verify  on  oath.  At  that 
time  the  return  of  the  Revenue  from  this 
source  was  five  millions ;  but  when  they 
adopted  another  course,  and  did  not  trust 
to  oaths,  the  amount  raised  by  the  same 
tax  was  increased  to  fifteen  millions.  If, 
then,  they  consulted  either  the  morality  of 
the  system,  or  looked  at  the  fair  produce  of 
the  tax,  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  entirely  inadmissible.  The  hon. 
Member  stated,  however,  a  reason  in  fa- 
vour of  his  plan,  which  certainly  appeared 
most   singular.      The  hon.    and  learned 
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Gentleman  had  quoted  from  some  book  a 
passage  respecting  bodies  of  clerks  insuring 
themsf'lves  against  losses  which  they  might 
incur  from  any  of  them  being  guilty  of  de- 
fault ;  and  he  suggested  that  by  some  such 
means  a  security  could  be  afforded  against 
loss  respecting  the  returns  to  the  Income 
Tax.  [Mr.  Roebuck :  No,  not  that.]  At 
any  rate>  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  stated  a  paradox,  which  he  could  not 
understand.  The  noble  Lord  had  objected 
to  several  of  the  items  of  reduction  in  taxa- 
tion which  it  was  proposed  to  submit  to  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord  cast  some  ridicule 
on  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  auctions. 
If  the  noble  Lord  would  only  look  at  the 
results  of  the  auction  duties,  he  would 
at  once  see  how  objectionable  they  were, 
and  how  constantly  liable  they  were  to 
evasion.  At  present,  when  landed  pro- 
perty was  sold,  it  was  liable  to  the  duty 
of  Is.  in  the  pound,  but  this  money  was 
not  paid  when  the  property  was  bought 
in.  The  consequence  was,  that  property 
was  apparently  bought  in,  and  afterwards 
disposed  of  privately  at  the  price  bid  for  it  at 
the  auction,  and  thus  the  payment  of  the 
duty  was  evaded.  Personal  property  paid  7d, 
in  the  pound  when  it  was  sold,  and  means 
were  constantly  found  of  evading  the  duty. 
If  the  noble  Lord  had  made  the  slightest 
inquiries  of  any  person  carrying  on  the 
trade  of  an  auctioneer  —  if  he  had  but 
read  the  Reports  before  Parliament  on 
the  subject,  he  hardly  could  have  stated 
any  of  the  objections  which  be  had  that 
night  raised  to  the  proposed  removal  of 
that  tax.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  he 
would  rather  have  coalesced  with  the 
gallant  Member  for  Lincoln  for  the  re- 
peal  of  the  duty  on  fire-insurance  than 
have  supported  the  removal  of  the  auction 
duty.  Now  he  would  venture  to  assert, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  would  take  the 
trouble  to  look  into  the  subject,  and  to 
read  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Revenue  Inquiry,  he  would  not  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said,  with  respect  to  the  alterations  in  the 
Sugar  Duties  which  would  be  proposed  to 
the  House  on  a  future  day,  that  the  whole 
pUn  waM  founded  on  an  erroneous  prin* 
ciple,  and  that  they  would  incur  a  great 
loss  of  revenue,  without  any  adeqtiate  re- 
lief  to  the  country.  It  would  be  improper 
for  him  then  to  enter  upim  a  full  dis- 
cussion of  this  queiition,  as  it  was  foreign 
to  the  proposition  immediately  before  ttie 
Committee,  and  the  question  must  be 
brought  forward  at  an  early  day^  when  it 


could  be  more  properly  dealt  witb .  He  should* 
therefore,  only  deal  with  one  or  two  points. 
He  was  directly  at  issue  with  the  noUe 
Lord  as  to  there  being  no  distinction  with 
reference  to  the  admission  of  foreign 
sugar  the  produce  of  sl^ve-labour,  and 
slave- grown  cotton  and  tobacco,  for  jo 
his  opinion,  to  allow  the  introduction  of 
the  former  was  a  direct  encouragement  of 
Slavery  and  the  Slave-trader,  which  was 
not  the  case  with  the  latter  articles.  He 
repeated,  that  there  was  this  broad  dis<» 
tinction  between  the  cultivation  of  sugar 
by  slaves,  and  of  cotton  and  tobacco.  He 
knew  that  such  was  the  case.  They  had 
before  them  the  fullest  information  upon 
that  point,  and  they  had  evidence  to  show 
that  in  the  states  of  Brazils  which  culti* 
vated  cotton,  the  proportion  of  Africans 
imported  to  the  Creole  Africans  bcirn  in 
the  Brazils  was  extremely  small ;  while  in 
the  sugar  estates  the  proportion  of  im- 
ported Africans  was  beyond  all  comparison 
with  the  number  of  those  burn  in  BraziL 
The  same  kind  of  argument  as  that  now 
urged  against  this  distinction,  was  urged 
some  thirty  or  forty  years  ago  against  the 
abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  they  were 
told  that  that  trade  would  go  on  whether 
they  passed  a  Bill  to  abolish  it  or  not,  and 
that  the  only  effect  would  be  that,  if  they 
adopted  that  measure,  the  trade  would  be 
carried  on  with  greater  violation  of  hu- 
manity by  other  nations.  That,  in  fact,  all 
the  ameliorating  circumstances  which  had 
been  adopted  in  connexion  with  it  would  be 
got  rid  of,  and  it  would  be  carried  on  in  a 
way  to  greatly  aggravate  the  present  suf- 
ferings. Now  he  considered  that  the  ar- 
gument which  the  noble  Lord  applied  to 
the  admission  of  slave  sugar  was  equally 
unsound  as  that  urged  against  the  abolition 
of  the  Slave  Trade.  He,  however,  would  not 
then  go  further  into  details  on  this  point,  as 
they  must  dijicuss  the  whole  subject  fully 
within  a  very  short  time.  To-night  it  was 
sufficient  to  know  that,  generally  speaking, 
the  House  was  not  dispo^d  to  object  to 
the  Resolutions  before  it.  It  was  enough 
for  the  House  to  decide  whether  the  Pro- 
perty Tax  was  for  a  limited  time  desirablei 
and  whether  they  would  cnnticnt  to  intro- 
duce in  it  an  alteration  which  would  un« 
doubtedly  destroy  its  efficiency  as  a  measure 
of  revenue,  would  aggravate  the  evils  that 
that  tax  in  particular  was  subject  to  in 
respect  to  its  inqui<itorial,  and  perhapSi 
vexatious  character,  and  would  tend  to 
introduce  a  mode  of  ascertaining  the  in« 
come  of  individuals  in  e  manner  most 
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liable  to  evasion  and  fraud.  The  noble 
I/>rd  bad  told  them  of  the  frauds  that  were 
practised  in  respect  to  this  Income  Tax ; 
but  he  had  altogether  omitted  to  speak  of 
the  frauds  that  had  been  repeatedly  prac- 
tised in  regard  to  many  of  their  other 
taxes.  Would  the  noble  Lord  tell  him  that 
there  was  more  fraud  induced  by  the  In- 
come TaXj  than  in  the  attempts  to  evade 
the  heavy  duties  of  the  Excise— above  all 
the  auction  duties  ?  He  would  ask  whether 
there  was  a  greater  temptation  in  the 
one  case  to  make  a  false  statement^  with  a 
view  of  relieving  an  individual  of  a  small 
charge  to  which  he  was  subject,  than  in 
the  ease  of  a  manufacturer  who  perhaps 
carried  on  business  on  a  great  scale, 
where  by  a  successful  evasion  of  the 
duty  to  which  he  was  properly  liable, 
the  most  profitable  and  beneficial  results 
were  likely  to  follow  ?  Let  them  set  the 
fraud  on  the  one  side  against  that  on  the 
otherj  ^nd  do  not  attribute  the  liability  of 
fraud  to  the  imposition  of  this  tax  in  par- 
ticulary  when  it  could  be  attributed  to  all 
^axes.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  told  them  that  this  proposition  to  re- 
peal the  duty  on  glass  was,  in  fact,  to  take 
off  the  duty  from  the  chandelier  and  con- 
servatory of  the  rich  man,  and  to  leave 
the  windows  of  the  poor  man  unaffected. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  by  this 
observation  appeared  to  be  ignorant  of 
the  details  of  the  subject  upon  which  he 
was  speaking,  or  he  certainly  would  not 
have  made  such  an  observation.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  made 
himself  acquainted  with  these  details,  he 
surely  must  have  known  that  the  duty 
upon  the  chandelier  of  the  rich  was  out  of 
all  proportion  low  as  compared  with  crown 
glass — the  one  was  liable  to  a  duty  of 
about  50  per  cent.,  whilst  the  crown  glass 
wa9  subject  to  a  duty  of  250  per  cent.,  and 
produced  to  the  Revenue  upwards  of 
600,000/.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man must  then  excuse  him  fur  saying  he 
thought  that  he  had  not  given  the  subject 
the  consideration  which  was  necessary,  or  | 
he  would  not  have  made  this  observation,  i 
As  he  had  said  before,  there  did  not  ap.  ' 
pear  to  be  any  disposition  to  combat  the 
main  part  of  the  Resolution  which  had  been 
placed  in  the  Chairman's  hands  with  re- 
spect to  these  disputed  points.  In  respect  to 
sugar,  glass,  and  auction  or  customs'  duties, 
he  thought  that  he  should  best  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  House,  and  promote 
the  advantages  of  free  discussion,  if  he 
should  reserve  those  observations  he  should 


otherwise  be  inclined  to  make  until  the  pe- 
riod should  come  when  those  subjects  would 
be  naturally  brought  before  the  House. 
He  would,  therefore,  forbear  entering  fur- 
ther into  detail. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  should  not  disturb  that 
unanimity  of  the  House  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded  by  disputing  the 
necessity  of  continuing  the  Income  Tax 
for  a  short  and  limited  period,  but  he  cer« 
tainly  had  expected  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rose,  that  he  would  have  shown 
the  grounds  on  which  he  expected  that  the 
sources  of  revenue  left  would  rise  so  as  to 
enable  him  to  take  off  the  Income  Tax  at 
the  expiration  of  that  period.  He  did  think 
that  something  more  was  required  than  the 
assertion  of  a  general  principle,  that  in  some 
cases  the  reduction  of  taxation  was  followed 
by  an  increase  in  other  articles  of  revenue. 
The  whole  question  turned  on  what  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  stated— a  judicious 
selection  of  subjects  on  which  the  reduc- 
tion was  to  be  made.  They  were  perfectly 
agreed  on  this,  that  if  the  selection  of  ar- 
ticles for  reduction  were  judiciously  made, 
that  in  that  case  nothing  was  so  likely  and 
probable  as  that  an  increased  consumption 
of  those  and  other  articles  should  follow ; 
and  they  (the  Opposition)  calculated  as 
much  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
the  Revenue  might  rise  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  enable  them  to  get  rid  of  the  evil  of 
an  Income  Tax,  provided  the  measures 
which  were  proposed  for  the  modification 
of  taxation  were  wisely  chosen.  But  the 
point  on  which  they  differed,  and  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  left  un- 
touched was,  whether  the  selection  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  was 
a  judicious  selection  or  not,  and  whether 
the  selection  afforded  a  reasonable  pro- 
spect of  the  Revenue  rising  again  in 
three  years.  With  regard  to  the  general 
argument  against  the  Income  Tax— to  its 
inequality  and  injustice,  and  vexation,  no 
attempts  had  been  inade  to  answer  it. 
That  tax  had  been  acquiesced  in  because  he 
believed  that  there  was  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  this  country  the  most  fixed  de- 
termination to  support  the  credit  of  the 
country.  He  believed  more  than  that,  that 
circumstances  had  contributed  to  its  being 
borne  with  patience  more  than  they  could 
expect.  In  the  manufacturing  districts  the 
Income  Tax  was  calculated  in  a  period  of 
low  profits;  since  that  time  trade  had  in- 
creased, and  an  amount  of  tax  determined  by 
a  low  scale  of  profits,  had  in  fact  been  paid 
when  the  profits  were  high.  He  did  not 
U2 
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know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  continue  that  imposition  at  the  same 
amount  as  it  had  heen  during  the  last  three 
years ;  if  he  did  not,  an  outcry  would  he 
raised  against  it,  in  districts  which  have 
not  hitherto  contributed  their  proper 
amount.  But  above  all  the  tax  had  been 
borne  in  the  firm  belief  that  it  was  in- 
tended merely  as  a  temporary  tax.  Now, 
there  seemed  to  be  but  little  reason  to  sup- 
pose, from  the  announcement  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  it  was  to  be  continued  onlv 
as  a  temporary  tax.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thought  it  desirable  that  Parlia- 
ment should  keep  this  tax  under  control 
by  a  revision  of  it  every  three  years.  He 
had  not  heard  anything  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  which  denied  the  con- 
clusion that  the  effect  and  scope  of  these 
measures  were  to  render  it  of  a  permanent 
and  not  of  a  temporary  character.  It  was  said 
when  it  was  imposed,  that  it  was  to  make 
good  an  existing  de6ciency  of  2,500,000/., 
and  even  that  sum  was  not  thought  suffi- 
cient ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
prayed  in  aid  the  accumulated  deficiencies 
of  three  or  four  previous  years.  The  ma- 
jority of  the  House  had  acquiesced  in  it  as 
a  temporary  tax,  as  was  stated  by  the  hon* 
Member  for  Brecon,  and  they  who  had 
opposed  the  tax  had,  on  that  ground,  been 
left  in  a  minority.  If  the  prospect  at  that 
time  had  been  held  out  of  the  continuance 
of  this  tax,  as  now  proposed,  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  it  would  have  met  with 
that  universal  acquiescence  which  it  had 
done.  Two  grounds  had  been  slated  at 
the  time,  and  referred  to  again  on  Friday 
night,  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Newark,  which  had  led  very  much 
to  acquiescence  in  the  tax.  One  was,  that 
it  was  a  tax  which  pressed  exclusively 
on  the  rich,  and  took  no  deductions  from  the 
employments  of  artisans.  So  far  from  its 
being  a  tax  which  pressed  exclusively  on 
the  rich,  he  believed  that  it  pressed  on  the 
labouring  population  by  diminishing  the 
means  of  giving  them  employment.  But 
he  did  not  beliei'e  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  could  think  that  it  was  a 
tax  which  bore  exclusively  upon  the  rich  ; 
because,  if  he  did,  why  did  he  not  impose 
it  in  Ireland?  He  (Mr.  Wood)  remem- 
bered that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  it  was  a  tax  only  to  be  imposed 
in  time  of  war  or  great  necessity ;  and  if 
imposed  it  would  be  unjust  if  not  imposed 
on  Ireland  as  well  as  on  England.  He 
(Mr.  Wood)  had  never  been  able  to  dis* 
cover  any  reason  why  in  Ireland  gentle* 


men  of  5,0002.  a  year  should  not  pay  thb 
tax  as  well  as  an  English  gentleman  of 
5,000/.  per  annum.  The  rich  Irishman 
was  exempt  from  the  assessed  taxes.  He 
saw  no  reason  why  the  rich  man  in  Ireland 
should  be  exempt.  But  in  that  country 
it  was  notorious  that  the  want  of  employ- 
ment among  the  lower  orders  was  greater 
than  in  England ;  and  if  there  were  any 
one  country  in  the  world  in  which  it  was 
desirable  that  a  tax  should  be  imposed 
which  pressed  exclusively  on  the  rich,  and 
not  on  the  people  generally,  it  was  in  Ire- 
land. What  did  the  right  hon.  Grco tie- 
man  do  ?  He  exempted  Ireland  from  this 
tax,  supposed  to  press  on  the  rich,  and  im- 
posed a  substitute  in  the  Stamp  Duty  Tax, 
pressing  on  the  population  generally.  It 
was  impossible  that  he  could  be  gtiilty  of 
such  inconsistency,  if  he  really  believed 
that  the  Income  Tax  pressed  upon  the  rich, 
and  not  upon  the  poor.  But  they  were 
told  that  from  various  articles  upon  which 
the  duty  was  reduced  in  the  Tariff  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  were  to  derive 
a  benefit  equal  to  the  burden  of  the  Income 
Tax.  They  had  had  some  experience  as 
to  this;  and  he  should  be  glad  to  know  If 
any  Gentleman  would  get  up  in  the  House 
and  say  that  the  reduction  made  on  articles 
of  his  expenditure  had  made  up  for  the 
Income  Tax.  He  did  not  think  thai  any 
Gentleman  iu  the  House  would  make  that 
assertion.  But  that  was  the  assertion  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  three  years  aeo 
— that  the  Income  Tax  then  imposed  would 
be  compensated  by  the  reductions  on  other 
articles.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  referred  to  articles  on  which  the  duties 
had  been  reduced,  and  wished  the  House  to 
believe  that  there  really  had  been  a  largely 
increased  importation  of  those  articles  on 
which  the  duties  had  been  reduced  in  the 
Tariff.  He  referred  to  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  wool.  His  noble  Friend  be- 
side him  had  voted  with  him  for  the  reduc. 
tion  of  that  duty.  It  was  not  one  of  the 
articles  on  which  a  reduction  had  been 
made  at  the  time  of  the  Tariff.  It  was 
not  a  little  remarkable  that  the  importation 
of  those  articles  in  the  Tariff  on  which  re- 
ductions of  duty  had  been  made  in  1843, 
had  not  materially  increased,  compared 
with  thoae  articles  upon  which  no  diange 
had  been  made.  The  increased  importation 
uf  articles  upon  which  no  change  whatever 
had  been  made  was  greater,  or,  at  least,  as 

freat  as  the  increase  on  those  on  which  the 
uty  had  been  reduced.     Referring  to  the 
Paper  on  the  Import  Datict,  he  did  not 
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find  that  any  articles  on  which  the  duties 
had  heen  taken  off  had  increased  to  any 
great  extent,  with  the  single  exception  of 
coffee.  The  articles  of  consumption,  on 
which  the  duties  were  changed  by  the 
Tariff  of  1842,  and  which  had  increased, 
were:— 


1841. 

1844. 

cwts. 

cwts. 

Potatoes     .    •    .     . 

1,700 

99.000 

Lard      •    •    •     .    . 

97 

76,000 

liice  of  British  Pos- ) 
sessions    .     .    .  | 

213,000 

302,000 

Coffee,  Biitish  Pos- ) 

lbs. 

lbs. 

sessions    .    .     . ) 

14,000,000 

20,000,000 

AVhen  they  went  further,  and  saw  what 
the  great  articles  were  in  which  increased 
importations  had  taken  place,  they  found 
that  they  were  actually  articles  which  no 
one  would  say  contributed  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  The  six  articles 
on  which  the  chief  increase  had  taken 
place,  were  chamomile  flowers,  boots  and 
shoes,  bugles,  watches,  corks,  and  damasks. 
There  was,  indeed,  one  article  of  raw  ma- 
terial—copper ore — of  which  66,000  tons 
had  been  imported;  and  this,  be  it  ob- 
served, is  raised  by  slave  labour.  But 
when  they  came  to  the  great  articles  of 
consumption,  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  deal  in  the  Tariff, 
they  found  that  a  great  increase  had 
taken  place  upon  succ^des,  oranges.  East 
India  sugar,  molasses,  tea,  currants  (be- 
fore the  reduction  of  the  duty),  and  raisins. 
These  were  articles  of  which  there  hud 
been  great  consumption,  on  which  there 
were  heavy  duties  untouched,  and  of  which 
there  had  been  an  enormous  increase  of 
importation ;  besides  these,  on  silk  waste, 
cigars,  nuts,  sponge,  and  some  other  things 
there  had  had  been  great  increase.  The 
increase  was  not  from  the  reduction  of  duty, 
but  from  the  great  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try—not, he  apprehended,  a  prosperity 
arising  from  the  ^mall  increase  of  those 
articles  on  which  the  duty  had  been  re- 
duced ;  he,  therefore,  did  not  see  the  merit 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
claiming.  They  had  been  blessed  with  two 
or  three  0)od  harvests*  with  increased  ex- 
ports to  China,  and  with  a  revival  of  trade. 
But,  in  making  this  statement,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  increased  prosperity  of  the 
coantTj  was  owing  to  any  reduction  in  the 
Tariff  of  1842.    But  no  doubt  there  was 

one  great  redeeming  quality  in  the  In« 


come  Tax,  which  was  the  amount  it  pro- 
duced. He  was  happy  to  see  an  abundant 
surplus,  an  overflowing  Exchequer.  He 
had  thought  it  unjustifiable  to  impose  so 
odious  a  tax  for  so  small  an  amount  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  calculated  on.  at 
the  time  of  its  imposition,  viz ,  2,700,000/1 
It  had  produced,  in  fact,  nearly  twice  that 
sum  ;  and  the  error  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  the  best  et  post  facto  justifica- 
tion of  his  course.  But  now  it  was  proposed 
to  renew  this  tax  on  totally  different  grounds 
—grounds  which  did  not  exist  when  it  was 
imposed— 'Which  totally  changed  the  rea- 
son for  assenting  to  it,  and  which  it  was  now 
necessary  to  examine,  in  order  to  see  what 
prospect  there  was  of  its  being  taken  off  in 
three  years.  They  were  now  told  that  this 
tax  was  imposed  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
through  a  great  experiment  in  taxation. 
He  did  not  object  to  continuing  it  on  those 
grounds.  But  it  made  a  great  difference 
what  that  experiment  was.  If  it  was  to 
give  time  for  the  reduced  duties  to  recover, 
that  was  one  thing  which  afforded  a  chance 
of  the  Income  Tax  being  taken  off;  if,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  experiment  was  such 
as  to  amount  to  a  tutal  loss,  with  little 
prospect  of  the  duties  rising  again,  that  was 
another  and  a  totally  different  prospect; 
and  it  behoved  the  House,  before  it  voted 
those  measures  which  were  proposed  as  an 
equivalent  for  the  Income  Tax,  not  to  suf- 
fer itself  to  be  led  into  a  course  which 
rendered  the  permanent  continuance  of  the 
Income  Tax  necessary  without  the  House 
having  the  power  of  helping  itself.  He 
knew  that  there  were  some  Gentlemen 
behind  him  and  around  him  who  were  in 
favour  of  a  permanent  Income  Tax,  and 
thought  that  a  good  source  of  permanent 
revenue.  He  did  not  believe  that  that  was 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  House. 
He  believed  the  majority  of  the  House  to 
be  opposed  to  the  continuance  of  the  tax 
as  a  permanent  source  of  revenue.  But  he 
warned  the  House  not  to  agree  in  the  pro- 
posal to  deal  with  the  tax  on  sugar  and 
with  other  taxes  in  the  manner  which  had 
been  submitted  to  them.  They  might  de- 
lude themselves  now  with  what  hopes  they 
pleased,  but  they  would  not  have  the  power 
in  three  years  of  helping  themselves.  Every 
measure  of  that  kind  rivetted  faster  and 
faster  the  chains  imposed  on  them,  and 
from  which  they  could  not  escape.  He 
now  wished  to  take  the  right  hon.  Gentle, 
man's  estimate  with  regard  to  the  Receipt 
and  Expenditure.  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  stated  the  Expenditure  of  last 


5S7      Financial  Statements        {COMMONS} 


The  Budget. 


5M 


•year  to  be  49,700,000/.  He  (Mr.  Wood) 
entirely  concurred  in  the  necessity  of  in- 
creasing the  Navy,  of  providing  additional 
fortifications  to  our  ports,  and  of  a  large 
expenditure  for  the  steam  navy  -,  and  he 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  but  that  the 
whole  of  that  expenditure  would  be  neces- 
sary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  his  Receipts  were— 

£ 

From  ordinary  sources 47,900,000 

Income  Tax    5,200,000 

Makinfc  a  total  receipt  of  . .     53,100,000 
The  Expenditure  was 49,700,000 

Leaving  a  surplus  of     3,400»000 

Now^  with  that  surplus  he  proposed  to 
deal  in  rather  a  summary  way.  He  (Mr. 
Wood)  entirely  concurred  in  the  propriety 
of  leaving  out  of  calculation  the  receipt  of 
the  China  money,  inasmuch  as  that  was  an 
income  of  a  merely  temporary  nature, 
though  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  Em- 
peror of  China  would  properly  fulfil  his 
contract.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed, 
with  a  surplus  of  3,400,000/.,  to  dispose, 
by  one  means  or  another,  of  revenue  to 
the  amount  of  3,310,000/.,  leaving  himself, 
on  his  own  calculation,  an  actual  surplus  of 
only  90,000/.  With  regard  to  the  articles 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed 
to  make  alterations  of  duty,  they  might  be 
divided  into  two  classes— those  on  which 
merely  a  reduction  of  duty  was  to  take 
place,  and  those  on  which  the  existing  duty 
was  to  be  wholly  repealed,  and  the  repeal 
of  which  would  cause  a  total  loss  of  reve- 
nue. Among  the  latter  was  the  article  of 
glass,  the  duty  on  which  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood) 
believed  to  be  one  of  the  most  objectionable 
duties  in  the  country ;  but  still  the  repeal 
of  the  duty  would  be  a  total  loss  to  the 
Revenue.  The  same  might  be  said  of  the 
reductions  of  the  small  duties ;  the  same  of 
the  abolition  of  the  duties  on  cotton  wool; 
the  same,  or  very  nearly  the  same,  of  the 
reduction  of  the  auction  duty.  He  could 
not  see  that  it  was  a  very  flood  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  OcntTcman  had  em- 
ployed in  behalf  of  that  part  of  the  scheme 
which  related  to  the  reduction  of  the  auc- 
tion duty^  that  nobody  had  ever  yet  dis- 
covered that  it  was  a  grievanee.  On  this 
subject  he  must  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Goulburn)  to  be  a  little  cautious 
in  future  in  quoting  his  predecessors  in 
office.  He,  of  course,  was  not  aware  what 
communications  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
night  have  had  with  his  right  hon*  Friend 


(Mr.  F.  Baring),  who  was  at  present  un- 
fortunately absent,  or  what  his  means  of 
knowing  his  right  hon.  Friend's  opinions 
might  be ;  but  he  rather  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  gratui- 
tously assumed  the  statement  which  he 
(Mr.  Goulburn)  had  put  in  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  mouth ;  he  rather  thought  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  held  a  very  different 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  auction  duty 
from  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  represented  him  to  hold. 
However,  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  did  not 
suppose  that  the  subject  of  the  auction 
duty  would  be  brought  before  the  House 
before  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  F. 
Baring)  would  be  able  to  attend  in  his 
place,  and  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  learning  spe- 
cifically what  his  right  hon.  Friend's  opi- 
nion on  the  matter  really  was.  Then,  the 
abolition  of  the  export  duty  on  coals  was 
another  total  loss  to  the  Revenue.  He  was 
not  going  to  give  an  opinion  then  on  the 
policy  of  that  step ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ken- 
dal (Mr.  Warburton)  would  be  very  happy 
to  see  that  duty  taken  off;  for  himself,  he 
should  only  say  that  he  did  not  find  it  very 
easy  to  reconcile  the  wisdom  of  now  taking 
it  off  with  the  wisdom  of  imposing  it  two 
years  ago.  Whether  the  wisdom  lay  in 
putting  it  on  or  taking  it  off  he  could  not 
say ;  but  it  was  beyond  his  skill  to  reconcile 
the  wisdom  of  the  two  courses.  The  duties 
on  these  sources  of  revenue,  then,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  remove  altoge- 
thee ;  they  amounted  on  the  whole  to 
2,000,000/.  sterling,  which  was  so  much 
total  loss  to  the  Revenue.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  not  told  the 
House,  nor  had  the  right  hon.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  told  them,  upon  what 
other  articles  of  revenue  they  expected 
such  an  increase  of  revenue  as  would  make 
up  that  total  loss.  The  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  already  assumed  an  increase  of 
500,000/.  in  the  Excise,  and  he  (Mr.  C. 
Wood)  did  not  expect  that  a  much  ffreater 
increase  would  take  place  in  that  aepart- 
ment  Then  there  were  various  partiet,  as 
the  manufacturers  of  paper  and  of  soap,  and 
bricks,  who  were  all  pressing  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  duty,  for  all  whom  a  strong  case 
might  fairly  be  made  out.  All  things  con* 
sidered,  then,  he  did  not  expect  any  great 
increase  of  revenue  from  the  Excise,  bo* 
vond  what  the  light  hon.  Oentleman  had 
included  in  his  estimate*  Now,  to  come  to 
the  Customa.  The  Finrt  Lord  of  the  Trea* 
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8U17  bad  told  them,  that  last  year  there 
had  been  extraordinary  receipts  in  that  de- 
partment. What  hopes,  therefore,  were 
there  of  a  further  increase  there  ?  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  there  would  be  no 
increase,  for  he  hoped  the  country  would  go 
on  in  a  state  of  increasing;  prosperity ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  when  they  saw  an  increase 
so  extraordinary,  what  reason  was  there  to 
suppose  that  they  would  have  a  further 
increase  ?  But  there  was  one  duty  of  great 
importance  with  respect  to  which  it  was 
worth  while  to  observe  how  the  right  hon 
Baronet  proposed  to  deal.  He  was  not 
going  into  the  whole  argument  of  the 
Sugar  Duties,  nor  going  to  dwell  on  the 
total  absurdity  of  the  distinction  attempted 
to  be  established  between  foreign  free- 
labour  sugar  and  slave-grown  sugar  ;  there 
would  be  plenty  of  opportunity  for  that ; 
he  was  then  only  going  to  offer  some  re- 
marks on  the  question  considered  as  a 
question  of  revenue.  Now  as  very  great 
difference  of  opinion  existed  upon  this  tub- 
ject  among  great  authorities,  it  was  very 
desirable  that  the  question  should  be  settled 
as  early  as  possible.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net estimated  that  70,000  tons  of  British 
clayed  sugar  would  be  consumed  next 
year ;  and  on  this  sugar  a  higher  rale  of 
duty  was  to  be  paid.  It  was  presumed 
that  these  70,000  tons  were  East  India 
sugar,  and  if  this  was  so,  and  this  East 
India  sugar  was  to  be  admitted  on  worse 
terms  than  at  present,  then  the  growers 
would  have  great  reason  to  complain  of  the 
harshness  of  the  alterations  as  regarded 
their  interests ;  because  a  few  years  ago  the 
duties  had  been  equalised  with  those  on 
West  Indian  sugar,  and  on  the  faith  of  that 
arrangement  capital  had  been  sent  out  to 
the  East  Indies,  and  engagements  made  for 
a  supply  of  sugar  from  that  country  to  this, 
which  would,  of  course,  be  affected  by  the 
change.  If  the  new  system  were  esta- 
blished, and  a  new  rate  of  differential 
duty  imposed,  those  persons  would  cer- 
tainly have  reason  to  complain.  But  if 
this  was  not  so,  and  if  the  sugar  from  this 
source  would  not  come  in  as  white  clayed 
sugar,  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  differential 
duty  of  2s.  4d.  a  cwt.  was  thrown  to  the 
winds.  That  would  be  a  loss  of  1 60,000/. 
to  the  Revenue.  Whether  the  result  of 
this  part  of  the  plan  would  be  a  hardship 
on  the  people  of  India,  or  a  loss  of  1 60,000^ 
to  the  Revenue,  he  should  not  take  upon 
him  to  decide.  With  respect,  however,  to 
the  amount  of  protection  which  the  right 
hon*  Oentletnaa  said  he  gave  to  British 


Colonial  sugar,  he  must  say  that  while  he 
kept  his  promises  to  the  ear,  he  broke 
them  in  spirit.  He  adhered  to  the  letter 
in  retaining  that  protection  at  about  lOs, 
per  cwt.  But  a  protection  of  10s  when 
the  whole  duty  on  foreign  sugar  was  23^, 
was  very  different  from  a  protection  of  10^. 
when  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar  was  34a\  ; 
indeed,  he  did  not  think  there  was  anv- 
body  in  the  House  who  would  m  intain 
that  a  lOs.  differential  duty,  where  the 
lowest  duty  imposed  was  14^.,  was  the 
same  thing  in  reality  as  a  lOs.  differential 
duty  when  the  lowest  duty  was  24s.  It 
was  quite  true,  the  present  duly  gave  a 
protection  of  40  per  cent,  in  favour  of 
British  Colonial  sugar;  but,  according  to 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  would 
be  65  per  cent. ;  and  if  all  the  supply  came 
as  white  clayed  sugar,  this  differential  duty 
would  be  a  differential  protective  duty  in 
favour  of  British  Colonial  sugar  of  no  less 
than  100  per  cent.  He  would  not  go 
further  into  the  subject  than  was  necessary, 
for  he  wished  to  deal  with  it  as  respected 
revenue  only ;  and  he  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  how  he  expected  to  get 
the  revenue  from  sugar  which  he  had 
estimated  it  would  yield  ?  The  highest  con- 
sumption of  sugar  ever  known  in  this  coun- 
try took  place  in  1831, — that  amount  wat 
207,000  tons ;  it  was  the  highest  consump- 
tion ever  known.  Now,  it  bad  often  been 
stated  that  17|Jlb.  was  the  consumption  per 
head  in  that  year.  That  amount  of  con- 
sumption with  the  present  amount  of  popu- 
lation would  give  210,000  tons  for  the  ne- 
cessary supply,  and  that,  therefore,  was  the 
greatest  amount  of  consumption  that  we 
could  with  certainty  calculate  upon.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  expected  a  consump- 
tion of  250,000  tons ;  be  anticipated  an  in- 
crease in  the  consumption  to  the  extent  of 
one- fifth  more  next  year  than  had  been 
known  in  the  year  of  the  greatest  consump- 
tion ;  and  unless  that  great  increase  took 
place  in  this  one  year,  the  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  would  not  get  the  revenue  on  which 
he  calculated.  As  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  had 
said,  he  only  meant  to  discuss  the  subject  as 
regarded  revenue:  all  he  could  only  state 
at  present,  that  in  the  amount  of  revenue 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  calculated 
upon,  he  had  already  reckoned  the  duties 
arising  from  an  enormous  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  sugar,  and  an  increase 
much  greater  than  he  could  get  in  the 
course  of  a  year ;  and  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood) 
wanted  to  know  whether  it  waa  on  a 
still  greater  increase  in  the  consumption 
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of  sugar  it  was  that  the  right  hon.  Harunct 
reckoned   to  making   up   the  loss  to  the 
Revenue   by  the  reductions  he    proposed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  no  right  to 
calculate  on  an  increase  of  consumption  and 
consequent  revenue  from  sugar  bevond  that 
he  had  already  assumed  ;  and  therefore  he 
(Mr.  C.  Wood)  said,  that  neither  from  the 
Excise   nor  the  Customs  could  the  House 
expect  such  an  increase  of  revenue  as  would 
make   up  for  the  effect  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  reductions.     At  the  same  time, 
be  had  not  the  slightest  doubt,  that  by  a 
judicious  reduction  of  taxation,   all  that 
was  required  might  have  been  done.     He 
had  not   the  slightest  doubt  that  if  the 
Sugar  Duties,  for  instance,  had  been  dealt 
with  on  a  just  principle,  a  great  increase  to 
the  Revenue  might  have  b^n  realised,  and 
an  enormous  boon  conferred  upon  the  people 
of  this  country.     As  it  was,  he  thought 
that  the  reductions  on  sugar  were  so  much 
revenue  in  great  part  thrown  away«  and 
not  given  as  a  boon  to  the  population  of 
this  country,  but  as  a  boon  to  the  planters. 
He  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  dealt  with  other  duties 
as  he  might  have  done.     For  Instance,  he 
might  have  dealt  with  the  Spirit  Duties  s>o 
as  to  produce  an  increase  of  revenue  from 
them.     He  thought  that  if  the  Customs' 
Duties  had  been  dealt  with  properly,  the 
House  might  have  been  able  to  take  off 
the  Income  Tax  by  the  end  of  the  three 
years ;  but  if  those  duties  should  not  be  so 
dealt  with,  they  might  depend  upon  it  they 
would  not  be  able  to  take  off  that  tax  at  the 
end  of  the  period  for  which  it  was  about  to 
be  reimposed.    The  principle  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  legislated  with 
respect  to  the  Timber  Duties  and  to  Cana- 
dian com  were  those  which  he  now  applied 
to  sugar ;  and  the  House  might  take  warn- 
ing  that  if  they   adopted    that  principle 
now,  they  would  have  to  endure  the  Income 
Tax  for  the  rest  of  their  lives.     The  prin* 
ciple  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  on 
waSf  to  lower  the  duties  on  Colonial  pro- 
duce, and  put  a  high  differential  duty  on 
foreign  produce ;  the  necessary  result  was  a 
minimum  of  revenue  from  both  sources. 
Thus  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  British 
Colonial  sugar  would  apply  to  tlie  great  mass 
of  the  suffar  which  supplied  our  consump- 
tion ;  and  thus  diminish  very  greatly  the 
revenue  arising  from  that  source ;  the  high 
differential  duties  always  operated  to  ex- 
clude those  products  which  paid  the  highest 
contributions  to  the  Revenue ;  the  conse- 
quenee  wu,  that  from  both  sources  the 
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least  possible  amount  of  income  was  pro- 
duced.  This,  it  was  clear,  had  been  the 
case  hitherto ;  and  if  the  Houae  of  Com- 
mons adopted  that  coarse,  indirect  tax* 
ation  would  fail  as  a  source  of  revenue; 
and  they  would  have  no  resource  but  direct 
taxation  ;  that  was  to  say,  no  resource  bot 
the  Income  Tax  for  ever ;  and  tfaia  woald 
undouhtedly  be  the  case,  unless  they  were 
prepared  to  reduce  their  differential  protec- 
tive duties.  By  abolition  or  reduction  of 
those  duties  it  was  that  they  could  alone 
hope  to  raise  their  revenue  up  to  their  ne- 
cessary expenditure.  He  should  say  no 
more  on  this  subject ;  he  merely  wished  to 
warn  the  House  in  time  of  the  inevitable 
consequences  of  the  measures  now  pursued. 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  opened  the  whole  of  the  Budget  for 
remark ;  and  he  wished  the  House  to  be 
warned  in  time  what  the  necessary  conse- 
quences  of  those  measures  were,  that  they 
might  be  prepared  when  the  time  came  to 
say  how  far  they  would  sanction  a  course 
which  would  render  nece«sary  the  establish- 
ment  of  the  Income  Tax  as  a  permanent 
tax.  He  thought  it  would  be  right  that 
they  should  have  this  question  fairly  and 
fully  discussed,  namely,  whether  the  In- 
come Tax  was  to  be  regarded  as  a  penna« 
nent  source  of  revenue }  Let  it  be  dis- 
cussed on  its  own  merits  —  on  its  own 
ground — but  let  us  not  be  led  on  step  by 
step  into  a  course  from  which  it  would  be 
impossible  after  a  time  to  extricate  ourselves. 
Passing,  however,  from  tbb  subject,  he 
came  now  to  the  general  financial  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  position  in  which  the  rieht  hon. 
Baronet  would  leave  the  Revenue  ny  these 
measures  of  his,  would  be  very  satLsfactorr 
to  the  people  of  this  country;  he  knew 
of  no  point  in  their  policy  which  bad 
been  made  more  a  matter  of  objection 
against  the  late  Ministry  thin  their 
financial  policy;  and  he  believed  that 
such  objections  to  a  certain  extent  were 
well  founded,  and  that  th^  were  open 
to  those  attacks;  he  believed  that  many 
monied  men  had  been  alarmed  by  the  slate 
in  which  the  finances  of  the  countrv  bad 
been  for  two  or  three  years  previous  lo 
1842.  They  thought  that  the  finances  of 
this  countr)'  ought  not  lo  be  left  withoat  a 
surplus  of  revenue  above  expenditure  in 
each  year.  But  that  evil  bad  been  cured* 
and  for  some  years  now  the  Revenue  had 
shown  a  surplus  each  year ;  but  when  the 
country  had  smarted  under  the  pressoie  of 
the  Income  Tax  for  so  many  yean,  it  wai 
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too  much  that  at  the  end  of  that  time  they 
should  have  a  surplus  no  greater  than  they 
frequently  had  seen  in  years  previous  to 
the  imposition  of  the  Income  Tax.  The 
House  was  aware  that  such  was  the  case 
on  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  own  calcula- 
tion :  3,400,000/.  was  the  surplus  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  estimated  he  should  have  ;  of 
this  he  proposed  to  dispose  of  no  less  than 
3,310,000/.  by  reduction  or  abolition  of 
duties,  leaving  an  estimated  surplus  on  the 
5th  of  AprU,  1846,  of  90,000/.  This,  and 
no  more,  was  the  surplus  with  which  he 
proposed  to  meet  the  year  to  come.  But 
then  the  House  were  bound  to  look 
whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  justi- 
fied in  calculating  that  he  could  have  the 
whole  amount  of  revenue,  without  which 
he  would  not  have  a  surplus  even  of 
90,000/.  Now,  unless  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  an  increased  importation  of  sugar 
to  the  extent  he  expected,  and  so  got  the 
whole  amount  of  income  which  he  calcu- 
lated he  should  have  from  that  source,  he 
would  not  have  a  surplus  even  of  90,000/. 
He  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  did  not  believe  that 
the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  would  get  that  in- 
creased importation;  he  did  not  believe 
that  he  could  get  it  within  the  year ;  and 
he  (Mr.  C,  Wood)  was  confirmed  in  his 
opinion  by  many  authorities,  who  thought, 
as  he  did,  that  the  increase  in  the  importa- 
tion of  sugar  would  not  be  by  any  means 
so  great  in  the  course  of  the  year  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  expected  it  would  be. 
But  if  this  increase  did  not  take  place,  a 
very  considerable  amount  must  be  deducted 
from  the  amount  of  revenue  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  expected  to  have.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  calculated  on  an  in- 
creased consumption  of  43,000  tons ;  but 
he  might  be  mistaken ;  and  if  this  increase 
did  not  take  place,  how  could  the  Revenue 
stand  >  He  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  assumed,  that 
the  sugar  which  was  higher  taxed,  would, 
in  this  case,  not  be  brought  in.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  expected  that  15,000  tons 
of  foreign  clayed  sugar  would  produce 
420,000/. ;  5,000  tons  of  foreign  Musco- 
vado sugar  would  produce  116,0001, ;  and 
23,000  tons  of  British  clayed  would  pro- 
duce 375,000/. ;  making  altogether  the  ex- 
pected increase  of  43,000  tons  of  sugar, 
and  producing  91 1,000/.  of  revenue.  This 
911,000/.  of  revenue  depended  entirely  on 
these  43,000  tons  of  sugar  to  be  imported 
into  this  country  beyond  the  greatest 
amount  of  importation  ever  yet  known. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet's  calculatioui  there- 
Core^  iQ  which  be  claimed  no  more^  pn  his 


own  showing,  than  the  paltry  surplus  of 
90,000/.,  depended  after  all,  cm  a  great 
uncertainty  as  to  no  less  a  sum  than 
910,000/. ;  and,  indeed,  if  the  supposition 
should  be  correct  that  East  Indian  sugar 
would  not  pay  the  duty  of  clayed  sugar, 
but  only  that  of  Muscovado,  it  was  per- 
fectly possible  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
estimate  might  fall  short  no  less  than  one 
million  of  what  he  calculated  would  be  his 
revenue;  but,  taking  only  half  that 
amount,  to  the  extent  of  which  he  (Mr.  C. 
Wood)  was  told  by  high  authorities  that  it 
was  perfectly  possible  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet might  be  mistaken,  and  supposing 
that  there  should  be  an  actual  deficiency  at 
the  end  of  the  year  of  one-half  a  million, 
then  it  would  be  found  that  with  an  ln« 
come  Tax  put  on  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
porting the  credit  of  the  country,  and  main- 
taining a  surplus  of  revenue  over  expen- 
diture, the  right  hon.  Baronet,  neverthe- 
less, would  be  left  with  a  deficiency  to  that 
extent.  It  was  true  there  was  the  China 
money  to  set  against  this  half-million ;  but 
still,  giving  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
China  money,  the  Revenue  would  only 
just  equal  the  Expenditure,  and  that  he 
did  not  think  a  right  state  of  things  for 
this  country.  Were  the  House  perfectly 
sure  that  they  would  have  no  expenses 
to  meet  in  the  course  of  the  Session, 
which  had  not  been  announced  to  them 
as  yet  ?  Fie  would  only  refer  to  one  sub- 
ject. A  Report  had  been  made  by  the 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  as  to  Har- 
bours of  Refuge  on  the  South-east  Coast- 
he  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  did  not  know  whether 
the  Report  was  on  the  Table  of  the  House^ 
but  it  had  been  printed  in  all  the  papers, 
and  they  had  recommended  the  establish- 
ment of  certain  Harbours  of  Refuge,  and 
a  station  for  steamers.  He  (Mr.  C.  Wood) 
did  not  say  whether  the  whole  of  the  re- 
commendations of  that  Commission  could 
be  adopted  or  not;  but,  however  that 
might  be,  the  Commissioners  recommended 
works  to  be  undertaken  which  would  cost 
4,000,000/.  and  upwards,  and  he  (Mr.  C. 
Wood)  thought  that  no  time  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  pass  by  before  something  was 
done ;  the  present  year  ought  not  to  pass 
away  without  some  works  being  com- 
menced. Too  much  time  had  been  lost 
already  in  the  inquiry,  and  he  thought  it 
was  absolutely  incumbent  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  these  works  without 
further  Joss  of  time.  That,  of  conrae, 
would  demand  a  large  expenditure.  Un- 
der these  drcumstance^  it  appeared  to  him 
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•year  to  be  49,700,000/.  He  (Mr.  Wood) 
entirely  concurred  in  the  necessity  of  in- 
creasing the  Navy,  of  providing  additional 
fortifications  to  our  ports,  and  of  a  large 
expenditure  for  the  steam  navy )  and  he 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  but  that  the 
whole  of  that  expenditure  would  be  neces- 
sary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  his  Receipts  were— 

£ 

From  ordinary  sources 47,900,000 

Income  Tax 5,200,000 

Making  a  total  receipt  of  . .     53,100,000 
The  Expenditure  was 49,700,000 

Leaving  a  surplus  of    3,400|000 

Now^  with  that  surplus  he  proposed  to 
deal  in  rather  a  summary  way.  He  (Mr. 
Wood)  entirely  concurred  in  the  propriety 
of  leaving  out  of  calculation  the  receipt  of 
the  China  money,  inasmuch  as  that  was  an 
income  of  a  merely  temporary  nature, 
though  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  Em- 
peror of  China  would  properly  fulfil  his 
contract.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed, 
with  a  surplus  of  3,400,000/.,  to  dispose, 
by  one  means  or  another,  of  revenue  to 
the  amount  of  3,310,000/.,  leaving  himself, 
on  his  own  calculation,  an  actual  surplus  of 
only  90,000/.  With  regard  to  the  articles 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed 
to  make  alterations  of  duty,  they  might  be 
divided  into  two  classes^-those  on  which 
merely  a  reduction  of  duty  was  to  take 
place,  and  those  on  which  the  existing  duty 
was  to  be  wholly  repealed,  and  the  repeal 
of  which  would  cause  a  total  loss  of  reve- 
nue. Among  the  latter  was  the  article  of 
glass,  the  duty  on  which  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood) 
believed  to  be  one  of  the  most  objectionable 
duties  in  the  country;  but  still  the  repeal 
of  the  duty  would  be  a  total  loss  to  the 
Hevenue.  The  same  might  be  said  of  the 
reductions  of  the  small  duties ;  the  same  of 
the  abolition  of  the  duties  on  cotton  wool; 
the  same,  or  very  nearly  the  same,  of  the 
reduction  of  the  auction  duty.  He  could 
not  see  that  it  was  a  very  good  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  em- 
ployed in  behalf  of  that  part  of  the  scheme 
which  related  to  the  reduction  of  the  auc- 
tion duty^  that  nobody  had  ever  yet  dis- 
covered that  it  was  a  grievance.  On  this 
subject  he  must  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Goulburn)  to  be  a  little  cautious 
in  future  in  quoting  his  predecessors  in 
office.  He,  of  course,  was  not  aware  what 
communications  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  have  had  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 


(Mr.  F.  Baring),  who  was  at  present  un- 
fortunately absent,  or  what  his  means  of 
knowing  his  right  hon.  Friend's  opinions 
might  be ;  but  he  rather  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  gratui- 
tously assumed  the  statement  which  he 
(Mr.  Goulburn)  had  put  in  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  mouth ;  he  rather  thought  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  held  a  very  different 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  auction  duty 
from  that  which  the  right  hon.  Geu- 
tleman  had  represented  him  to  hold. 
However,  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  did  not 
suppose  that  the  subject  of  the  auction 
duty  would  be  brougnt  before  the  House 
before  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  F. 
Baring)  would  be  able  to  attend  in  his 
place,  and  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  learning  spe- 
cifically what  his  right  hon.  Friend's  opi- 
nion on  the  matter  really  was.  Then,  the 
abolition  of  the  export  duty  on  coals  was 
another  total  loss  to  the  Revenue.  He  was 
not  going  to  give  an  opinion  then  on  the 
policy  of  that  step ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ken- 
dal (Mr.  Warburton)  would  be  very  happy 
to  see  that  duty  taken  off;  for  himself,  he 
should  only  say  that  he  did  not  find  it  very 
easy  to  reconcile  the  wisdom  of  now  taking 
it  off  with  the  wisdom  of  imposing  it  two 
years  ago.  Whether  the  wisdom  lay  in 
putting  it  on  or  taking  it  off  he  could  not 
say ;  but  it  was  beyond  his  skill  to  reconcile 
the  wisdom  of  the  two  courses.  The  duties 
on  these  sources  of  revenue,  then,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  remove  altoge- 
thee ;  they  amounted  on  the  whole  to 
2,000,000/.  sterling,  which  was  so  much 
total  loss  to  the  Revenue.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  not  told  the 
House,  nor  had  the  right  hon.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  told  them,  upon  what 
other  articles  of  revenue  they  expected 
such  an  increase  of  revenue  as  would  make 
up  that  total  loss.  The  risht  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  already  assumed  an  increase  of 
500,000/.  in  the  Excise,  and  he  (Mr.  C« 
Wood)  did  not  expect  that  a  much  greater 
increase  would  take  place  in  that  aepart- 
ment.  Then  there  were  various  partiesi  as 
the  manufacturers  of  paper  and  of  soap,  and 
bricks,  who  were  all  pressing  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  duty,  for  all  whom  a  strong  case 
might  fairly  be  made  out.  All  things  con- 
sidered, then,  he  did  not  expect  any  great 
increase  of  revenue  from  the  Excise,  be- 
yond what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
included  in  his  estimate*  Now,  to  come  to 
the  Customs.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea« 
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of  whom  were  his  particular  friends,  who, 
in  consequence  of  the  reduced  rate  of  in- 
terest had  been  relieved  from  their  embar- 
rassments, and  who  were  consequently  en- 
abled to  undertake  extensive  improvements 
on  their  estates,  which  afforded  advanta- 
geous employment  to  the  poorer  classes. 
Now,  if  this  was  more  generally  the  case, 
it  would  have  a  powerful  effect  in  prevent- 
ing that  excitement  and  agitation  which 
had  been  the  bane  of  Ireland;  and  the  peo- 
ple would  become  industrious,  happy  and 
contented.  If  Parliament  consented  to  re- 
new the  Income  Tax  for  three  years  longer 
they  would  afford  security  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  public  credit;  and  the  spirit  of  en- 
terprise which  had  recently  been  excited  in 
Ireland  would  be  greatly  extended,  with 
most  beneficial  results  to  all  classes  of  the 
people,  especially  to  the  labouring  popula- 
tion. It  was  mainly  in  consequence  of  the 
reduction  in  the  rate  of  interest  on  money 
that  80  many  railways  had  been  projected 
in  Ireland ;  and  he  believed  the  rigid  scru- 
tiny instituted  with  regard  to  those  schemes 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  would  secure  to  per- 
sons who  invested  capital  in  such  Irish  en- 
terprises the  probability  of  certain  remune- 
ration. The  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  G.  Wood)  had  expressed  an  opinion 
that  Ireland  ought  to  be  subject  to  the  In- 
come Tax.  Now,  he  was  ready  to  avow  his 
fconviction  that  the  Irish  nation  owed  a 
debt  of  gratitude  to  Parliament  for  the 
consideration  which  had  been  evinced  to- 
wards her  when  the  Income  Tax  was  im- 
posed ;  and  he  applauded  the  soundness  of 
that  policy  whidn  had  induced  Government 
to  adopt  other  means  for  raising  that  por- 
tion of  the  revenue  which  Ireland  was 
called  upon  to  contribute.  This  circum- 
stance, he  considered,  must  prove  to  the 
Irish  people  the  advantages  they  derived 
from  English  connexion ;  and  he  felt 
bound  to  add  that  in  the  plans  which 
had  been  promulgated  by  Government 
during  the  present  Session,  a  fair  and 
H  kind  consideration  for  the  interests  of 
Ireland  had  been  manifested.  He  con- 
ceived that  the  financial  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  calculated  to  confer  great  be- 
beflt  upon  Ireland.  If  their  proposals 
were  adopted,  the  upper  classes  in  that 
country  would  be  relieved  from  serious 
and  pressing  embarrassments ;  the  farmers 
would  be  enabled,  by  the  extension  of  rail- 
way communication,  to  send  their  stock 
Atia  produce  to  markets  with  economy,  re- 
g^ilarity  and  despatch  ;  and  the  employment 
Kflbided  to  the  lower  classes  would  estrange 


their  minds  from  exciting  political  topics, 
and  induce  them  to  devote  their  energies 
to  the  cultivatiom  of  the  soil,  and  the  im- 
provement of  their  circumstances.  He  be* 
lieved  that  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on 
glass  and  of  the  auction  duty,  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  would  be  a  great 
boon  to  Ireland.  The  latter  measure  had 
he  believed,  been  suggested  by  the  Commis- 
sion presided  over  by  the  Earl  of  Devon,  to 
whom  he  was  happy  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  gratitude.  The  repeal  of 
that  tax,  which  had  led  to  great  abuses, 
and  which  was  absolutely  unprofitable  to 
the  public,  was,  he  considered,  a  most  hu- 
mane and  judicious  step.  He  would  only, 
in  conclusion,  express  his  fervent  hope  that 
the  measures  adopted  by  Parliament  with 
regard  to  Ireland  might  promote  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  that  country. 

Mr.  G.  Bahkes  said,  that  he  felt  assured 
the  hilarity  uhich  had  prevailed  in  the 
House  during  the  speech  of  the  hod.  and 
gallant  Member  was  occasioned  by  the 
gratification  afforded  from  his  account  of 
the  prosperous  condition  of  Ireland;  and 
he  trusted  that  the  Irish  people,  with  that 
sense  of  justice  for  which  they  were  so 
eminently  distinguished,  would  now  insist 
on  bearing  an  equal  share  of  the  taxation 
of  the  Kingdom.  For  he  did  assure  his  hon. 
Friend,  that  there  were  at  this  momenti 
in  many  parts  of  England,  depression  aa 
severe,  distress  as  alarming,  as  any  which 
the  hon.  Member  described  as  having  pre- 
vailed,  and  as  having  been  happily  over- 
come in  the  sister  kingdom.  It  was  a  cir- 
cumstance of  pain  to  bim  and  to  his  friends 
that  they  were  called  upon  at  that  moment 
of  agricultural  depression  to  give  their 
judgment  on  that  important  question,  and 
to  say  whether  or  no  thev  would  for  three 
years  more  endure  that  heavy  tax,  which 
was  imposed  at  a  period  even  when  matters 
seemed  for  this  interest  far  more  flourishing 
than  at  present.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
had  alluded  to  this  interest.  He  had, 
indeed,  no  observations  to  make  in  reply 
to  the  speeches  either  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
or  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  for  they  had  not  in 
any  way  mentioned  or  alluded  to  that  ill- 
terest.  He  (Mr.  Bankes)  could  not  but 
notice  that  circumstance  with  regret,  be- 
cause undoubtedly  the  Govertiment  had 
been  apprised  in  plain  terms  that  great 
distress  did  exist.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  had  taken  occasion  to 
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speak  of  the  predominating  and  prepon- 
derating power  of  the  agricultural  interest 
at  a  time,  as  he  (Mr.  Bankes)  thought, 
not  very  happily  chosen  for  the  observ- 
ation. But  if  it  were  true  that  they  had 
that  predominating  and  preponderating 
power,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  asserted — a  power  so  great  that 
they  could  govern  even  those  who  sat  in 
the  high  places  of  Government,  surely  a 
more  generous  or  a  more  noble  interest 
could  not  be  found ;  for  then  the  Members 
of  that  interest  had  been  thif  creators  and 
promoters  of  the  Budget  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet — of  a  Budget  which'  gave  cvery- 
thine  to  the  manufacturing  and  commer- 
cial interest,  and  did  nothing  for  the  agri. 
cultural.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  had  observed  upon  the  great  at- 
tention which  had  been  paid  to  Manchester 
and  Glasgow,  more  especially  to  regard  to 
the  repeal  of  the  import  duty  upon  raw 
cotton ;  and  he  knew  that  he  gave  expres-* 
sion  to  the  feelings  of  the  whole  agricul- 
tural body  when  he  said,  that  he  rejoiced 
in  the  repeal  of  this  restriction,  trusting 
that  the  manufacturers  would  derive  all  the 
benefit  which  they  anticipated  from  this 
measure,  and  well  assured  that  the  true 
interests  of  manufacture  and  agriculture 
are  so  intimately  involved  the  one  with  the 
other^  that  the  prosperity  of  the  one  must 
lead  to  the  benefit  of  both.  He  felt  no 
jealousv ;  but  he  must  say  that  not  only  in 
the  reduction  of  taxation  and  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  duties,  but  it  was  in  the  increase  of 
expenses  also,  that  the  same  attention  to 
the  naoufactarer  was  observable.  Why 
were  the  Navy  Estimates  to  be  increased 
upwards  of  1,000,000/.  ?  Why  but  be- 
cause that  in  the  China  seas  and  in  the 
Pacific  new  regions  had  opened  to  our 
cororoerce»  and  larger  armaments  were 
required  to  protect  it  Why,  too,  was 
there  no  reduction  in  our  Army  Esti- 
mates? Was  it  that  our  agricultural 
population  being  impoverished  and  dis- 
tressed are  dangerous  and  disaffected? 
Certainly  not  He  believed  that  there  was 
not  at  tbis  moment,  except  for  recruiting, 
one  soldier  in  the  county  that  he  repre- 
sented. But  it  was  to  protect  their  Colo- 
nies. The  army  must  be  so  maintained ; 
and  why  so  protect  our  Colonies,  but  for 
our  commerce  ?  Did  they  complaio  of 
that  ?  Were  they  jealous  of  that  interest  ? 
By  no  means.  But,  then,  if  the  commer- 
cial interest  said  the  agriculturists  were 
all-powerful  and  predominant,  let  them 
pot  be  taunted  with  being  alio  aelfiib  and 


unjust.  The  noble  I^rd,  the  Member  §or 
London,  had  also  alluded  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest;  but  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
as  yet  held  out  great  hopes  to  the  agricul- 
turists if  they  should  look  to  another  go- 
vernment to  nid  them.  The  noble  Lord  had 
not,  indeed,  spoken  so  warmly  against  the 
agricultural  monopoly  as  it  was  called,  as  he 
had  perhaps  at  some  other  periods ;  but  be 
had  alluded  to  a  subject  which  had  before 
not  unfrequently  been  touched  on  in  that 
House,  with  reference  to  the  abolition  of 
protection,  and  which  had  been  referred 
to  in  a  tone  of  triumph.  Ue  meant  the 
noble  Lord's  allusions  to  the  silk  trade, 
with  regard  to  which  the  noble  Lord  said, 
that  up  to  the  moment  when  the  duty  was 
so  greatly  altered,  and  protection  to  oor 
home  manufacture  so  much  reduced,  there 
were  great  variations  from  high  prosperity 
to  low  embarrassment.  At  last,  however, 
the  question  was  settled,  as  they  all  knew, 
by  crushing  entirely  the  ^hole  class  of  peo- 
ple then  existing  by  silk  manufacture  in 
London — a  class  very  large  numerically, 
though  comparatively  small  when  viewed 
iti  comparison  with  that  preponderating 
portion  of  the  population  of  the  Kingdom 
which  depended  upon  agricultural  purtoita* 
With  such  an  instance  before  their  eyes,  of 
destruction  caused  by  the  extinction  of 
a  monopoly  which  protected  that  smaller 
class,  he  trusted  that  they  would  find  in 
that  example  no  inducement  for  abolishing 
the  protection  on  monopoly,  if  they  pleasea 
so  to  call  it,  which  sustained  the  interests 
of  this  far  larger  class.  And  at  the  present 
moment  they  had  this  peculiar  advantage 
in  sustaining  the  argument  in  favour  of 
protection,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dur» 
ham  had  informed  them  that  if  there  were 
a  free  trade  in  com  that  article  would  be 
somewhat  dearer  than  now;  and  be  said 
that  in  the  Channel  Islands,  where  tliem 
was  a  free  trade  in  com,  it  was  sctnallj 
selling  at  a  hi)(her  price  than  here.  They 
were,  then,  as  it  appeared,  at  this  moment 
supporting  a  monopoly  whidi  made  food 
cheap,  with  reference  to  the  present  Vot^ 
those  who  felt  that  they  represented  die* 
tricts  and  people  who  were  greatly  dts* 
tressed,  could  yet  only  act  as  circumstaiioes 
would  enable  them ;  and,  as  they  saw  that 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  wers 
about  to  support  the  proposal  for  an  Iocoom 
Tax, they  could  do  nothing  butaooomnMdnle 
their  votes  to  the  same  propossl ;  Ibr  diey 
had  no  other  choice.  He  snould  osrtaintj 
view  with  very  great  alarm  the  prospect  of 
the  penntoeot  imposition  of  that  tU|  wIm9 
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he  Inew  that  the  farmers  had  been  paying 
it  during  the  past  year  (the  greater  pro- 
portion of  thenij)  out  of  their  capital  in- 
stead of  out  of  their  profits.  His  impres. 
sion  tras^  that  the  farmers^  as  a  class^  were 
ill  able  to  pay  it,  and  he  should  be  glad, 
during  the  discussion  on  these  financial 
measures,  to  support  any  proposition  that 
could  benefit  the  agricultural  community, 
and  hoped  to  find  that  some  opportunity 
for  doing  so  would  be  afforded. 

Mr.  Warburton  was  quite  prepared  to 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax, 
that  if  Government  were  prepared  to  act 
with  energy  in  laying  open  the  industry  of 
the  country  in  those  great  branches  of  trade 
in  which  it  could  be  laid  open,  by  abolish- 
ing great  monopolies,  the  revenue  of  this 
country  might,  in  three  years,  be  made  to 
equal  the  expenditure.  He  altogether  dis- 
approved of  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  with  respect  to  the  differential  du- 
ties upon  sugar,  a  proposal  which  not  only 
went  to  continue  the  differential  duty  in 
favour  of  West  Indian  sugar^  but  to  in- 
crease that  duty.  It  ought  to  be  recollected, 
that  nearly  all  the  West  Indian  sugar  which 
comes  to  this  country,  comes  in  the  state  of 
what  is  called  Muscovado  sugar,  whilst 
that  which  comes  from  the  East  Indies  is 
principally  in  the  state  of  clayed  sugar  ;  so 
that  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  baronet 
was  practically  to  add  2s.  4d.  to  the  dif- 
ferential duty ;  and  make  it  12^  4d.  instead 
of  lOf.  The  sugars  which  came  respect- 
ively from  the  £a8t  Indies  and  the  West 
Indies  might  be  divided  generally  into 
Muscovado  and  clayed  sugar ;  and  it  would 
therefore  be  seen,  that  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  the  effect 
of  increasing  the  differential  duty  to  the 
amount  of  2s.  4d;  with  respect  to  a  great 
portion  of  that  sugar.  He  should  not  have 
risen  on  that  occasion  if  it  had  not  been  to 
lefer  to  some  remarks  which  were  made 
upon  his  observations  on  Friday  night,  on 
the  subject  of  a  Property  and  Income  Tax. 
He  should  on  that  occasion  state  his  belief 
that  the  prosperity  of  the  country  ivould  be 
found  to  increase  if,  instead  of  a  system  of 
indirect  duties  and  taxation,  they  adopted  a 
system  of  direct  taxation.  He  believed, 
that  if  such  a  system  were  adopted  in  pre- 
ference to  that  which  is  now  in  operation, 
the  amount  of  such  direct  taxation  which 
would  reach  the  revenue  would  be  so  much 
larger  than  in  the  case  of  indirect  taxation, 
that  the  country  would  be  greatly  bene- 
fited hj  it.  He  thought,  that  since  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been 


brought  forward,  he  had  been  able  to  notice 
symptoms  in  the  House  of  perceiving  the 
advantage  that  might  be  derived  from  direct 
taxation,  instead  of  the  indirect  taxation 
which  now  prevailed ;  for  they  had  been 
told  the  other  night  of  the  great  service 
which  it  would  prove  to  the  glass  manufac- 
ture, if,  instead  of  the  trammels  under 
which  the  Excise  Laws  placed  that  manu- 
facture at  present,  they  adopted  in  reference 
to  it  a  direct  system  of  taxation.  He  thought 
he  perceived,  in  the  approval  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  a  desire  to 
adopt  a  different  principle  to  that  which  is 
now  applied  to  the  glass  manufacture,  an 
approval  of  the  adoption  of  direct  over  in- 
direct taxation.  He  believed  that  the  direct 
system  would  he  a  great  advantage,  and 
that  the  mass  of  the  artizans  and  small 
traders  would  quickly  participate  in  those 
benefits,  and  join  in  their  approval  of  it. 
However,  considering  the  manner  in  which 
the  present  amount  of  direct  taxation  was 
levied,  he  would  join  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  in  characterising  it  as 
unequal.  He  did  not,  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Donegal,  prefer  that 
direct  tax  to  an  indirect  taxation,  because 
it  did  not  operate  in  the  sister  country,  or 
because  it  had  the  effect  of  forcing  capital 
from  employment  in  England  into  Ireland, 
for  he  did  not  think  that  this  formed  a  re- 
commendation of  the  tax.  The  present 
plan,  as  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, was  to  lay  on  the  Income  Tax  for  a 
limited  period,  and  place  short  annuities  and 
lon^  annuities  on  the  same  policy.  What 
could  be  more  unjust  than  to  tax  short  an- 
nuities and  long  annuities  at  the  same  ratio 
for  a  short  period  ?  That  principle  was  in 
itself  condemnatory.  Let  them  suppose, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  tax  was 
to  be  imposed  for  one  year.  It  was,  in  that 
case,  proposed  that  the  man  who  had  an  in- 
come from  landed  estate,  from  fee  simple, 
and  the  man  who  had  an  income  derived 
from  a  lease  which  was  just  expiring  were 
to  pay  the  same  proportion  ;  what  could  be 
imagined  more  unjust  than  that  ?  It  was 
a  most  unequal  mode  of  levying  the  tax, 
and  was  contrary  to  the  principle  on  which 
direct  taxation  ought  to  be  established. 
Now,  let  them  look  at  the  substitute  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
offered  them  for  that  unequal  and  unjust 
system.  He  could  not  agree  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath ;  for  he  did 
not  care  whether  a  man's  income  arose  from 
his  professional  toil  or  his  manufacturing  or 
commercial  industry;  but  he  maintained 
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anting,  if  they  would,  from  profesaional 
toil,  which  was  worth  only  six  years'  pur- 
chaiOt  pay  in  the  same  proportion  a>  an  an- 
nuity arising  cut  of  landed  estate.  The 
■ubilitute  which  thehon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  offered  was  this,  and  he  (Mr. 
Warburton),  in  looking  at  it,  would  sup- 
pose, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the 
incoine  Tax  was  to  continue  only  fur  the 
space  of  one  year.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Hember  for  Bath  said,  that  he  would  lay 
on  a  beavier  per  centage  on  incomes  from 
land,  or  the  funds,  than  upon  incomes  de- 
rived from  professional  toil,  or  manufac- 
turing or  commercial  exertion.  Why,  he 
would  ask,  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber make  that  distinction  ?  If  he  proposed 
to  lay  on  a  heavier  per  centage  on  the  per- 
lon  who  had  land  in  perpetuity,  or  for  a 
period  subsequent  to  the  expiring  of  the 
year — if  he  taxed  his  rofersiunary  income 
lor  all  the  yean  after  the  expiring  of  the 
Income  Tax — then  that  principle  would 
apply  both  to  the  person  in  pusseuion  ind 
the  person  who  had  the  reversionary  in- 
terest. If  be  would  apply  the  tax  not  only 
to  tbe  income  for  tbe  year  during  which 
the  lax  ahould  be  propoaed  to  continue,  but 
alw  to  •ubaaquenl  years,  then  he  rauxt  on 
the  nme  principle  apply  it  to  those  wbn 
had  a  reveriionary  interest,  for  that  whs  the 
only  mode  by  which  he  could  equalise  such 
taxation.  If  he  proposed  not  only  to  tax 
the  income  during  the  year,  but  also  the 
income  from  landed  or  funded  property 
which  was  to  arise  in  subsequent  years, 
then,  in  order  to  equalise  the  applicatiun 
of  that  principle,  be  ought  to  luy  it  upnn 
those  who  bad  annuities  in  reversiun,  and 
to  tax  parties  in  reversion  would  be  clearly 
impracticable.  If  a  person  expected  a  re- 
version at  the  end  of  three  yean,  it  might 
happen  that  ha  would  not  he  in  poiscssiun 
at  that  period  ;— or  if  his  annuity  were  to 
depend  on  tbe  expiration  of  a  lease,  be 
might  not  be  in  poasession  of  it  at  the  end 
of  three  years.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  fur  Bath  examined  by 
that  light  was  clearly  impracticable  at  well 
as  unjust.  He  wai  of  opinion  that  levying 
this  tax  for  a  limited  period,  was  the  source 
of  its  injustice;  and,  that  the  tuhntitutc 
which  the  hon.  Member  fur  Bath  pniposcd, 
would  be  found  to  be  impracticable.  The 
only  juit  mode  would  be  to  establish  a  syt- 
tem  of  direct  taxation  for  a  longer  period. 
It  wBi  ^lain  that  ita  iiijuiticc  was  propor- 
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as  relieving  agriculture 
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uems  of  taxation,  ought 

at  to  the  remonstrances 

Mressed  him — he  hoped 

per  form  and  a  proper 
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>^ar,  and  in  a  certain 
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where  people  had  had  the  benefit  of  readii 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  speech,  the  great< 
despair  was  felt  throughout  the  count] 
The  farmers  had  hitherto  looked  to  t 
right  hon.  Baronet  as  the  defender 
their  rights;  but  they  now  saw  that 
totally  passed  over  them  in  their  distre 
and  would  not  give  them  any  reli 
after  imposing  upon  landlords  and  tenan 
and  real  property  of  the  country, 
burden  to  the  amount  of  upwards 
2,400,000il,  to  which  they  were  to  su 
mit  for  three  years.  All  he  could  s 
was,  that  agreeing  as  he  did  in  much  tl 
had  been  said  on  both  sides  of  the  Hou 
but  certainly  not  in  that  kind  of  spi 
which  would  tamely  submit  to  every  thi 
which  a  Minister  might  dictate — if  he  stc 
alone  he  would  at  a  future  period  give  anc 
portunity  to  the  House,  and  to  those  coui 
Members  who  were  returned  on  the  faith 
maintaining  certain  principles,  which 
hoped  and  trusted  they  would  carry  out — 
opportunity  of  stating  whether,  in  the  gr< 
remission  of  taxation  which  was  to  ts 
place,  the  agricultural  interest  ought 
ought  not  to  be  benefited.  He  would  oi 
one  suggestion  relative  to  the  Prope 
Tax — if  it  was  to  be  imposed,  let  it 
both  a  Property  and  an  Income  To 
and  he  only  wished  that  in  the  c 
of  the  tenant,  the  right  hon.  Baro 
would  give  an  appeal.  At  present  th 
was  none.  The  tenant  was  taxed  one  I 
of  his  rent,  whether  he  derived  a  profit 
not,  and  he  had  no  appeaL  He  theref 
suggested  this  one  point  for  considerati 
which  would  in  no  way  alter  the  princi 
of  the  Bill.  He  trusted  that  the  measi 
would  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  count 
but  he  could  not  help  regretting  that ' 
agricultural  interest  had  been  wholly  ov 
looked. 

Mr.  Vemo7i  Smith  rose  principally 
the  purpose  of  asking  a  question  of 
right    hon.   Baronet.      Before,    hovits 
he  did  so,  he  wished    to    observe    tl 
in  the   course  of  the  various  schemes 
chances  of  prosperity  which  were  held  o 
and  the  speculations  indulged  in  by 
right  hon.  Baronet,  two  positive  results  oi 
were  shown  to  arise — the  first  that 
agricultural  interest  had  nothing  to  h< 
for  in  the  way  of  relief  from  the  right  h 
Baronet,  or  from  any  other  minister.    1 
hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  professed  t 
he  entertained  no  hope,  and  in  this  set 
ment  he  was  followed  by  other  Meml 
connected  with  the  agricultural  inten 
Although  having  nothing  like  the  intei 
X 
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that  it  was  an  unequal  system  to  make  short 
annuities  and  long  annuities  pay  in  the 
same  proportion — to  make  a  short  annuity, 
aritfing,  if  they  would«  from  professional 
toil,  which  was  worth  only  six  years*  pur- 
chase«  pay  in  the  same  proportion  as  an  an- 
nuity arising  cut  of  landed  estate.  The 
substitute  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  offered  was  this,  and  he  (Mr. 
Warburton)«  in  looking  at  it>  would  sup- 
pose, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the 
Income  Tax  was  to  continue  only  for  the 
space  of  one  year.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  said,  that  he  would  lay 
on  a  heavier  per  centage  on  incomes  from 
land^  or  the  funds,  than  upon  incomes  de- 
rived from  professional  toil,  or  manufac- 
turing or  commercial  exertion.  Why,  he 
would  ask,  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber make  that  distinction  :  If  he  proposed 
to  lay  on  a  heavier  per  centage  on  the  per- 
son who  had  land  in  perpetuity,  or  for  a 
period  subsequent  to  the  expiring  of  the 
year — if  he  taxed  his  reversionary  income 
for  all  the  years  after  the  expiring  of  the 
Income  Tax — ^then  that  principle  would 
apply  both  to  the  person  in  possession  and 
tne  person  who  had  the  reversionary  in- 
terest. If  he  would  apply  the  tax  not  only 
to  the  income  for  the  year  during  which 
the  tax  should  be  proposed  to  continue,  but 
also  to  subsequent  years,  then  he  mutit  on 
the  same  principle  apply  it  to  those  wht) 
had  a  reversionary  interest,  for  that  was  the 
only  mode  by  which  he  could  equalise  such 
taxation.  If  he  proposed  not  only  to  tax 
the  income  during  the  year,  but  also  the 
income  from  landed  or  funded  property 
which  was  to  arise  in  subsequent  years, 
then,  in  order  to  equalise  the  application 
of  that  principle,  he  ought  to  lay  it  upon 
those  who  had  annuities  in  reversion,  and 
to  tax  parties  in  reversion  would  be  clearly 
impracticable.  If  a  person  expected  a  re- 
version at  the  end  of  three  years,  it  might 
happen  that  he  would  not  be  in  possession 
at  that  period ;— or  if  his  annuity  were  to 
depend  on  the  expiration  of  a  lease,  he 
might  not  be  in jpoasession  of  it  at  the  end 
of  three  years.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  examined  by 
that  light  was  clearly  impracticable  as  well 
as  unjust.  He  was  of  opinion  that  levying 
this  tax  for  a  limited  period,  was  the  source 
of  its  injustice  i  and,  that  the  substitute 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  proposed, 
would  be  found  to  be  impracticable.  The 
only  just  mode  would  be  to  establish  a  sys- 
tem of  direct  taxation  for  a  longer  period. 
It  wai  plain  that  its  injustice  was  propor- 


tionate to  the  shortness  of  the  period  for 
which  it  was  established ;  and  the  only  way 
by  which  it  could  be  made  just  was  bv 
making  it  permanent,  but  he  did  not  think 
that  there  was  any  probability  of  its  being 
made  so.  If  he  thought  that  there  was  tho 
smallest  chance  of  defeating  the  plan- 
looking  at  it  as  a  tax  for  only  three  years- 
he  should — although  he  differed  in  almost 
every  political  opinion  from  the  hon.  Mem« 
her  for  Dorsetshire, — vote  with  that  Gen^ 
tleman.  He  believed,  however,  there  was 
no  chance  of  effecting  such  an  alteration  in 
the  measure  proposed  as  would  make  such 
a  system  of  direct  taxation  just  and  equal. 

Mr.  JR.  Falmer  could  add  his  testimony 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dor. 
setshire,  as  to  the  view  which  the  agricul* 
turists  took  of  the  proposed  measures  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  for  he  was  able  to 
state  that  great  disappointment  prevailed 
throughout  the  country  amongst  those  who 
were  connected  with  agriculture,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  distribution  of  taxation 
which  had  been  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  his  speech  on  Friday  nighL 
So  one  who  heard  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  introducing  his  financial 
measures,  could  fail  to  admire  the  talent 
and  ability  which  he  exhibited.  In  his 
power  of  making  a  financial  statement*  he 
exceeded  any  Minister  whom  he  remem- 
bered ;  and  he  only  regretted  that,  in  the 
able  display  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaq 
on  Friday  night,  be  had  not  dwelt  more 
upon  the  condition  of  those  whose  whole 
subsistence  was  derived  from  the  land,  and 
whose  profits  had  been  decreasing  for  the 
last  three  years.  It  was  supposed  by  that 
class — he  could  not  say  whether  justly  or 
not— that  the  depression  which  existed 
amongst  agriculturists^  and  the  decrease  of 
their  profits  for  the  last  three  years,  had 
been  produced  by  the  measures  affecting 
agriculture  which  had  been  introduced  dur- 
ing that  period :  and,  under  those  circum« 
stances,  he  did  not  think  it  was  too  much 
for  them  to  look  forward  to  some  propor 
sition  for  the  relief  of  agriculture  lo  the 
Budget;  particularly  when,  previous  to 
its  being  laid  before  the  House,  it  had 
been  ascertained  that  there  was  so  much 
surplus  revenue.  He  regretted  very  much 
that  no  such  proposition  bad  been  made ; 
and  that  when  such  a  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion was  proposed^  the  agriculturbts  had 
been  passed  unnoticed,  or,  at  least,  noS 
mentioned  until  the  last  line  or  two,  ac- 
cording to  the  reports  of  the  right  bon. 
Baronet's  speech  which  be  bad  seen.    It 
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was  true  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet^might 
expect  the  financial  measures  which  he 
proposed  would  he  beneficial  to  the  com- 
piercial  and  agricultural  interests ;  and  he 
hoped  that  in  such  an  anticipation  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  be  mistaken  ; 
hut  there  was  still  a  considerable  degree  of 
disappointment  experienced  amongst  the 
agricultural  class.  He  would  nut  contend 
that  the  reduction  of  taxation  which  was 
proposed,  would  not  be  generally  beneficial ; 
for  80  extensive  a  reduction  as  three  millions 
and  a  half  must  be  felt  somewhere.  He 
hoped  it  would  be  felt  by  all  parts  of  the 
community;  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
it  would  be  felt  by  the  agricultural  portion 
of  the  population,  in  common  with  others. 
He  had  heard  with  satisfaytion,  when  the 
renewal  of  the  Income  Tax  for  three  years 
was  proposed,  an  opinion  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  if  the  House  con- 
sented to  its  continuance,  it  wai  probable 
the  Government  would  be  enabled  to  pro- 
pose its  remission  at  the  end  of  that  period ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Palmer)  had  a  strong  opinion 
that  his  impression  was  correct  from  what 
he  had  heard  at  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  hoped  that  the  time  was  not 
far  distant  when  thev  might  look  for  the 
remission  of  the  tax  altogether,  for  it  would 
be  an  intolerable  evil  if  it  were  made  per- 
manent. He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  and  other  Gentlemen 
(^posite  as  to  the  odiousness  of  the  tax ; 
and  he  remembered  when  a  Nobleman,  not 
now  in  the  House,  brought  forward  in  the 
House  of  Commons  a  proposition  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax,  and  it  was  sug- 
gested that  a  Property  Tax  should  be  laid 
on  instead,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  made 
use  of  very  nearly  the  same  expressions 
with  respect  to  the  Income  Tax  which  were 
now  used  at  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
In  1842,  when  the  question  was  under  dis- 
cussion, he  expressed  his  opinion  that  the 
mode  proposed  of  levying  the  tax  was  un- 
equal and  unjust — namely,  that  those  per- 
sons whose  incomes  arose  from  permanent 
property,  or  who  had  property  in  the  funds, 
which  they  could  leave  to  whom  they 
pleased,  and  who,  consequently,  had  a 
greater  stake  in  the  country,  should  be 
placed  under  the  same  circumstances  with 
respect  to  the  tax  as  those  whose  income 
was  of  a  fluctuating  character.  He  at  that 
time  expressed  his  opinion  that  ihose  whose 
incomes  arose  from  permanent  property 
ought  to  pay  a  larger  per  centage  than 
tb^  whose  income  arose  from  trades  or 
profesiionsi  and  whose  income  was  conse* 


quently  of  a  fluctuating  character.  He  stated 
that  three  years  ago,  and  he  was  still  of 
the  same  opinion  ;  and  he  should  vote  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
if  it  were  not  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would,  if  carried, 
have  the  eflect  of  leaving  out  altogether 
from  the  operation  of  the  tax  all  trades, 
professions,  or  offices.  He  was  of  opinio|i 
that  those  who  came  under  that  denominar 
tioD  should  not  be  taxed  in  the  same  pre* 
portion  as  those  whose  incomes  were  of  a 
more  permanent  description  ;  but  then  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  would  89^ 
that  the  Amendment,  unless  he  was  mis- 
taken, proposed  to  omit  them  altogether.  His 
opinion  as  to  the  inequality  of  the  mode  of 
imposing  the  tax  was  unchanged ;  and  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
proposed  a  Motion  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  making  it  more  equal  in  i(8  opera* 
tion,  he  (Mr.  Palmer)  should  willingly  vot^ 
with  him ;  but  he  could  not  support  a  pro* 
position  which,  if  he  were  not  mistaken, 
would  omit  the  incomes  arising  from  pro* 
fessious,  employments,  or  offices,  from  thp 
Schedule. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Gibson  said,  that  to  the  com- 
plaints of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dorsetshire,  of  the  neglect  of  the  agri* 
cultural  interest,  the  inost  appropriate  an* 
swer  which  could  be  jgiven  was  that  which 
had  been  given  on  a  former  occas^ion  by  the 
right  hon.  Barouet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  with  respect  to 
Ireland,  namely,  that  concession  had  been 
carried  to  its  farthest  limits.  It  would  be 
highly  satisfactory  to  the  House  if  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Palmer)  and  his  Friends 
could  point  out  the  particular  grievances  of 
which  they  complained,  and  explain  how 
they  aflected  them.  He  had,  on  the  con^ 
trary,  heard  it  stated,  that  the  agricultural 
interest  had  been  favoured  with  great  ex« 
emptions  in  the  distribution  of  the  national 
burdens,  and  that  care  had  been  taken  to 
throw  the  largest  amount  of  those  burdens 
on  the  manufacturing  and  commercial  com* 
munity,  and  that  in  the  imposition  of  many 
important  items  of  taxation  the  agricuU 
turists  were  left  out.  The  immediate  ques- 
tion before  the  House  now,  however,  was 
the  Income  Tax,  and  to  that  he  should 
apply  himself;  and  though  he  felt  ci  little 
difficulty  with  respect  to  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  yet 
he  could  not  go  altogether  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kendal,  although  he  agreed 
with  him  that«  when  a  man  g^ts  rid  of  his 
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income^  he  also  gets  rid  of  his  Income  Tax. 
It  was  quite  true  that,  at  the  end  of  all 
time,  if  a  man  could  be  supposed  to  be  im- 
mortal,  and  to  have  enjoyed  his  income 
during  all  time,  he  would  have  paid  bis  tax 
constantly,  if  it  were  permanent;  whilst 
the  more  fortunate  individual,  who  lost  his 
income  after  the  lapse  of  three  or  four 
years,  would  have  escaped  the  tax,  by  the 
loss  of  his  income,  and  could  not  make  a 
similar  complaint.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  a  different  measure  of  proportions 
ought  to  be  applied  to  the  income  arising 
from  professional  and  commercial  exertion, 
from  that  which  arose  from  permanent 
property ;  but  he  was  not  disposed  to  leave 
out  altogether  the  incomes  arising  from 
professional  and  commercial  exertion.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  thought  that 
offices,  and  professions,  and  trades,  ought 
not  to  pay  some  Income  Tax ;  and  the  most 
reasonable  plan  appeared  to  him  to  be,  as 
had  been  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  to  capitalise  property 
for  that  purpose.  In  the  Income  Tax  of 
1692  he  found,  on  reading  over  the  state- 
ments referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  that  in  manufactures  and  trade 
the  value  of  the  capital  employed  was 
taken.  Then  the  Income  Tax  was  calcu- 
lated upon  the  interest  which  was  com* 
puted  to  be  received.  If  a  manufacturer's 
mill  and  machinery  were  worth,  say  100/., 
and  the  profits  of  his  business  were  expected 
to  realise  5  per  cent.,  then  such  a  person 
had  to  pay  a  tax  of  5/..  In  1692,  the 
amount  was  4s,  in  the  pound*  That  was 
a  time  when  the  country  was  much  in 
want  of  money ;  and,  therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment was  unwilling  to  remit  any  tax. 
There  was  a  war  with  France,  and  taxa- 
tion was  carried  to  that  extent  that  there 
were  taxes  upon  births,  upon  marriages 
and  burials,  upon  widowers  and  bachelors  ; 
but  even  then,  it  was  not  thought  right  to 
put  the  same  tax  upon  trades  and  profcs. 
siona  as  upon  real  property.  If  this  had 
been  done  before,  why  might  it  not  be 
done  now?  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  roost  reasonable  proposition  would  be 
to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
whether  or  not  the  same  amount  should  be 
imposed  upon  trades  and  professions  as 
upon  real  property,  and  if  not,  what  amount 
should  be  levied  upon  the  former,  and  also 
whether  a  less  inquisitorial  mode  could  not 
be  devised  of  assessing  the  tax  upon  trades 
and  profeasions.  Considering  it  to  be  un- 
just to  impose  the  same  duty  upon  trades 
and  professions  as  upon  real  property,  he 


should  give  his  vote  in  support  of  die  Mo* 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  j  but  he 
should  have  preferred  it  if  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  allowed  the  pre* 
sent  proposition  to  pass,  and  taken  an  op« 
portunity  in  Committee  to  propose  Amend- 
ments  to  effect  the  object  which  he  now 
had  in  view. 

Mr.  Miles  candidly  confessed  that  seeing 
the  situation  of  the  country,  knowing  that 
to  establish  credit  on  the  firmest  basis  was 
the  surest  sign  of  prosperity  in  a  country, 
and  feeling  that  no  reduction  of  taxation 
upon  land  could  be  obtained  without  an 
Income  Tax  carried  on  for  three  or  four 
years  longer,  he  felt  that  to  give  activity 
to  commerce  and  manufactures,  and  in 
some  degree  to  alleviate  the  indirect  tax- 
ation upon  agriculture,  the  Income  Tax 
would  be  on  the  whole  beneficial  to  the 
country.  He  did  not  mean  if  rendered 
permanent;  he  meant  that  it  should  be 
continued  only  for  a  short  time.  If  he 
were  asked  whether  we  should  endeavoar 
to  relieve  industry  by  rendering  it  per- 
manent, he  should  say  not.  StiU  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  intro- 
duced the  measure  with  the  best  inten- 
tions ;  but  that  he  had  not  considered  all 
the  interests  that  were  concerned.  He 
found  that  commerce  and  manufacturea 
were  in  a  flourishing  condition  if  compared 
with  the  state  they  had  been  in  two  or 
three  years  ago;  but  he  found  agricul- 
ture depressed,  and  yet  no  attempt  was 
made  indirectly  to  relieve  agriculture ;  by 
direct  means  he  believed  it  to  be  impossible. 
He  was  not  one  who  would  stand  up  in 
that  House  and  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  take  off  the  Malt  Tax,  because,  in  the 
first  place  he  knew  the  surplus  would  not 
allow  it,  and  in  the  next  place  the  agricul- 
turists, if  they  made  such  a  demand,  would 
be  looked  upon  as  endeavouting  to  mono- 
polise everything  that  could  be  remitted 
in  the  way  of  taxation ;  but  when  there 
was  a  suqilus  of  three  millions  and  up- 
wards, he  thought  agriculture  should  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  concurrently 
with  commerce  and  manufactures,  and  con- 
sidering the  party  which  supported  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  small  remission  of 
indirect  taxation  which  had  taken  plaee» 
and  the  great  power  that  now  presented 
itself  by  the  reduction  of  the  ooanty 
rates  of  materially  relieving  agricultnre 
while  there  would  be  also  a  great  ten* 
dency  thereby  to  benefit  the  nataon  ge- 
nerally, by  placing  those  ratea  under 
better  gutdanoe  and  a  more  rsgiilar  im« 
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nagementy  and  thus  relieving  agriculture 
from  a  great  pressure  which  existed  upon 
ity  he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
ought  not  to  have  neglected  such  an  op- 
portunity. But  at  the  same  time  he  must 
say  he  gave  the  right  hon.  Baronet  credit 
for  the  remission  of  the  taxes  upon  raw 
material,  upon  cotton,  and  upon  glass ;  and 
after  he  had  said  that,  he  must  add  that  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  re- 
mitting other  large  items  of  taxation,  ought 
to  have  turned  an  ear  to  the  remonstrances 
of  those  who  had  addressed  him — he  hoped 
and  trusted  in  a  proper  form  and  a  proper 
spirit— thoroughly  setting  forth  their  case, 
not  in  the  words  of  noble  Lords  or  hon. 
Members  of  that  House,  but  in  the  words 
of  farmers  practically  acquainted  with  agri- 
culture, and  knowing  its  condition  and  its 
wants.  He  must  say  that  he,  as  an  at- 
tentive observer  of  all  that  had  passed  at  the 
deputation  to  which  he  alluded,  thought 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  touched  by  the 
representations  which  were  made  to  him. 
As  the  farmers  had  no  Board  of  Trade,  they 
had  nothing  for  their  protection  but  the 
▼oices  of  their  Representatives  in  that 
House.  He  was  sorry  to  find  that  their 
hopes  had  been  dashed  from  them.  The 
amount  of  2,465,000/.  Income  Tax  was 
contributed  by  the  real  property  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  out  of  the  total  of 
4,090,000/. ;  and  yet,  although  real  pro. 
perty  contributed  to  this  extent,  there  was 
not  a  single  tax  touched  by  which  the 
landed  interest  would  be  benefited^  while 
a  great  remission  of  taxation  was  granted 
to  manufactures  and  commerce.  He  had 
always  defended  protection  to  agriculture, 
on  the  ground  that  what  was  a  benefit  to 
one  class  must  benefit  the  other ;  and  now 
he  felt  that  the  lower  classes  must  be  greatly 
benefited  by  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
cotton,  the  duty  on  sugar,  and  in  a  certain 
d^ree  by  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
glass.  The  only  time  that  he  had  heard 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  mention  agricul- 
ture in  his  speech  of  the  other  evening  was 
in  making  reference  to  the  auction  duty. 
The  landed  interest  were  not  asking  for 
any  reduction  as  landlords,  and  he  believed 
that  as  regarded  the  auction  duty  the 
landlord  would  be  the  only  party  benefited, 
becau8e,if  a  saleof  agricultural  produce  took 
place  at  a  farm  no  auction  duty  was  charged. 
It  was  for  the  tenantry  that  he  spoke.  He 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  from 
the  letters  he  had  received,  and  from  the 
general  gloom  which  pervaded  those  coun- 
ties in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  metropolis, 
VOL.LXXVII.    {JjaS} 


where  people  had  had  the  benefit  of  reading 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  speech,  the  greatest 
despair  was  felt  throughout  the  country. 
The  farmers  had  hitherto  looked  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  as  the  defender  of 
their  rights;  but  they  now  saw  that  he 
totally  passed  over  them  in  their  distress, 
and  would  not  give  them  any  relief, 
after  imposing  upon  landlords  and  tenants, 
and  real  property  of  the  country,  a 
burden  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of 
2,400,000/1,  to  which  they  were  to  sub- 
mit for  three  years.  All  he  could  say 
was,  that  agreeing  as  he  did  in  much  that 
had  been  said  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
but  certainly  not  in  thai  kind  of  spirit 
which  would  tamely  submit  to  everything 
which  a  Minister  might  dictate — if  he  stood 
alone  he  would  at  a  future  period  give  an  op- 
portunity to  the  House,  and  to  those  county 
Members  who  were  returned  on  the  faith  of 
maintaining  certain  principles,  which  he 
hoped  and  trusted  they  would  carry  out — an 
opportunity  of  stating  whether,  in  the  great 
remission  of  taxation  which  was  to  take 
place,  the  agricultural  interest  ought  or 
ought  not  to  be  benefited.  He  would  ofier 
one  suggestion  relative  to  the  Property 
Tax — if  it  was  to  be  imposed,  let  it  be 
both  a  Property  and  an  Income  Tax; 
and  he  only  wished  that  in  the  case 
of  the  tenant,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  give  an  appeal.  At  present  there 
was  none.  The  tenant  was  taxed  one  half 
of  his  rent,  whether  he  derived  a  profit  or 
not,  and  he  had  no  appeal.  He  therefore 
suggested  this  one  point  for  consideration, 
which  would  in  no  way  alter  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  He  trusted  that  the  measure 
would  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  country, 
but  he  could  not  help  regretting  that  the 
agricultural  interest  had  been  wholly  over- 
looked. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  rose  principally  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  a  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  Before,  however, 
he  did  so,  he  wished  to  observe  that 
in  the  course  of  the  various  schemes  or 
chances  of  prosperity  which  were  held  out, 
and  the  speculations  indulged  in  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  two  positive  results  only 
were  shown  to  arise — the  first  that  the 
agricultural  interest  had  nothing  to  hope 
for  in  the  way  of  relief  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  or  from  any  other  minister.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  professed  that 
he  entertained  no  hope,  and  in  this  senti- 
ment he  was  followed  by  other  Members 
connected  with  the  agricultural  interest. 
Although  having  nothing  like  the  interest 
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income}  he  also  gets  rid  of  hia  Income  Tax. 
It  was  quite  true  that,  at  the  end  of  all 
time,  if  a  man  could  be  supposed  to  be  im- 
mortal, and  to  have  enjoyed  his  income 
during  all  time,  be  would  have  paid  his  tax 
constantly,  if  it  were  permanent;  whilst 
the  more  fortunate  individual,  who  lost  his 
income  after  the  lapse  of  three  or  four 
jearsy  would  have  escaped  the  tax,  by  the 
loss  of  his  income,  and  could  not  make  a 
similar  complaint.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  a  different  measure  of  proportions 
ought  to  be  applied  to  the  income  arising 
from  professional  and  commercial  exertion, 
from  that  which  arose  from  permanent 
property ;  but  he  was  not  disposed  to  leave 
out  altogether  the  incomes  arising  from 
professional  and  commercial  exertion.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  thought  that 
offices,  and  professions,  and  trades,  ought 
not  to  pay  some  Income  Tax ;  atid  the  most 
reasonable  plan  appeared  to  him  to  be,  as 
had  been  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  to  capitalise  property 
for  that  purpose.  In  the  Income  Tax  of 
1692  he  found,  on  reading  over  the  state- 
ments referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  that  in  manufactures  and  trade 
the  value  of  the  capital  employed  was 
taken.  Then  the  Income  Tax  was  calcu- 
lated upon  the  interest  which  was  com- 
puted to  be  received.  If  a  manufacturer's 
mill  and  machinery  were  worth,  say  100/., 
and  the  profits  of  his  business  were  expected 
to  realise  5  per  cent.,  then  such  a  person 
had  to  pay  a  tax  of  5/..  in  1692,  the 
amount  was  4s.  in  the  pound.  That  was 
a  time  when  the  country  was  much  in 
want  of  money ;  and,  therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment was  unwilling  to  remit  any  tax. 
There  was  a  war  with  France,  and  taxa- 
tion was  carried  to  that  extent  that  there 
were  taxes  upon  births,  upon  marriages 
and  burials,  upon  widowers  and  bachelors  ; 
but  even  then,  it  was  not  thought  right  to 
put  the  same  tax  upon  trades  and  profes. 
sions  as  upon  real  property.  If  this  had 
been  done  before,  why  might  it  not  be 
done  now?  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  most  reasonable  proposition  would  be 
to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
whether  or  not  the  same  amount  should  be 
imposed  upon  trades  and  professions  as 
upon  real  property,  and  if  not,  what  amount 
should  be  levied  upon  the  former,  and  also 
whether  a  less  inquisitorial  mode  could  not 
be  devised  of  assessing  the  tax  upon  trades 
and  professions.  Considering  it  to  be  un- 
just to  impose  the  same  duty  upon  trades 
and  professions  as  upon  real  property,  he 


should  give  his  vote  in  support  of  the  Mo* 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  ;  but  he 
should  have  preferred  it  if  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  allowed  the  pre- 
sent proposition  to  pass,  and  taken  an  op- 
portunity in  Committee  to  propose  Amend- 
ments to  effect  the  object  which  he  now 
had  in  view. 

Mr.  Miles  candidly  confessed  that  seeing 
the  situation  of  the  country,  knowing  that 
to  establish  credit  on  the  firmest  basis  was 
the  surest  sign  of  prosperity  in  a  country, 
and  feeling  that  no  reduction  of  taxation 
upon  land  could  be  obtained  without  an 
Income  Tax  carried  on  for  three  or  four 
years  longer,  he  felt  that  to  give  activity 
to  commerce  and  mannfiictures,  and  in 
some  degree  to  alleviate  the  indirect  tax- 
ation upon  agriculture,  the  Income  Tax 
would  be  on  the  whole  beneficial  to  the 
country.  He  did  not  mean  if  rendered 
permanent ;  he  meant  that  it  should  be 
continued  only  for  a  short  time.  If  he 
were  asked  whether  we  should  endeavoor 
to  relieve  industry  by  rendering  it  per- 
manent, he  should  say  not.  Still  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  intro- 
duced the  measure  with  the  best  inten- 
tions ;  but  that  he  had  not  considered  all 
the  interests  that  were  concerned.  He 
found  that  commerce  and  manufactures 
were  in  a  flourishing  condition  if  compared 
with  the  state  thev  had  been  in  two  or 
three  years  ago;  but  he  found  agricul- 
ture depressed,  and  yet  no  attempt  was 
made  indirectly  to  relieve  agriculture ;  by 
direct  means  he  believed  it  to  be  impossible. 
He  was  not  one  who  would  stand  up  in 
that  House  and  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  take  off  the  Malt  Tax,  because,  in  the 
first  place  he  knew  the  surplus  would  not 
allow  it,  and  in  the  next  place  the  agricul- 
turists, if  they  made  such  a  demand,  would 
be  looked  upon  as  endeavouting  to  mono- 
polize everything  that  could  be  remitted 
in  the  way  of  taxation  ;  but  when  there 
was  a  surplus  of  three  millions  and  up- 
wards, he  thought  agriculture  should  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  concurrently 
with  commerce  and  manufactures,  and  con- 
sidering the  party  which  supported  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  small  remission  of 
indirect  taxation  which  had  taken  place, 
and  the  great  power  that  now  presented 
itself  by  the  reduction  of  the  county 
rates  of  materially  relieving  agriculture 
while  there  would  be  also  a  great  ten« 
dency  thereby  to  benefit  the  nation  ge- 
nerally, by  placing  those  rates  under 
better  guidance  and  a  more  regular  ma* 
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nagementy  and  thus  relieving  agriculture 
from  a  great  pressure  which  existed  upon 
it,  he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
ought  not  to  have  neglected  such  an  op- 
portunity. But  at  the  same  time  he  must 
say  he  gave  the  right  hon.  Baronet  credit 
for  the  remission  of  the  taxes  upon  raw 
material,  upon  cotton,  and  upon  glass ;  and 
after  he  had  said  that,  he  must  add  that  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  re- 
mitting other  large  items  of  taxation,  ought 
to  have  turned  an  ear  to  the  remonstrances 
of  those  who  had  addressed  him — he  hoped 
and  trusted  in  a  proper  form  and  a  proper 
spirit—thoroughly  setting  forth  their  case, 
not  in  the  words  of  noble  Lords  or  hon. 
Members  of  that  House,  but  in  the  words 
of  farmers  practically  acquainted  with  agri- 
culture, and  knowing  its  condition  and  its 
wants.  He  must  say  that  he,  as  an  at- 
tentive observer  of  all  that  had  passed  at  the 
deputation  to  which  he  alluded,  thought 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  touched  by  the 
representations  which  were  made  to  him. 
As  the  farmers  had  no  Board  of  Trade,  they 
bad  nothing  for  their  protection  but  the 
voices  of  their  Representatives  in  that 
House.  He  was  sorry  to  find  that  their 
hopes  had  been  dashed  from  them.  The 
amount  of  2,465,000/.  Income  Tax  was 
contributed  by  the  real  property  in  Eng. 
land  and  Wales  out  of  the  total  of 
4,090,000/. :  and  yet,  although  real  pro- 
perty contributed  to  this  extent,  there  was 
not  a  single  tax  touched  by  which  the 
landed  interest  would  be  benefited,  while 
a  great  remission  of  taxation  was  granted 
to  manufactures  and  commerce.  He  had 
always  defended  protection  to  agriculture, 
on  the  ground  that  what  was  a  benefit  to 
one  dass  must  benefit  the  other ;  and  now 
be  felt  that  the  lower  classes  must  be  greatly 
benefited  by  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
cotton,  the  duty  on  sugar,  and  in  a  certain 
degree  by  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
glan.  The  only  time  that  he  had  heard 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  mention  agricul- 
ture in  his  speech  of  the  other  evenine  was 
in  makine  reference  to  the  auction  duty. 
The  landed  interest  were  not  asking  for 
any  reduction  as  landlords,  and  he  believed 
that  as  regarded  the  auction  duty  the 
landlord  would  be  the  only  party  benefited, 
becau8e,if  a  saleof  agricultural  produce  took 
place  at  a  farm  no  auction  duty  was  charged. 
It  was  for  the  tenantry  that  he  spoke.  He 
oould  assure  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  from 
the  letters  he  had  received,  and  from  the 
general  gloom  which  pervaded  those  coun- 
ties in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  metropolis, 
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where  people  had  had  the  benefit  of  reading 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  speech,  the  greatest 
despair  was  felt  throughout  the  country* 
The  farmers  had  hitherto  looked  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  as  the  defender  of 
their  rights;  but  they  now  saw  that  he 
totally  passed  over  them  in  their  distress, 
and  would  not  give  them  any  relief, 
after  imposing  upon  landlords  and  tenants, 
and  real  property  of  the  country,  a 
burden  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of 
2,400,000/.,  to  which  they  were  to  sub- 
mit for  three  years.  All  he  could  say 
was,  that  agreeing  as  he  did  in  much  that 
had  been  said  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
but  certainly  not  in  that  kind  of  spirit 
which  Would  tamely  submit  to  everything 
which  a  Minister  might  dictate — if  he  stood 
alone  he  would  at  a  futureperiod  give  anop- 
nortunity  to  the  House,  and  to  those  county 
Members  who  were  returned  on  the  faith  of 
maintaining  certain  principles,  which  he 
hoped  and  trusted  they  would  carry  out — an 
opportunity  of  stating  whether,  in  the  great 
remission  of  taxation  which  was  to  take 
place,  the  agricultural  interest  ought  or 
ought  not  to  be  benefited.  He  would  ofiTer 
one  suggestion  relative  to  the  Property 
Tax — if  it  was  to  be  imposed,  let  it  be 
both  a  Property  and  an  Income  Tax; 
and  he  only  wished  that  in  the  case 
of  the  tenant,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  give  an  appeal.  At  present  there 
was  none.  The  tenant  was  taxed  one  half 
of  his  rent,  whether  he  derived  a  profit  or 
not,  and  he  had  no  appeal.  He  therefore 
suggested  this  one  point  for  consideration, 
which  would  in  no  way  alter  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  He  trusted  that  the  measure 
would  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  country, 
but  he  could  not  help  regretting  that  the 
agricultural  interest  had  been  wholly  over* 
looked. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  rose  principally  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  a  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  Before,  however, 
he  did  so,  he  wished  to  observe  that 
in  the  course  of  the  various  schemes  or 
chances  of  prosperity  which  were  held  out, 
and  the  speculations  indulged  in  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  two  positive  results  only 
were  shown  to  arise — the  first  that  the 
agricultural  interest  had  nothing  to  hope 
for  in  the  way  of  relief  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  or  from  any  other  minister.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  professed  that 
he  entertained  no  hope,  and  in  this  senti- 
ment he  was  followed  by  other  Members 
connected  with  the  agricultural  interest. 
Although  baring  nothing  like  the  interest 
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which  those  hoD.  Gentlemen  had  in  agri- 
culture, yet  having  some  small  stake  in 
that  interest,  he  trusted  they  would  per- 
mit him  to  ask  of  them  not  to  follow  at 
the  heels  of  any  Minister,  but  apply  them- 
selves to  show  to  the  country  what  the 
real  condition  of  agriculture  was — ^lie  be- 
lieved it  to  be  one  of  distress  —and  if  they 
did  labour  under  such  burdens  as  were 
often  complained  of  on  their  part,  to  show 
them  to  the  public.  His  belief  was,  that 
although  the  landed  interest  were  not  sub- 
ject to  burdens  of  general  taxation  from 
which  other  classes  were  free,  yet  that 
they  had  local  taxes  to  which  others  were 
not  subject.  But  on  that  topic  they  were 
silent.  Except  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  not  a 
word  had  been  said  respecting  it ;  and  a 
Report,  containing  as  much  valuable  infor- 
mation as  in  any  document  ever  presented 
to  that  House,  had  been  suffered  to  lie  on 
the  Table  for  two  years  without  any  notice 
whatever  being  taken  of  it,  although  it 
was  therein  stated  that  without  even  any 
alteration  of  local  taxation,  but  simply 
by  a  better  arrangement  of  it,  great  econo- 
my and  saving  might  be  effected  for  the 
country.  To  these  topics  the  agricultural 
classes  ought  to  apply  themselves,  seeing 
that  they  nad  no  hope  from  the  Minister. 
These  subjects  were  worthy  of  their  ener- 
ffies,  and  would  place  them  before  that  public 
in  a  better  positi(m  than  any  in  which  they 
had  ever  stood  before.  He  did  not  trouble 
them  with  such  advice  as  their  enemies 
and  some  of  their  Friends  did— to  apply  to 
the  cultivation  of  their  lands.  Whenever 
thev  complained  of  distress  they  were  asked, 
"Why  do  you  not  cultivate  your  lands 
better?  "  and  their  answer  was,  "  Because 
we  have  not  capital  to  cultivate  them 
with ;"  and  a  very  good  answer  it  was ; 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  desirable  for 
both  landlords  and  tenants  to  exhibit  them- 
selves in  such  a  position  before  the  country 
as  would  show  the  reality  of  their  distress. 
The  only  other  positive  result  was,  as  had 
been  said  by  his  Friends  at  that  side  of 
the  House,  that  they  were  about  to  saddle 
the  country  with  a  permanent  Income  Tax. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  might  fairly 
ask  him  why,  if  he  thought  it  was  intended 
to  be  permanent,  he  did  not  vote  with  him 
as  he  nad  done  on  the  Motion  which  he  had 
made  in  1842,  for  a  more  moderate  assess- 
ment of  professions  and  trades  ?  He  would 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  why. 
Although  he  believed  the  tax  would  be  per- 
manent as  a  tax,  he  believed  that  at  the  ex- 


piration of  a  limited  time  the  House  would 
be  in  a  position  to  consider  its  details,  and 
he  thought  that  at  the  end  of  the  proposed 
interval  they  might  have  such  a  surplus 
as  would  enable  them  to  entertain  some 
such  proposition  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath ;  and  seeing  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  about  to  under- 
take a  great  measure,  he  preferred  endea- 
vouring to  bring  up  the  Revenue  by  means 
of  the  Income  Tax,  according  to  his  pro- 
position, rather  than  risk  its  diminution, 
according  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon* 
Member  for  Bath,  because  in  three  years* 
time  he  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
taking  his  stand  against  anythme  that  waa 
oppressive  in  that  tax.  It  would  be  idle 
of  him  to  rail  against  a  tax  which  he  waa 
prepared  to  support  by  his  vote,  further 
than  to  say  that  the  tax  was  an  objectionable 
and  impolitic  one.  He  had  heard  no  one 
speak  in  favour  of  it,  except  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kendal,  for  reasons  which  were 
unintelligible  to  him,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Donegal,  for  reasons  which  were 
perfectly  intelligible  to  him,  because  that 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  pay  a  farthing  of 
the  tax.  But  he  would  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
for  Donegal,  that  in  three  years  hence, 
if  he  should  be  a  Member  of  that  House, 
and  if  such  a  proposition  were  made,  he 
should  be  preparea  to  vote  for  an  extension 
of  the  tax  to  the  country  to  which  that 
hon.  Gentleman  belonged.  He  thought  it 
most  intolerable  that,  in  its  present  state 
of  prosperity,  Ireland  should  be  relieved 
from  this  tax — when  restored  from  a  state 
of  agitation  to  a  d^ree  of  tranquillity 
which  had  never  before  existed.  If  that 
country  was  prosperous,  let  it  pay.  The 
test  of  prosperity  was  payment.  If  she 
was  in  a  state  of  tranquillity,  let  her  eon- 
tribute  to  the  Income  Tax*  He  assured 
the  hon.  Member  that  that  would  greatly 
tend  to  support  public  credit,  for  which 
he  professed  such  fondneo,  and  might 
even  raise  the  price  of  the  funds,  which 
the  hon.  Member  now  generously  said 
was  his  only  object  in  the  exemption  of 
himself.  He  should  not  detain  the  House 
at  that  hour,  except  to  bring  under  con- 
sideration one  matter  which  had  not  bean 
commented  upon,  and  which  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  dealt 
fairly  by.  If  Members  were  to  sup- 
port the  Income  Tax,  they  ought  to  know 
for  what  they  were  to  suppoct  it.  There 
was  a  portion  of  taxation  which  he  pro- 
posed to  take  off,  but  upon  which  with  his 
usual  adroitness  be  had  Mid  ooihiag  moce 
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Ibioi  a  few  woidB.  There  ^fere^  it  aeemed, 
430  articles  upon  which  the  duty  was  to 
be  struck  off,  and  by  which  about  370,O0OZ. 
was  to  be  lost  to  the  Revenue  $  but  there 
was  a  little  suspicion  about  this.  Let  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  recollect  how  much 
discussion  there  had  been  on  this  subject, 
before,  and  how  many  interests  were  af- 
fected by  these  small  articles.  Hurried  as 
the  House  had  been,  considering  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  proposition,  and  the  effect  of 
his  Resolution,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought 
to  have  laid  on  the  Table,  as  he  had  pro- 
mised to  do,  the  names  of  the  articles  the 
duties  upon  which  he  proposed  to  take  off, 
because  although  the  articles  individually 
might  appear  small,  yet  they  might  affect 
the  interests  of  particular  constituencies, 
end  hon.  Members  ought  to  know  whether, 
by  having  the  eliect  of  introducing  a  larger 
consumption  of  foreign  articles»  this  pro- 
position might  not  add  to,  instead  of  re- 
lieving the  distress  of  their  constituenries. 
For  these  reasons,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  have  stated  what  the  430 
articles  were. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House  will  have  for  his 
inspection  either  to-morrow  or  next  day,  a 
paper  which  will  contain  a  list  of  the 
whole  of  the  articles  now  included  in  the 
Tariff,  and  from  which  it  is  now  proposed 
by  the  Government  to  remove  the  duty. 
When  I  introduced  the  financial  measure 
of  the  Government,  I  stated  generally  that 
certain  remissions  of  duty  would  take  place 
-—I  mentioned  some  of  the  raw  materials 
from  which  it  is  proposed  the  duty  should 
be  removed,  especially  those  connected 
with  manufactures.  But  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber meant  that  I  should  have  gone  through 
the  whole  of  the  430  articles  from  which 
it  is  proposed  to  remove  the  duty  in  the 
statement  I  made  on  Friday  night,  I  must 
say  that  I  feel  I  should  ere  I  had  enume- 
rated fifty  of  the  articles  have  completely 
exhausted  the  patience  of  the  House.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  I  adopted  the  best 
plan  in  the  course  I  pursued.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  however,  find  a  complete 
list  of  the  articles  he  refers  to  in  the  paper 
which  will  be  ready  to-morrow  or  next 
day.  Now,  Sir,  I  was  sorry  to  hear  from 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire that  I  have  been  insensible  to  the  dis- 
tress which  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
prevails  among  the  agriculturists.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Somersetshire  stated 
that  I  had  received  the  statements  of  the 
teoant-farmeis,  and  that  I  had  listened  to 


them  with  very  great  attention.  And  he 
stated  what  was  perfectly  true,  that  I  was 
'*  touched  "  by  the  statements  they  made. 
QA  Laugh,"]  I  cannot  see  any  cause  for 
merriment  in  my  admission.  I  certainly 
did  lament  the  local  distress  which  I  was 
informed  existed  in  some  parts  of  the  coun* 
try.  My  hon.  Friend  seems  to  think  that 
I  have  not  expressed  any  sympathy  for  the 
suffering  existing  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. But  I  did  express  sympathy  for 
local  agricultural  distress ;  that  sympathy 
I  again  express,  for  I  bdieve  that  thera 
exists  in  some  parts  of  the  country  distress 
amongst  agriculturists,  that  distress  being 
attributable,  in  my  opinion,  to  natursil 
causes— -to  the  season.  The  long-continued 
drought,  the  failure  of  the  hay  harvest  in 
some  parts  of  the  country,  and  the  failure 
of  the  turnip  crop  in  other  parts,  have  been 
injurious  to  the  farmer,  and  the  consequence 
is,  that  there  exists  local  agricultural  dis- 
tress. I  admit  the  existence  of  local  dis- 
tress, and  sincerely  regret  it.  But  I  cannot 
see  that  the  distress  among  agriculturists  is 
universal.  I  believe  that  though  in  Eng- 
land local  i^cultund  distress  exists,  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  distress  is  by  no 
means  prevalent,  and  that  the  produce  of 
wheat  and  some  other  articles  has  in  many 
cases  been  abundant.  As  to  the  adoption 
of  measures  for  relieving  local  distress,  I 
must  say  that  it  is  difficult  to  devise  them, 
caused  as  that  is  by  the  seasons  and  the 
failure  of  the  crops.  Now,  if  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Somersetshire  will 
call  to  mind  what  passed  at  the  meeting  to 
which  he  has  referred,  he  will  remember 
that  no  suggestion  was  offered  with  re- 
spect to  the  remission  of  any  particular 
tax.  I  think  that  there  are  taxes  which 
do  bear  heavily  on  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers— I  certainly  think  that  the  Malt 
Tax  is  one  of  these.  I  think  that  the  Malt 
Duty  does  press  on  the  agricultural  labour- 
ers. But  at  the  same  time  it  will  be  re- 
membered that  I  did  most  strenuously  re- 
sist the  repeal  of  that  tax  in  the  year  1835, 
and  I  think  that  the  agriculturists  feel  that 
the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax  would  not  give 
a  general  and  universal  relief.  In  some 
places  a  feeling  exists  in  favour  of  a  repeal 
of  this  tax ;  but  there  are  many  parts  of 
this  country  which  do  not  consider  that  a 
repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax  would  confer  a  very 
great  general  advantage.  I  paid  great  at- 
tention to  the  statements  and  representa- 
tions which  were  made  to  me  at  the  meet- 
ing the  hon.  Member  alluded  to  :  but  no 
suggestion  whatever  was  made  as  to  any 
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particular  tax  being  remitted ;  and  1  must 
say  that  it  would  not  be  easy  to  find  a  tax 
peculiar  to  the  agricultural  interest.    The 
tenant-farmer,  it  should  be  remembered, 
paying  under  300/.  a-year  for  rent,  does 
not  pay  the  Income  Tax.    I  feel  that  local 
taxation  does  press  heavily  on  the  landed 
interest,  as  compared  with  the  other  portions 
of  the  community  ;  but  it  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  for  one  dealing  with  this 
question  of  the  Income  Tax  to  give  any 
relief  by  means  of  interfering  with  local 
taxation.      I   think  the  Government  did 
right  in  paying  a  portion    of   the    exp 
penses  of  criminal  prosecutions  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund ;  but  I  should  object  to 
taking  any  portion  of  the  expenses  incurred 
by  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  bridges 
out  of  that  fund.     I  think  the  payment  by 
Government  of  any  portion  of  the  expenses 
of  maintaining  roads  and  bridges  would  be 
highly  objectionable,  and  that  that  species 
of  local  expenditure  should  be  superintended 
by  the  agricultuiists  themselves,  and  alto- 
gether apart  from  the  interference  of  any 
Government  officer.      I  have  now,  I  do 
assure  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Somersetshire,  the  firmest  conviction  that 
if  they  will  take  advantage  of  the  measures 
which  will  follow  the  continuance  of  the 
Income  Tax,  their  interests  will  be  more 
promoted  than  if  I  were  to  deal  with  local 
taxation,  and  charge  the  Consolidated  Fund 
with  part  of  the  expenses  now  payable  by 
the  agricultural  body.   '  If  that  be  the  case, 
and  that  it  be  inexpedient  to  deal  with  the 
Malt  Tax,  and  that  there  be  no  other  tax 
pressing  upon  agriculture,  my  hon.  Friend 
must  feel  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
suggest  the  remission  of  that  tax,  which 
faUs  peculiarly  upon  agriculture.     The  re- 
peal altogether  oif  the  glass  duty,  the  re- 
peal of  the  duty  upon  raw  cotton,  will, 
m  my  opinion,  benefit  the  agricultural  in- 
terest.    Indeed,  I  cannot  conceive  a  dass 
that  will  derive  greater  benefit  from  the 
repeal  of  taxes  of  that  nature  than  the 
agricultural  class.    Take  the  agricultural 
labourer.     We  have  all  the  utmost  desire 
to  better  his  condition.     Is  it  right,  then, 
1  ask,  to  continue  a  tax  which  falls  with 
peculiar  severity  upon  the  articles  of  cloth- 
ing worn  by  the  agricultural   labourer? 
Take  the  muslin  of  the  rich.     There  is  no 
portion  of  the  tax  of  three-eighths  of  a 
penny  per  lb.  upon  cotton  levied  upon  that 
article,  while  the  dress  worn  by  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  docs  pay  a  considerable 
portion  of  that   tax.     I  say,  then,   remit 
that  tax,  and  you  clearly  give  to  the  agri- 


cultural labourer  the  means  of  purchasing 
a  necessary  article  of  clothing  at  a  lower 
rate.  Again,  with  respect  to  glass.  If 
you  reduce  the  price  of  the  square  foot  of 
glass  from  If.  to  Sd.  or  4<f.,  it  is  dear  that 
both  the  landlord  and  occupying  tenant 
will  derive  great  benefit  from  it ;  and  if 
you  increase  the  demand  for  labour,— if 
you  remove  the  pressure  from  the  springs  of 
industry,— and  not  only  introduce  prospe- 
rity into  the  manufacturing  districts,  but 
afford  a  guarantee  for  its  continuance^— I 
mustaeam  repeat,  that  I  believe  the  inter- 
val wiU  be  but  short  before  the  agricul- 
tural interest  wiU  find  itself  partaking  in 
that  prospenty.  Therefore  do  I  think  that 
the  course  I  propose  to  pursue  would  have 
a  direct  tendency  to  ameliorate  the  condi- 
tion of  that  interest  in  the  country,  the 
distress  of  which  I  deeply  lament.  With 
respect  to  the  auction  duty,  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  come  to  a  hasty  judgment 
upon  the  policy  of  removing  it.  The  noble 
Lord  taunted  me  for  proposing  to  repeal  a 
duty  against  which  no  one  has  raised  any 
objection.  Let  me  hope  that  the  noble 
Lord  will  read  the  opinions  of  those  who 
were  appointed  by  himself  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  Excise  Duties. 
Let  me  hope  that  before  the  noble 
Lord  ridiculoi  the  repeal  of  this  duty,  he 
will  read  the  omnions  of  Sir  Henry  Pamell 
and  of  Mr.  Wickham,  the  present  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  of  Stamps  and  Taxes, 
and  see  what  they  say  in  reference  to  it. 
I  moved  to-night  for  an  account  of  the  ex- 
emptions from  that  duty  which  have  taken 
place  from  time  to  time ;  and  also  of  the 
property  which  was  subject  to  account 
under  the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Excise, 
and  of  the  amount  of  property  under 
which  the  duty  was  actually  levied ;  and 
I  think  the  return  will  prove  to  the  House, 
from  the  nature  of  the  establishment  ne- 
cessary to  be  upheld  for  levying  it,  from  the 
numerous  attempts  at  fraud  which  it  gives 
rise  to,  and  from  the  consumption  of  time 
occupied  in  seeing  whether  the  right  of  ex- 
emption from  the  auction  duty  do  or  do 
not  exist,  that  it  is  extremely  advisable  to 
repeal  that  duty.  Indeed,  from  the  cases 
of  exemption  alone,  the  House  will  be  aUe 
to  judge  whether  it  will  not  be  for  the  be- 
nefit c?  all  dosses  to  j^rmit  them  to  dis- 
pose of  their  property  in  whatever  manner 
they  may  think  most  condudve  to  their 
interests,  without  being  subject  to  this 
duty.  The  noble  Lord  censored  roe  for 
entering  into  a  discussion  about  the  Amy 
Estimates,  aud  for  attempiing  to  show 


6 17        Financial  Statement^^         {Feb.  17} 


The  Budget. 


618 


that  there  is  sufficient  reason  for  main- 
taining the  present  amount  of  force.  I 
know  that  the  statement  1  made  was  made 
in  substance  on  a  former  occasion :  but  I 
also  know  that  if  1  had  not  referred  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  country,  if  I  took  for 
granted  that  the  estimates  were  right,  and 
neglected  to  state  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced Her  Majesty's  Government  to  think 
it  would  not  be  prudent  to  reduce  the 
army,  or  declined  to  suggest  any  reason 
for  the  increase  in  the  Oranance  and  Navy 
Estimates — I  knew  perfectly  well  that  if  1 
did  that,  if  I  proposed  to  maintain  the 
Income  Tax,  and  yet  omitted  altogether 
the  consideration  of  expenditure,  I  should 
have  been  met  by  declarations  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  reduction  of  the  Estimates, 
and  that  our  present  amount  of  surplus  pre- 
cluded the  necessity  ofcontinuing  the  Income 
Tax.  J  did  endeavour  therefore  to  show  the 
House  that  the  army  could  not  be  reduced, 
and  I  did  advance  sufficient  grounds,  I 
hope,  for  showing  that  the  Navy  and  Ord- 
nance Estimates  ought  to  be  increased,  and 
I  did  so  before  I  directed  myself  to  the 
question  of  the  Income  Tax,  because  I  felt 
that  a  justification  of  the  proposed  expen- 
diture ought  to  precede  the  application  for 
the  continuance  of  that  tax.  It  may  ap- 
pear very  ungrateful  to  quarrel  with  one's 
supporters,  and,  as  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
Friends  intend  to  support  me,  I  am  un- 
willing to  say  a  word  that  may  tend  to 
prevent  them  from  acting  upon  that  in- 
tention. But  the  noble  Lord  having  be- 
gun by  stating  that  of  all  taxes  imposed 
upon  the  country  the  Income  Tax  was  the 
most  vexatious,  the  most  oppressive,  and 
the  most  unjust,  I  can  only  say  that  I  was 
most  agreeably  disappointed  when  I  found 
that  he  intended  to  give  it  that  sort  of 
support  which  is  decidedly  the  most  use- 
ful, the  most  cordial,  and  the  best — the 
support  of  his  vote  on  a  division ;  and, 
considering  that  the  noble  Lord  does  be- 
lieve that  this  tax  is,  of  all  others,  the 
most  oppressive,  inquisitorial,  and  vexa- 
tious, I  feel  still  more  sensitively  on  that 
account  the  compliment  and  value  of  his 
support.  Having  the  opinions  of  the  no- 
ble Lord  and  his  friends  in  favour  of  the 
tax,  and  their  ready  consent  to  vote  for 
its  continuance,  I  do  hope  I  have  not 
said  anything  to  shake  their  determina- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  did  not,  certainly, 
refer  to  this  circumstance, — that,  suppos- 
ing his  present  position  happened  to  be 
changed,  and  that  he  found  himself  on 
these  boichesi  he  would  feel  this  surplus 


of  5,200,000/.,  however  derived,  to  be  a 
most  comfortable  addition  to  the  ordinary 
and .  permanent  Revenue  of  the  country. 
And  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  the  ex- 
{lectation  of  such  a  contingent  advantage 
in  the  event  of  his  succeeding  me  did  not 
at  all  enter  into  his  mind ;  but  that  upon 
the  whole  he  does  think  with  me,  that  it 
is  for  the  public  interest  that  this  tax,  ob- 
jectionable as  it  is,  should  nevertheless  be 
continued  for  the  further  period  of  three 
years.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
also  that  we  ought  to  continue  it  simply  as 
it  stands  at  present,  and  without  attempt- 
ing any  modification  of  it.  After  the  opi- 
nions we  have  heard  expressed  to-night 
upon  the  subject  of  a  modification,  and 
considering  the  sort  of  discussions  we 
should  have  in  Committee  upon  the  seve- 
ral proposals  to  be  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  Kendal,  for  Bath,  and 
for  Somersetshire — looking  at  the  specimen 
already  afforded  us  in  this  prefiminary 
discussion,  I  think  the  House  can  scarcely 
refuse  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
better  to  vote  for  the  continuance  of  the 
tax  for  three  years  longer  in  its  present 
form,  than  encounter  the  tedious  and  un* 
necessary  discussions  which  those  proposals 
would  inevitably  lead  to.  With  respect  to 
funded  property,  every  Loan  Bill  has  con- 
tained an  engagement  to  the  public  credi- 
tor that  persons  possessing  funded  property 
should  not  be  subjected  to  any  tax  that 
did  not  equally  apply  to  all.  Mr.  Pitt  de- 
clared it  to  be  a  violation  of  public  faith  to 
act  in  opposition  to  that  engagement,  and 
whether  the  interest  be  permanent  or  tem- 
porary you  will  find  it  necessary  to  respect 
that  engagement.  Indeed,  my  opinion  is, 
that  any  attempt  to  convert  annuities  into 
capital  would  prove  wholly  futile,  and  that 
even  if  it  were  not,  the  scrutiny  which  you 
would  oblige  persons  to  undergo  in  conse- 
quence of  the  attempt  would  be  most  ob- 
jectionable. Besides,  it  is  in  the  nature  of 
all  taxes  to  press  unequally.  The  surgeon 
or  the  artist  will  have  to  bear  the  burden 
of  a  tax  levied  on  glass  and  cotton,  but 
may  escape  that  on  wine  by  not  consuming 
it ;  but  the  man  with  a  temporary  interest 
in  his  property  is  under  the  same  obliga- 
tion to  pay  as  much  as  the  man  with  a 
permanent  interest.  I  much  doubt,  how- 
ever, whether  in  case  of  such  taxes  as  the 
tax  upon  glass  and  cotton,  the  sum  I  shall 
remit  for  three  years  to  a  man  with  no 
permanent  interest  in  his  income,  will  not 
amount  very  nearly  to  the  sum  he  will 
have  to  pay  on  account  of  the  Income  Tax, 
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What  I  propose  is  this:—- 1  adc  a  man  with 
an  income  of  SfiOOL  ^year  to  contribute 
for  three  yean  about  140/.  a«jear,  not 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  having  an  in- 
creased expenditure  on  account  of  the 
Navy,  but  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  an 
experiment,  from  the  result  of  which,  if 
successful,  as  I  think  it  will  be,  he  will 
not  only  derive  immediate  benefit,  but  con- 
duce by  this  temporary  sacrifice  of  2/.  IBs. 
per  cent,  to  the  future  prosperity  of  the 
country.  He  will  purchase  glass,  and  all 
those  articles  on  the  raw  material  of 
which  the  duty  is  to  be  reduced  at  a  lower 
rate ;  while  his  servants  and  labourers  will 
be  enabled  to  purchase  the  necessary  ar- 
ticles of  wearing  apparel  cheaper  than  be- 
fore. This  will  afford  to  him  some  imme- 
diate compensation  for  the  payment  of  the 
Income  Tax.  That  tax,  I  must  observe, 
will  also  afford  a  guarantee  for  the  conti- 
nuance of  our  present  prospects,  and  at  the 
same  time  diminish  the  chance  of  vicissi- 
tudes. I  have  been  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport  what  assurance 
I  could  ffiva  that  this  tax  should  expire  at 
the  end  of  three  years.  I  said  I  should 
have  felt  with  greater  confidence  that  the 
taxes  remitted  would  recover  themselves, 
or  rather  that  there  would  be  an  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  other  articles  on 
account  of  the  remission  of  these  taxes«  if 
the  Income  Tax  were  continued  for  five 
instead  of  three  years.  1  feel  bound  to  say 
that  for  so  extensive  an  experiment  three 
years  is  rather  a  short  period.  I  said  so 
the  other  night.  If  I  could  have  been 
perfectly  sure  of  success  I  would  have  pro- 
posed it  for  five  years ;  at  the  same  time  1 
do  think  there  are  good  grounds  for  hoping 
that  at  the  end  of  three  years  we  may  be  at 
liberty  to  discontinue  it*  I  see  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country  increasinff,  the  capital 
of  the  country  rapidly  accumuhting,  and  I 
think  if  we  facilitate  the  application  of  that 
capital  to  new  branches  of  industry  and 
manufactures,  that  the  effect  will  be  greatly 
to  increase  the  demand  for  labour;  and 
with  the  demand  for  labour  to  increase 
the  consumption  of  articles  subject  to  tax- 
ation. If  I  look  to  the  declared  nature  of 
exports  in  1844,  and  compare  it  with  that 
of  1843,  what  do  I  find?  That  in  1843 
the  dechred  value  of  exports  from  this 
country  wns  44,812,000/.;  and  that  in 
1844  it  amounted  to  50,515,000/.,  show- 
ing an  increase  of  more  than  5,000,000/. 
in  the  course  of  that  short  space  of  time. 
I  see  many  causes  combining  to  increase 
the   prosperity    of    the    country.     The 


establishment  of  railways,  rendering  tra- 
velling more  easy  and  traffic  less  ex- 
pensive; a  surplus  capital,  instead  of  seeking 
for  investments  on  foreign  security;  and  an 
increasing  population,— 4Lre  drcumatances 
calculated,  I  think,  to  justify  the  hope  that 
at  the  end  of  no  very  remote  perioa  there 
will  be  an  increase  in  the  consumption  of 
articles  subject  to  duty,  and  with  it  an  in- 
crease of  production.  We  shall  have  in 
the  year  1849  a  proportion  of  this  Income 
Tax ;  supposing  the  Income  Tax  should  not 
increase  during  the  three  years,  we  shall 
have  a  sum  of  5,200,000/.  a  year  to  deal 
with.  On  the  5th  of  April,  1848,  the  In- 
come Tax  wUl' expire;  but  in  the  year 
following  we  shall  be  allowed  to  take  credit 
for  the  sum  of  2,600,000/.,  being  half  a 
year  then  uncollected,  as  we  should  be  en- 
titled in  the  course  of  this  year,  if  the 
House  shall  not  consent  to  a  renewal. 
Therefore,  I  may  say  that  the  Income  Tax 
will  last,  subject  to  a  reduction  of  one« 
half  in  the  fourth  year,  to  the  extent 
of  four  years  from  this  time,  only  that  it 
will  yield  (but  2,600,000/.  in  the  fourth 
year.  I  cannot  so  far  foresee  events  aud 
occurrences  as  to  be  able  to  guarantee  that 
this  tax  may  not  be  necessary  at  the  end  of 
that  period.  Nav,  at  the  exniration  of  the 
present  time  the  House  may  ne  of  opinion, 
although  no  Government  may  ask  them  for 
renewal,  that  there  ought  to  be  a  continu- 
ance  of  the  tax.  If  that  should  be  the 
opinion  of  the  House  I  trust  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  hold  me  to  an 
engagement  made  now,  that  the  tax  iliould 
then  necessarily  cease :  but  .1  have  every 
reason  to  think  that  there  wiU  be  a  fair 
opportunity  for  the  House  to  consider,  at 
the  end  of  that  period,  whether  this  tax 
ought  to  cease.  I  make,  however,  a  great 
experiment  now,  with  this  full  confidence 
— that  whatever  may  happen,  the  House  is 
determined  to  maintain  unimpaired  the 
public  credit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Halifax,  has  stated  that 
possibly  the  Sugar  Duties  may  not  answer 
the  expectations  I  have  formed,  and  has 
hinted  that  they  may  not  recover  quite  ao 
rapidly  as  I  expect.  The  House,  however^ 
wiU  remember  that  for  the  next  two  years 
we  shall  have  an  additional  revenue  of 
600,000/.,  for  which  I  have  not  taken 
credit.  Suppose  there  should  be  some  fall- 
ing off  in  the  estimate  I  have  formed  of 
the  produce  firom  the  Sugar  Duties,  we  diall 
still  be  in  the  receipt  of  the  600,000/.; 
and  if  the  falling  off  oe  only  temporarj,  of 
course  we  shall  have  an  aTailaUe  sel*oirfai 
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this  sum  for  any  dimiDution  of  the  Sugar 
Duties.  Upon  those  grounds  we  recom- 
mend the  adoption  of  this  tax — they  are 
grounds^  however^  which  it  is  impossible  to 
reduce  to  any  accurate  calculation.  We 
are  about  to  take  off  the  duty  upon  many 
raw  tnaterials  which  enter  largely  into 
manufactures.  I  admit  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  these  reductions  may  be  attended 
with  the  loss  of  revenue ;  but  that  pecu- 
liar political  economy  which  would  pre- 
vent a  reduction  of  the  Tariff,  because  there 
would  be  a  loss  to  the  Revenue,  is  most  ex- 
traordinary, especially  as  falling  from  the 
noble  Lord,  who  has  the  credit  of  being  so 
great  a  financier.  There  is  no  doubt  if  the 
noble  Lord  takes  this  book,  showing  the 
effect  of  the  late  alterations  in  the  Tariff, 
he  will  find  that  the  reduction  of  duties  on 
raw  materials  has  led  to  a  loss  in  the  Re- 
venue. Of  course  the  reduction  of  duty 
may  have  this  effect;  but  if  we  find,  concur- 
rently with  this  reduction  of  duty,  a  greater 
increase  in  the  manufactures  of  this  coun- 
try ;  if  we  find  increased  exports,  and  if 
we  recollect  that  there  cannot  be  these  in- 
creased exports  without  an  increase  of  la- 
bour, surely  we  must  not  complain  very 
much  at  the  loss  of  revenue.  So  it  is  with 
respect  to  the  wool  duties :  no  doubt  I  may 
be  taunted  with  the  loss  of  100,000/.  to  the 
public  Revenue;  butif  by  the  reduction  we 
have  stimulated  the  manufactures ;  if  there 
has  consequently  been  great  activity  in  the 
woollen  manufactures,  and  in  the  numbers 
employed ;  will  not  the  noble  Lord  find  in 
that  increased  demand  for  industry,  in  that 
progress  of  the  manufactures,  and  in  that 
increase  of  exports,  ample  satisfaction  for 
the  loss  of  the  100,000/.  ?  I  am  prepared  to 
tell  the  noble  Lord  by  the  reduction  of  the 
600,000/.  for  the  cotton  duties  we  may  ex- 
pose the  Revenue  to  a  loss ;  and  the  only 
way  in  which  we  can  recommend  the  re- 
duction is,  that  by  reducing  the  duty  we 
shall  enable  our  manufacturers  to  enter  into 
competition  with  formidable  rivals,  and  that 
the  advantage  which  will  be  gained  will  be 
more  than  a  fair  and  complete  compensa- 
tion for  any  such  loss.  The  noble  Lord's 
argumenl,  indeed,  would  be  an  argument 
against  any  reduction  of  duties  on  raw  ma- 
terials, if  he  should  only  say,  *'See  what 
a  number  of  taxes  you  have  reduced,  and 
there  has  been  no  increase  in  your  reve- 
nue." On  Friday  night  I  told  the  House 
It  might  have  been  possible  for  us  to  have 
avoided  the  necessity  of  renewing  the  Pro- 
perty Tax.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  one  word 
m  favour  of  a  continuance  of  the  tax  be- 


yond the  three  years ;  I  do  not  think  that 
the  House  will  agree  that  the  Income  and 
Property  Tax  as  now  imposed  ought  to  be 
permanent ;  I  do  think,  however,  they  will 
deem  a  present  renewal  proper,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  us  to  make  a  great  experi- 
ment with  regard  to  very  onerous  taxation, 
although  they  may  not  deem  the  tax  such 
as  ought  to  be  permanent  in  the  time  of 
peace:  but  I  hope  that  in  so  continuing  it 
they  will  not  impair  its  efficiency  during 
war,  by  now  making  too  many  exemptions, 
or  admitting  too  many  claims  to  relief.  At 
the  same  time,  I  must  say,  that  I  believe 
the  tax  to  be  less  onerous  now  than  it  was 
in  the  years  1842  and  1843;  there  have 
been  less  complaints  made  in  the  course  of 
the  last  year  at  the  Stamp  Office,  than  in 
the  first  two  years ;  and  for  the  next  three 
years,  I  do  not  expect  any  great  complaints 
by  the  payers  of  this  tax,  or  any  very  ur- 
gent demands  for  its  immediate  repeal,  and 
for  the  restoration  of  the  other  duties  we 
now  take  off.  We  are  deeply  convinced, 
seeing  the  nature  of  the  duties  we  are  about 
to  remove,  seeing  that  the  repeal  of  the 
duty  on  glass  will  operate  in  largely  in- 
creasing the  manufacture,  and  seeing  the 
increased  means  of  competition  that  will  be 
ensured  to  our  manufacturers  by  the  repeal 
of  the  duties  upon  cotton— -we  are  decidedly 
of  opinion,  as  regards  the  glass  duty  and 
the  cotton  duty, 'that  the  repeal  of  both  is  of 
the  most  ui^nt  necessity.  It  is  from  that 
conviction— believing  that  all  classes  of  the 
community  will  benefit  largely  by  the  re- 
mission of  taxes  which  interfere  with  our 
manufacturing  prosperity,  the  removal  of 
which  is  of  the  utmost  importance — that 
we  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
our  duty  to  propose  the  renewal  of  the 
Income  and  Property  Tax  for  a  further 
period  of  three  years,  and  I  hope  that  in 
this  proposal  we  shall  be  supported  by  the 
almost  unanimous  opinion  of  this  House. 

Viscount  Homick  said,  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  address  more  than  a  few  observa- 
tions to  the  House.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, after  the  speech  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  avoid  expressing  his  great 
disappointment  that  no  attempt  had  been 
made  by  him  to  reply  to  the  statement  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  as  to  the  general  financial 
condition  of  the  country,  and  which  was  a 
comment  on  that  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  To  the  exposition  of  the 
unsatisfiu:tory  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  no  attempt  at  a  reply  had  been 
made.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  Wood) 
had  demonstrated  how  unsatisfactory  was 
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that  statement,  and  yet  to  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  answered  a  single 
word.  Let  him  remind  this  House  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  even  upon 
that  right  hon.  Baronet's  own  figures,  how 
incorrect  his  statement  was  proved  to  be. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  shown  from  those 
figures  how  difierent  must  be  the  result  from 
that  on  which  the  light  hon.  Baronet  re- 
lied, and  this  too,  though  he  possessed  the 
renewal  of  the  Income  Tax  for  three  years. 
Now,  however,  they  heard  that  it  was  to 
he  continued  probably  for  a  much  longer 
period.  The  nearer  they  got,  the  mure 
distant  this  desirable  object  seemed  to  be — 
it  was  like  the  horizon*  the  farther  they 
advanced,  the  more  it  seemed  to  recede  from 
them ;  for  now  they  were  told  it  was  more 
likely  to  be  five  than  three  years.  Upon 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it 
was  shown  that  the  whole  of  hb  surplus 
was  90,000^ ;  that  he  had  stated  his  surplus 
to  be  3,400,000/.  |  and  out  of  that  surplus, 
according  to  his  own  calculation,  he  dis- 
posed of  a  sum  of  3,310,000/. ;  thus  leaving 
a  balance,  on  that  showing,  of  only  90,000A 
as  the  sole  surplus  that  they  could  calculate 
upon.  Was  that,  he  asked,  a  sum  sufficient 
as  a  surplus  or  margin  of  revenue  for  our 
vast  expenditure?  Let  it  be  recollected 
by  the  House  that  they  had  had  a  good 
harvest  last  year,  and  an  unusual  degree  of 
prosperity.  Was  it  thea  proper — was  it 
expedient  to  run  so  fine,  to  run  so  veiy 
great  a  risk  of  a  positive  deficiency  with  no 

S  eater  sum  than  that  which  the  right  hon. 
aronet,  under  the  most  favourable  circum- 
stances, and  on  his  own  figures,  showed  to 
be  but  a  surplus  of  90,000/.  ?  And  how 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  arrive  at  that 
balance,  small  as  it  was  ?  It  was  entirely 
problematical.  It  depended  upon  the  ad- 
vantages to  be  derived  from  an  increased 
consumption  of  sugar,  a  result  which  no 
one  Gentleman  connected  with  the  sugar 
trade,  whether  on  his  side  of  the  House,  or 
on  the  other,  would  venture  to  say  would 
be  realised.  The  richt  hon.  Gentleman 
calculated  on  not  less  tnan  one  million  from 
that  source,  which  was  entirely  proUemat- 
icaL  He  had  calculated  on  an  increase  of 
one- fifth  on  the  whole  consumption  of 
sugar— •he  reckoned  on  the  consumption  of 
sugar  of  a  superior  quality  and  in  a  consi- 
derable quantity— and  if  in  any  one  of 
these  respects  he  should  be  disappointed, 
there  would  not  be  a  surplus,  but  a  defi- 
ciency. He  asked  if  any  one  ought  to  be 
required  to  submit  to  the  Income  Tax  with 
this  unsatisfactory  state  of  things  before  him  ? 


I  Ought  they  to  remit  so  much  taxation  when 
there  was  not  a  surplus,  but  the  probability 
of  a  deficiency  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
financial  year?  He,  for  one,  thought  that 
the  statement  was  most  unsatisfactory. 
He  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  near  him 
in  having  the  strongest  objection  to  the 
Income  Tax,  He  did  not  see,  however, 
for  the  moment,  how  they  were  to  dbpeose 
with  it.  He  was  prepared  to  vote  for  i^ 
as  a  temporary  measure  j  but,  in  voting 
for  it,  he  said  that  the  House  and  the 
country  had  a  right  to  expect  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bring  forwaid 
measures  of  such  a  nature  that  the  House 
and  the  country  could  entertain  the  well- 
founded  hope  that  at  the  expiration  of  the 
three  years  they  might  get  rid  of  the  In- 
come Tax.  He  thought  that  it  ought  to 
be  in  the  power  of  the  right  hon.  Gientle- 
man  to  give  them  that  hope;  and  that  the 
description  of  taxes  which  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed  to  remove,  should 
be  of  that  nature  that  they  were  calculated 
to  give  relief  to  the  people.  Amongst  such 
taxes,  the  first  that  should  be  looked  to 
were  the  protecting  duties.  What  was  a 
protecting  duty  ?  ft  was  a  duty  by  which 
there  was  levied  a  great  deal  of  money 
from  the  people,  which  never  went  into 
the  Treasury.  For  instance,  there  were 
the  duties  on  sugar.  They  might  obtain 
sugar  from  Braxil  at  12s.  or  14«.  the 
cwt.  cheaper  than  Colonial  sugar ;  but  by 
compelling  the  people  to  consume  Colo- 
nial sugar,  they  levied  upon  every  pound 
of  sugar  that  was  eaten  by  the  people  a 
ux  tlwt  pressed  sorely  on  them;  ana  this 
they  did  keeping  them  from  the  use  of  the 
clayed  sugar,  and  not  benefiting  the  Trea* 
sury.  Whenever  they  remitted  a  duty  of 
that  kind  the  revenue  did  not  suffer,  whilst 
they  gave  relief  to  the  consumer.  There 
was  another  dass  of  duties  that  ought  to 
be  dealt  with.  These  were  duties  that 
were  too  high,  which  checked  conaumptioo, 
and  were  in  favour  of  the  smuggler*  A 
remission  of  such  duties  destroyed  the 
smuggler,  whUst  the  revenue  itself  in- 
creased. Now,  the  rij^t  hon.  Gentkmaa 
might  have  dealt  with  the  duties  on  sugar 
upon  fair  and  intelligible  principles;  he 
might  have  got  rid  rf  the  distinction  be- 
tween free  and  Colonial  sugars,  and  hia 
measure,  even  in  a  financial  view,  wooU 
have  answered.  He  would  go  farther,  and 
say  that  if  he  made  a  reduction  of  the  do- 
ties  on  sugars,  he  ousht  to  equalise  tbon 
dttties,  and  if  he  had  done  so  the  xeveooe 
would  have  gainedi  and  the  relief  givai  to 
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the  people  would  have  been  infiniielj  larger, 
instead  of  there  beiog  a  loss  of  1,300,000/. 
There  were,  too»  other  articles  with  which 
he  might  have  dealt,  particularly  the  duties 
on  cheese*  butter,  and  other  articles  of  that 
kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  dealt  with  them  to  very  great  advan- 
tage ;  and  he  might  also  have  looked  to 
those  articles  on  which  duties  were  levied 
to  an  extravagant  amount,  and  therefore 
served  as  an  encouragement  to  smuggling. 
Many  duties  of  that  description,  he  repeated, 
might  well,  and  with  great  advantage,  have 
been  reduced.  He  might  have  dealt,  for 
instance,  with  the  duty  on  foreign  spirits ; 
and  on  all  those  articles  on  which  there 
were  protecting  duties,  and  extravagantly 
high.  He  might,  too,  have  dealt  with  the 
duties  on  tea.  On  all  these  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  tried  an  experiment 
for  the  relief  of  the  people.  If  the  article 
of  sugar  had  been  fairly  dealt  with  on  the 
principle  of  common  sense — that  was  of 
free  trade — ^but  dealing,  as  they  had  done, 
not  with  one  of  the  protecting  duties,  he 
asked  how  oould  any  man  believe  that  the 
revenue  would  spnne  up  to  the  amount 
that  had  been  proposed?  He  did  not  then 
mean  to  enter  into  the  question  further, 
because  be  did  not  object  to  the  Vote  which 
the  Chairman  held  in  his  hand.  He  did, 
at  the  same  time,  most  strongly  protest 
against  the  measure — the  renewal  of  the 
Income  Tax,  so  accompanied  as  it  had  been. 
He  did  not  like  the  people  of  the  country 
to  endure  the  burden  of  a  most  oppressive 
tax,  when  they  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
at  the  time  it  was  imposed  it  would  be 
accompanied  by  measures  by  which  a  fair 
and  reasonable  hope  could  be  entertained 
that,  at  the  period  fixed  for  its  discontinu- 
ance, they  could  be  relieved  from  the 
burden. 

Sir  J.  Tyrell  said,  if  the  House  would 
bear  him  with  a  short  time,  as  the  debate  was 
drawing  to  a  close,  he  would  endeavour  to 
explain  his  views  to  them  as  far  as  the 
agricultural  interests  were  concerned.  He 
most  tay»  notwithstanding  the  able  speech 
of  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet  on  that  evening, 
and  his  Uuree  hours'  speech  of  Friday  last, 
that  he  participated  in  the  opinions  of 
those  who  considered  the  agricultural  in- 
terests hardly  dealt  by.  It  was  ominous 
that  the  14th  of  February,  St.  Valentine's 
Day  he  might  observe,  was  an  unfortunate 
day  for  the  agricultural  interest.  For 
when,  in  1834,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  paying  his  addresses  to  the  agricul- 
tural interests,  his  language  was  of  a  very 


different  nature  to  that  which  he  at  present 
held.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  tedious  to 
the  House,  hut  he  desired  to  make  it 
intelligible  to  the  country,  what  the  ex- 
pectations held  out  by  the  present  Ministry 
to  the  country  then  were.  He  wanted  to 
know  why  the  agriculturists  had  enter- 
tained hopes  which  had  been  entirely 
blasted  by  the  financial  statements  of  the 
Government.  He  was  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  very  difficult 
bird  to  put  salt  upon  his  tail.  He  was 
sure  many  abortive  trials  had  been  made 
to  salt  his  tail.  He  knew  how  dangerous 
it  was  to  quote  Hansard;  but  however 
obtuse  agricultural  gentlemen  might  be 
supposed  to  be — ^however  wedded  to  the 
plough  —  however  accustomed  to  talk  of 
oxen — still  he  thought  that  the  language 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  and  that  likewise,  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  since  then  been  trans- 
lated to  the  House  of  Lords,  for  no  other 
services  than  those  which  he  had  rendered 
to  agriculture,  he  meant  Lord  Ashburton, 
were  such  as  to  justify  hopes  which  the 
result  had  far  from  realised.  The  particular 
speech  to  which  he  alluded  was  one  made 
1^  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  occasion 
of  Lord  Althorp's  Budget  of  1834 ;  and  if 
the  House  would  bear  with  him  whilst  he 
read  some  extracts  from  it,  he  thought 
they  would  agree  with  him  that  the  agri- 
culturists had  been  hardly  dealt  by.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Northampton, 
on  the  occasion  referred  to  did  eive  cause 
for  expectation  that  means  would  be  de- 
vised for  the  relief  of  the  agriculturists. 
He  would  not  say  that  the  noble  Lord 
held  out  any  hopes,  but  he  certainly  did 
point  at  that  course;  neither  would  he 
(Sir  J.  Tyrell)  say  that  the  remission  of 
any  direct  tax  pressing  ou  agriculture 
was  promised ;  but  he  aDuded  to  the  cir- 
cumstance in  order  to  show  that  such  a 
course  was  then  in  contemplation,  at  all 
events,  by  one  party  in  that  House.  It 
was,  indeed,  more  in  accordance  with  the 
contents  of  a  volume  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  from  which  he  begged  permission  to 
read  an  extract  from  the  debate  of  the 
14th  of  February,  1834,  on  the  Budget  of 
Lord  Althorp,  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
then  read — 

"  The  noble  Lord  said,  he  could  not  afford 
more  than  the  1,200,000/. ;  and,  admitting 
that  the  noble  I^ord  had  only  that  sum  to  con- 
cede in  the  reduction  of  taxes,  he  thought 
that  consistently  with  keeping  faith  towards 
the  national   creditor,  the  noble  Lord  was 
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perfectly  right  not  to  make  any  greater  reduc- 
tion. He  would  not  offer  any  opinion  as  to 
the  tax  proposed  to  be  reduced ,  bat  he  must 
express  his  regret  that  some  reduction  had 
not  been  made  which  would  give  relief  to  the 
agricultural  classes*  lie  would  admit  that 
those  classes  would  derive  some  benefit  from 
any  improvement  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
other  classes  with  which  they  were  so  inti- 
mately  connected ;  but  when  he  recollected 
the  distress  which,  in  the  Committee  of  last 
year  on  agriculture,  was  proved  to  eiist  in  the 
agricultural  class-^when  he  considered  the 
great  patience  with  which  that  distress  was 
borne — and  when  he  found  in  Ilis  Majesty's 
Speech  allusions  to  excitement,  and  dis- 
obedience, and  resistance  to  the  law,  which 
prevailed  in  some  places,  he  could  not  but 
lament  that  the  relief  was  given  to  the  dis- 
obedient, and  those  who  resisted  the  law, 
whilst  the  patient  and  snbmissive  agricul- 
turists got  nothing.  He  would  admit  that,  as 
there  was  only  the  sum  of  1,200,000/.  to  be 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  taxation,  it  would 
be  difficult  to  show  how  it  could  be  employed 
so  as  to  give  relief  to  the  agriculturists ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say,  that  if  it  could  be  shown 
that  relief  could  be  given  out  of  the  1,200,000/. 
it  ought  undoubtedly  to  be  given.  He  would 
not  say,  that  relief  should  be  given  at  the 
expense  of  public  credit ;  but  if  it  could  be 
given  without  injuring  public  credit,  the  agri-' 
culturists  had  a  strong  claim  to  it.  At  present, 
howerer,  all  that  was  done  was— that  the 
towns  got  1,200,000/.|  while  the  agriculturists 
got  only  a  civil  paragraph  in  the  King's 
Speech." 

Now,  he  (Sir  J.  Tyrell)  did  say,  af^er 
language  of  that  description,  the  agricul- 
turists, though  they  might  not  have  a  right 
to  expect  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
be  prepared  to  give  them  any  positive  boon, 
still  they  did  rely  upon  his  ingenuity  in 
their  behalf,  and  they  certainly  had  a  fair 
claim  to  some  expression  of  commiseration 
from  him.  They  had  at  least  a  right  to 
look  for  so  much,  the  more  so  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  Tariff  had  tended  to  de- 
preciate the  value  of  their  produce.  He 
also  said  this  with  reference  to  Lord  Ash- 
burton's  declarations,  when  an  alteration 
took  place  in  the  law  as  to  the  Channel 
Islands  and  to  Canada.  Lord  Ashburton 
had  been  selected,  he  should  observe,  to 
neguciate  a  most  difficult  affiiir,  that  of  the 
Boundary  Question— a  mission  which  had 
redounded  so  much  to  that  noble  Lord's 
honour.  The  noble  Lord  was  giving  his 
opinion  as  to  the  effect  likely  to  arise  from 
oom  being  imported  from  Canada ;  he  said 
that  with  regard  to  Canada  a  similar  cause 
of  complaint  existed.  In  the  year  1828, 
Canada  did  not  send  more  than  4,000  or 


5,000  quarters  into  Great  Britain,  whereas 
at  present  100,000  quarters  were  ini« 
ported  from  Canada.  This  increase,  the 
noble  Lord  contended,  could  only  be  ac- 
counted for  from  what  appeared  to  his 
mind  to  be  the  fact — namely,  that  the 
United  States  supplied  the  greatest  part  of 
it ;  but  that  he  maintained  was  not  the 
object  of  the  Corn  Laws,  and  that  the 
agriculturists  bad  a  right  to  look  with 
jealousy  on  these  proceedings,  more  espe- 
cially as  it  was  only  a  bonding  system  in 
Canada,  and  where  there  was  a  boundary 
line  of  1,200  miles,  which  added  to  the 
difficulty.  Now  he  would  not  say  that  thai 
opinion  was  conclusive  on  the  subject ;  but 
if  the  agricultural  interest  were  under  the 
impression  that  they  were  suffering  from 
those  causes  to  which  he  had  referred, 
surely  it  could  not  be  surprising  that  great 
anger  should  be  expressed,  and  a  great 
grievance  be  felt  by  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, in  consequence  of  the  measures  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  he  thought  the  agri- 
cultural interest  was  extremely  haraly 
dealt  with  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  the 
Member  for  London  (Lord  J*  Russell),  and 
he  had  of\en  had  a  bone  to  pick  with  the 
noble  Lord  on  this  subject.  Those  by 
whom  the  noble  Lord  was  supported  were 
in  the  habit  of  saying  that  the  agricultural 
was  the  predominant  interest,  and  they 
had  been  accused  that  night  of  having  a 
great  influence  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— why  he  did  not  know.  But 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  a 
few  years  ago  had  the  power  of  framing 
the  different  portions  of^  parties  in  whi^ 
the  interests  of  the  House  were  comprised. 
He  had  heard  the  noble  Lord  distinctly 
recommend  to  them  that  the  agricultund 
interest  should  be  the  predominant  interest. 
[Lord  J.  Russell:  "  No.^  The  noble 
Lord  shook  his  head.  The  noUe  Lord 
ccrtainlv  did  make  the  declaratbn  to 
which  he  had  alluded.  The  noble  Lord 
had  made  so  many  declarations  on  the  sub- 
ject,  not  altogether  in  conformity  with  eadi 
other,  that  it  was  not  at  all  surprising  if  hh 
memory  failed  him  on  the  present  oocasioD. 
When  the  noble  Lord  brought  up  the 
Report  of  the  Address,  in  the  year  1837» 
he  said,— > 

*"  Sir,  at  the  tima  tba  Rtfbrai  Bill  passed^  I 
stated  my  belief  that  it  must  naoassarily  five 
a  preponderence  to  the  landed  interest  j  and 
although  it  may  be  deemed  that  such  prepoiH 
derance  has  been  somewhat  aodaly  jnvtn,  I 
•till  think  that  a  prsponderance  In  ftvoor  of 
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thmt  interest  tends  to  the  stability  of  the 
general  institntions  of  the  country." 

He  begged  pardon  of  the  House  for 
being  80  tedious  at  that  late  hour,  but  he 
thought  a  case  was  made  out  against  the 
noble  Lord  that  be  had  nevertheless  pro- 
posed measures  that  bad  occasioned  great 
dismay  to  the  agricultural  interest.  Upon 
those  measures  he  had  appealed  to  the 
country,  and  twice  the  country  had  decided 
in  an  unmistakeable  way  upon  the  ques- 
tion, whether  or  not  protection  should  be 
maintained.  And  now,  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion, the  noble  Lord  had  thrown  out  no 
intimation  that  the  agricultural  interest 
might  expect  anything  at  his  hand  if  he 
were  again  in  power.  He  well  remem- 
bered that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  when 
be  was  bidding  for  power,  indulged  in  lan- 
guage which  induced  in  the  landed  interest 
a  belief  that  if  they  supported  him,  and 
brought  him  in,  the  Conservatives  would 
bring  forward  measures  for  their  benefit» 
and  that  they  might  expect  such  a  change 
fbr  the  better  that  capital  would  be  em- 
ployed extensively  in  aericultural  purposes ; 
but  if  he  attended  to  uie  statements  of  the 
deputation  that  waited  upon  him  the  other 
day  on  the  subject  of  agricultural  distress, 
he  must  be  pretty  well  convinced  that  the 
hopes  so  held  out  had  not  been  realised. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  admitted  that  he 
was  much  touched  by  the  statements  of 
the  deputation ;  but  he  (Sir  John  Tyrrell) 
believed  that  that  was  the  only  effect  they 
had  produced  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man's  mind,  and  that  even  the  touch  was 
a  very  light  one  indeed.  But  though  the 
agriculturists  were  thought  so  little  of  now, 
he  knew  very  well,  that  in  a  few  months' 
time,  or  it  might,  perhaps,  be  a  year  or 
two,  when  a  £ssolution  should  again  take 
place,  the  agricultural  interests  would  re- 
appear, and  would  be  again  heard  of  in  the 
shape  of  advertisements  and  addresses  to 
the  various  constituencies.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles)  had  an- 
nounced that  ere  long  he  would  submit  a 
Motion  that  would  test  the  sincerity  of  the 
Government  on  behalf  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  they  would  then  see  whe- 
ther the  expectations  and  hopes  held  out 
by  various  successive  Governments  were 
to  be  realised  or  not.  Then  the  sincerity 
of  the  noble  Lordt  when  he  talked  of  the 
necesnty  of  givins  the  landed  interest  a 
preponderance,  and  the  declarations  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  made 
over  and  over  again  in  that  House  and  on 
Ae  hoitings,  would  be  tested ;  and  it  would 


be  seen  whether,  entertaining  the  views 
thev  did,  that  great  interest  was  to  be 
trifled  with,  and  be  deprived  of  all  share 
in  the  taxation  of  the  country.  There  was 
one  subject  upon  which,  if  no  other  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  notice  of  a  Motion,  he 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of  doing, 
viz.,  the  propriety  of  extending  the  Income 
Tax  and  the  Property  Tax  to  Ireland  ;  and 
he  could  show  clearly  that  he  had  a  right 
to  look  for  the  support  of  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  that 
Motion.  For  though  he  gave  much  credit 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  submitted  his  financial 
projects  to  the  House,  he  could  not  but 
remember  that  it  used  to  be  an  almost 
annual  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcestershire  (Mr.  Robinson)  that  a  Pro- 
perty Tax  should  be  substituted  for  those 
taxes  which  pressed  upon  industry,  and  it 
was  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  of 
the  Liberals  that  the  proposition  was  not 
adopted.  He  would  read  another  extract 
-—and  he  thought  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  nis  extracts  were  the  most 
amusing  portions  of  his  speech— to  show 
what  was  the  opinion  of  the  now  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excequer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  when  speaking  of  the  ques- 
tion of  a  continuance  of  a  Property  Tax, 
in  lieu  of  the  taxes  that  pressed  upon 
industry  said,— 

'*  The  agitation  of  this  question  did  not  ori- 
ginate with  those  who  are  termed  the  rich 
Aristocracy  of  the  country,  but  with  an  indi- 
vidual who  avowed  himself,  and  was  acknow- 
ledged, as  the  advocate  of  popular  rights." 


And 


again,— 


**  It  was  altogether  an  error  to  suppose  that 
the  Repeal  of  the  Income  Tax  was  the  act  of 
the  Aristocracy.  The  hon.  Memher  (Mr. 
Young)  had  not  heard,  as  he  had,  year  after 
year,  month  after  month,  and  week  after  week, 
speeches  from  the  other  side  against  the  In- 
come Tax,  the  arguments  used  against  it  being 
that  it  threw  impediments  in  the  way  of  trade 
and  commerce,  and  interfered  unfairly  with 
the  labouring  classes  of  the  community.  If  the 
lax  was  so  advantageous,  as  compared  with 
other  taxes,  how  came  it  to  pass  that  it  was 
selected  as  the  best  tax  to  be  removed?  And 
if  the  tax  should  be  re-imposed,  it  should  apply 
to  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  Ireland  as 
well  as  England." 

He  gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  full 
credit  for  the  ingenuity  with  which  he 
now  suggested  an  Income  Tax  for  a  Pro- 
perty Ibx.  But  if  it  were  for  anything 
more  than  a  temporary  purpooe,  it  was 
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only  proper  to  see  whether  it  should  not 
extend  to  Ireland.  No  Irish  Member 
could  say  that  any  more  equitable  absentee 
tax  could  be  devised  than  a  Tax  on  Pro- 
perty and  Income,  though  he  knew  what 
would  be  the  answer  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dungarvon 
would  knock  him  down  with.  That  an- 
swer would  be,  *'  There  is  no  machinery 
in  Ireland  to  collect  such  a  tax."  But 
although  that  might  have  been  a  good 
argument  in  1816,  it  was  not  so  now, 
when  they  had  the  whole  machinery  for 
levying  rates  under  a  Poor  Law  in  that 
country,  the  effectiveness  of  which  they 
had  heard  described  in  that  House  night 
afbr  night.  That  difficulty,  therefore, 
might  easily  be  got  over.  He  thought 
if  the  Property  and  Income  Tax  were 
to  be  paid  by  the  agricultural  interest — 
notwithstanding  their  depressed  state — 
it  miffht  be  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel), 
and  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell), 
whether  there  might  not  be  a  more  equal 
distribution  of  the  burden,  and  whether 
such  men  as  Lord  Hertford  and  others 
should  be  allowed  to  spend  20,000/.  or 
30,000/.  a-year  in  Paris,  extracted  from 
Ireland.  It  might  be  worth  consideration 
whether  that  would  not  be  a  reasonable 
proposition  to  submit  to  the  House. 

The  Marquess  of  Granby  said,  that  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  mis- 
understood the  feelings  of  the  agriculturists, 
and  that  their  complaint  was,  not  only  that 
no  direct  relief  had  been  offered  to  them, 
but  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
traced  the  effects  his  measures  would  have 
upon  the  affricultural  interest  in  the  same 
manner  as  he  had  traced  their  effects  upon 
the  manufacturing  and  commercial  classes. 
The  agricultural  distress  was  admitted 
on  all  hands ;  but  he  asked,  what  would  the 
manufacturers  have  said»  if,  three  years 
ago,  when  the  manufacturing  districts  were 
in  great  distress,  the  Government  had 
said  to  them,—-''  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
jou  are  in  distress,  but  that  dutress  is 
not  owing  to  our  legislative  measures 
*-it  arises  from  the  disturbance  of  affairs 
in  America,  and  therefore  we  cannot  re- 
lieve you  by  legialation;  but  we  propose 
to  take  the  duty  off  malt,  and  though  that 
remisiion  of  taxation  will  be  no  dinct  be* 
nefit  to  you,  yet  you  will  be  benefited  in- 
directly by  such  a  course."  The  manu- 
facturers would  have  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain of  such  usage.  That  was  now  the 
position  of  the  agriculturiits.     He   cer- 


tainly did  hope,  that  if  the  present  agri- 
cultural distress  was  proved  to  be  owing, 
not  to  temporary  causes — not  to  defective 
hay  or  other  crops, — ^but  that  if  it  con- 
tinued, and  was  thus  shown  to  proceed 
from  deeper  and  more  serious  causes,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  then,  being  convinced 
that  it  proceeded  from  legislative  measurea, 
would  by  legislative  measurea  endeavour 
to  relieve  the  distress. 

Mr.  CoUett  could  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment.  The  Property  Tax  was  to  be  re- 
garded only  as  a  part  of  the  system  now 
proposed,  of  which  a  great  financial  im- 
provement was  held  out  as  the  result.  No 
doubt,  abstractedly,  the  Property  Tax  was 
a  war  tax,  and  could  not  be  justified  in 
time  of  peace,  except  by  unusual  circum- 
stances. He  considered  those  circumstances 
at  present  to  exist,  and  thought  this  made 
out  by  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite.  The  general  tendency 
of  the  existing  l^islative  system  had  long 
been  to  make  the  poor  man  poorer,  and 
the  rich  man  richer ;  but  the  measure  now 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
the  opposite  tendency  of  increasing  the 
comforts  of  the  poor  man,  placing  the  bur- 
den of  taxation  on  those  who  were  in  com- 
paratively easy  circumstances.  The  scheme 
would,  he  believed,  tend  to  the  benefit  of 
the  manufacturing  interest,  and  the  general 
comfort  of  the  poor  of  the  country. 

Mr.  i2of6ticilonly  wanted  to  say  a  word. 
Every  person  who  had  spoken  on  that 
side  of  the  House  condemned  the  Property 
Tax  or  Income  Tax,  with  the  exception 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  War- 
burton),  who,  he  thought,  had  condemned 
the  proposal  to  continue  it  for  only  three 
years.  Almost  every  person,  except  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal,  haid  discounte- 
nanced the  notion  that  it  should  be  per- 
manent; and,  at  the  same  time,  eveir 
person  had  declared  an  expectation  that  it 
would  he  permanent.  Th€a:efore  every  one 
had  declared  their  condemnation  of  the 
Income  Taxt  and  then  they  had  oome  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  ought  to  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  r.  BMer  had  been  quite  aware^ 
before  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  got  up, 
of  the  extraordinary  predicament  in  whioi 
Members  on  that  side  bad  placed  them* 
selves,  by  the  tone  of  the  lan^age  thev 
had  held  on  the  subject  of  this  tax.  ft 
seemed  to  him  that  the  universal  opinion 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  with  the  one 
singular  exception  of  the  hmu  Member  for 
Kendal,  who  thought  they  would  get  rid 
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of  every  injustice  by  rendering  it  per- 
petual— with  that  singular  exception,  the 
universal  opinion  of  everybody  on  that 
side  was  that  the  Income  Tax  would  be 
unbearable,  if  regarded  as  a  permanent 
tax.  Nothing  on  earth  would  induce  him, 
if  a  division  were  taken  on  the  subject,  to 

S\e  his  vote  for  a  continuance  of  the  tax. 
e  granted  that  it  might  be  a  tax  to  be 
submitted  to  on  temporary  emergencies — 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, had  fully  spoken  his  sentiments  on 
that  subject.  Bui  after  the  debate  of  that 
night,  it  would  be  an  insult  to  the  under- 
standing of  everybody  out  of  the  House, 
for  anybody  in  the  House  to  go  and  tell 
them  that  this  tax  was  to  be  regarded  as 
anything  but  a  permanent  tax.  They 
were  not  to  be  misled  by  the  iine  words 
and  fair  sounding  assurances  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  filled  the  offices  of 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chancellor 
of  the  ^chequer  ;  it  was  not  a  matter  on 
which  their  assurances  were  to  be  taken  or 
would  go  for  much.  For  himself,  he 
thought  it  only  justice  to  say  that  he 
doubted  if  he  had  ever  heard  the  tempo- 
rary nature  of  the  tax  more  clearly  ex- 
plained than  he  had  heard  it  from  them, 
though  every  time  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
spoke  he  seemed  to  prolong  the  time- 
three  years,  four  years,  five  years,  and 
then  as  long  as  the  House  would  permit 
He  asked  the  House  not  to  attend  to  those 
assurances,  but  to  the  one  simple  &ct  that 
the  Budget  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
such  that  at  the  end  of  three  or  of  five  years, 
it  would  be  absurd  to  calculate  on  the^  re- 
moval of  the  Income  Tax.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  the  speech  be  addressed  to  the 
House  that  night,  taking  an  extravagant 
flight  of  openness,  had  renounced  all  his 
old  favourite  doctrines  on  taxation;  for 
until  very  lately  he  had  never  heard  any 
body  scout  the  idea  of  taking  off  taxes  in 
order  to  increase  taxes,  so  much  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  doing.  But  to-night  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  plunged  headforemost 
into  the  other  view,  and  dwelt  upon  the 
consideration  that  we  should  have  a  most 
glorious  revenue,  if  there  were  no  taxes 
remaining  at  all.  But  the  House  was  not 
to  be  thus  misled.  With  regard  to  the 
increase  of  the  Revenue,  for  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  as  much 
credit  as  if  it  had  been  owing  to  any  mea- 
sure of  his  own,  everybody  else  was  aware 
of  the  real  source  of  the  improvement. 


Two  good  harvests,  accompanied  with  an 
increase  of  trade,  had  led  to  prosperity. 
Nobody  could  doubt  that  that  was  the  true 
cause.  He  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  get  up  in  his  place,  and  as- 
sure them  of  two  good  harvests  for  the 
next  two  years,  with  an  increase  of  trade, 
and  permanence  of  prosperity.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  that,  he 
should  sav  that  he  had  made  out  a  case  for 
taking  off  the  tax  at  the  end  of  three  years. 
He  called  on  the  House  and  the  country 
not  to  submit  to  any  such  delusion,  above 
all  to  any  such  insulting  and  palpable  de- 
lusion as  to  vote  the  tax  with  the  idea  of 
getting  rid  of  it  at  the  end  of  three  years. 
They  were  now  asked  to  grant  a  perma- 
nent Income  Tax ;  let  them  vote  against 
it ;  or  if  they  would  not  vote  against  it 
absolutely,  let  them  vote  for  any  modifica- 
tion of  it  that  would  make  it  just  and 
bearable,  and  then  they  would  have  the 
consolation  of  knowing  that  they  had  dis- 
charged their  duty  to  their  country,  by 
endeavouring  to  remove  its  most  oppressive 
and  iniquitous  features.  He  thought  they 
should  not  be  called  upon  to-night  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  the  policy  of  the 
income  Tax.  However  that  might  be,  he 
begged  it  to  be  distinctly  understood,  that 
he  should  not  consider  himself  precluded 
on  any  future  occasion  from  opposing  a  tax 
he  now  saw  would  be  permanent.  With 
respect  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  it  had  its  de- 
fects ;  but  as  it  was  a  nearer  approach  to 
justice  than  the  Resolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  (Mr.  C.  BuUer)  would 
vote  for  it. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question :— Ayes  263; 
Noes  55 :  Majority  208. 


List  of 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acland,  T.  D. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
Alexander,  N. 
Alford,  Visct. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Ark  Wright,  G. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 


the  Ayes. 

Baring,  T. 
Barneby,  J. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bentiock,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Major 
Bernard.  Visct. 
Blake,  M.J. 
Bland  ford,  Marq.  of 
BodkiD,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyd,  J. 

Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H^ 
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Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bruges,  W.  H.  L. 
Buckley,  £. 
Buller,  Sir  J«  Y. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Campbell,  J.  H. 
Card  well,  £. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capt. 
Castlereagh,  Visct. 
Cavendish,  hn.  G.  H. 
Chatteris, hon.  F. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Cholmondeley,  hn.  H. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
Clive,  hon.R.  H. 
Cockbum,rt.hn.  Sir  G, 
Colborne,  hon.  W.N. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Collett,  J. 
Colquhoun,  J.  C. 
CoraptOD,  H.  C. 
Connolly,  Col. 
Copelandi  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
DaTies,  D.  A.  S. 
Doniion,  J.  £. 
DenisoD,  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Douro,  Marq.  of 
Drummond,  II.  II. 
Dugdale,  Vf.  S. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Dunoonbe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  G. 
£ast,  J.  B. 
£astnor,  Visct. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Bgerton,  W.  T. 
Entwisle,  W. 
£icott,  a 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Famham,  £.  B. 
Fellowet,  E. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Fitsmaurice,  hon.  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  S.  L. 

Freroantla,rt.hn«Sir  T. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Godson,  R. 


Gordon,  Hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goring,  Charles 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grey,  rt.  hon*  Sir  G. 
Griroston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
IIalfoTd,SirH. 
Hamilton,  G-  A. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heneage,  G.  II.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Ilervey,  Lord  A. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hindley,  C. 
Ilobhouse,rt.hn.Sir  J. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hon.  W.  A'C. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Hussey,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  II. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lawson,  A. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Levesou,  Lord 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  EaH  of 
Lockhart,  VV. 
Lowther,  Sir  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G, 
Lygoo,  hon.  Gen. 
Md[>eachy,  F.  A. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F« 
Maclean,  D. 
McNeill,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 


March,  Earl  of 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Marton,  G. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morgan,  O. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Nicholl,  right,  hon.  J 
Norreys,  Lord 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Philips,  G.  K. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Polliogton,  Visct. 
Ponsonby^  hn.  C.  F. 
Fraed,  W.  T. 
Prinffle,  A. 
Pttlslbrd,  R. 
Reid,SirJ.  R. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
RoUeston,  Col. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 

List  of 

Barnard,  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 

Byng,  rt.  hon,  0.  S. 
Cbrisue,  W.  D. 
Cobden,  R. 
Collins,  W. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Corteis,  H.  B. 
Dalrjrmplc,  Capt. 
Dasbwood,  G.  U. 


Ryder,  boo.  O.  D, 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visot. 
Shaw,  rt.  bn.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hn.  R.  V. 
Smith,  rt.hn.T.  B.C. 
Smythe,  Sir  H. 
Smythe,  hon.  O. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somerlon,  Visct. 
Somes,  J. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
.    Stuart,  H. 
Strutt,  £. 

Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  E. 
Tenncnt,  J.  E. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thornhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vernon,  O.  H. 
ViUien,  Visct. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wallace,  R. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wellesley,  Loi^  C. 
WodehoQse,  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hn.  J.  5. 
Wortley^  boo.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TBLLsas. 
Baring,  H. 
Young,  J. 

the  Noes. 

Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Drax.  J.  S.  W.  S.  E. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dttodas,F. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ewart,  W. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
UilU  Loi^  M 
Hollond,  R. 
Hmnphery,  Aid. 
Maoglet,  R.  D. 


637     Bmptoyment  of  Children       {Feb.  18}         in  CaUco  Print  JfTofti.       638 

Martin,  J, 
Maule,  rt.  boo.  F. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
MorisoD,  Gen. 
MoDiz,  O.  F. 
Marpby,  F.  S. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
PattisoQ,  J, 
Pluroridge,  Capt, 
Rawdon,Col. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Ross,  D.  R. 


Rqssell,  Lord  £. 
Sheil,  rt.  bon.  R.  L, 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Tancred,  H.  VV. 
Thornely,  T. 
Towneley,  J. 
Villiers,  bon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Milner  Gibson,  T. 


Main  Question  agi^in  put, 

Mr.  Roebuck  said:  I  mean  to  propose 
an  Amendment,  to  extend  this  tax  to  lre« 
land.  I  am  anxious  to  allow  time  to  dis« 
cuss  that  proposal,  but  if  the  Resolution  is 
passed,  I  must  divide  now. 

Sir  R,  Peel:  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  persevere,  I  must  give  way; 
but  I  wish  to  remind  him  that  the  same 
Resolution  which  imposes  the  Income  Tax 
here  imposes  an  additional  Stamp  Duty  on 
Ireland.  I  shall,  therefore,  give  the  pro- 
sal  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  my 
most  decided  opposition. 

Lord  /.  Russell :  I  quite  agree  with  the 
proposal  for  adjourning  this  discussion  to 
Wednesday.  I  wish,  however,  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  when  the  Resolution  as 
to  the  Sugar  Duties  will  be  brought  for- 
ward. No  doubt  the  Government  is 
anxious  to  press  it ;  but  a  few  days  should, 
I  think,  be  allowed  for  the  consideration  of 
the  proposal  of  Government. 

Amendment  put,  that  the  provision  of 
the  said  Act  as  far  as  regards  the  tax  on 
Property,  be  extended  to  Ireland. 

The  House  resumed*  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half-past  one. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  Februartf  18,  1845. 

MrNirrifl.]  Biixa.  PuMlc.— 1*-  Companntion  to  Fa- 
milies of  Fenont  Killed  by  Aoddflnta. 

PaTirioWB  PBannrran.  By  Loni  Moateagle,  from  Inh»* 
Utaato  of  tfw  bland  of  Barbadoei,  i^ntt  any  Mteur 
ttoo  in  the  Sugar  Duties. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  February  18,  1845. 

M nrvraa.]  Naw  Wax«s.— For  County  of  Kent  (Eastern 
Dividan),  «  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  Edward  KnatehtmU« 
Bart.,  aee.  Chiltem  Hundreds.—For  Thetfbrd,  v.  the  Hon. 
William  Bingluun  Baring,  Paymaster  GeneraL 

Nsir  MiMBBK  SwoRK. -*For  Lewes,  the  Hon.  Henry 
Fitvoy. 

Pmnom  Piibsbmtkd.  By  Mr.  Hutt,  ftom  Shipowners 
«d  vthKh  Of  Wliilby,  fat  RcdtMii«  ttw  Duty,  Toils, 


and  Dues  on  Ligkttiouiei.—fiy  Mr.  Chute,  tnm  Land- 
owners and  others,  of  County  of  Sussex,  and  by  Mr. 
Woddiouse,  from  County  of  Norfblk,  for  Repeal  of  the 
Malt  Duty.~By  lioid  Rendlesham,  Ikom  East  Suflblfc 
Agricultural  Protective  Society,  r<^y»p1ainipg  of  Agrloil- 
tural  Distress.— By  Dr.  Bowring,  from  Operative  Bleachers 
of  Glasgow,  and  by  Mr.  Brotheiton,  from  Cathcart  and 
Eastwood,  for  extending  ProvtatoBs  of  Fietaty  Aet  to 
Bleaching  Works  (Sootland).-^By  Mr.   Owen  Stanley, 
from  two  Parishes  in  the  County  of  Anglesey,  in  fitvour 
of  the  County  Courts  Bill  (1844).— By  Mr.  Bright,  ttom 
Inhahitnts  of  Aylesbury,  fbr  Repeal  of  Game  Lawa.-.- 
By  Mr.  P.  Miles,  from  Master  Tallon  of  Bristol,  for  AI. 
teration  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Act— By  Mr.  Eliot 
Yorke,  from  Merchants  and  others,  of  Wisbeaeh,  against 
the  Insolvent  Debtors  Aet,  and  in  fovour  oC  the  County 
Courts  Bill  (1844).— By  Mr.  Beckett,  ftom  Members  of 
the  Medical  Profession  of  Leeds,  Mr.  O.  Duncombe,  ftom 
York,  Sir  G.  Grey,  from  Devonport  and  Stondiouae, 
Viscount  Marsham,  from  Isle  of  Sheppey,  Mr.  P.  Miles, 
from  Bristol,  Mr.  W.  Patten,  from  Blackburn,  Mr.  Wodo- 
house,  from  Norwich,  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  from  Halifox, 
Mr.  Eliot  Yocke,  from  Wisbeaeh,  and  ftom  Members  of 
the  Council  of  the  Medical  Associatkm  of  Irdand,  gainst 
the  Medical  Practice  Bill  (1844).— By  Mr.  Brotherton, 
from  Members  of  Manchester  and  Salford  Peace  Society, 
and  by  Mr.  Hawes,  from  Feckham  and  Camberwell, 
agafaist  Increase  to  Naval  aud  Military  Estoblisfaments. 
—By  Colonel  Paget,  from  Amlwch,  county  of  Anglesey, 
for  diminishing  the  number  of  Public  Houses.— By  Sir 
W.  Clay,  ftom  George  Smith,  and  James  Scott  Smith, 
.  DistiUers,  of  Whitechapel,  for  Inquiry. 

Employment  of  Children  in  Calico 
Print  Works.]  Lord  Ashley  rose  to  bring 
forward  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  and  addressed  the  House  to  this 
effect;  — Sir,  The  subject  which  I  feel 
bound  to  bring  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  is  so  much  akin  to  others  which 
I  have  had  the  honour  to  bring  forward, 
that  I  fear  J  cannot  promise  anything  in 
the  way  of  novelty  in  the  evidence  I  have 
to  adduce^  or  in  the  arguments  derived 
form  it;  but,  nevertheless,  I  do  hope  that 
the  House  will  extend  to  me  its  patient 
indulgence  while  I  bring  before  it  the  casA 
of  a  large  class  of  out  fellow-subjects  who 
have  never  yet  been  represented  here.  I 
am  about  to  speak  in  behalf  of  a  large 
body  who  have  been  much  oppressed,  and  I 
may  say,  have  been  altogether  forgotten—- 
but  whose  interests  are  of  great  value  to 
themselves,  and,  if  taken  in  connexion  with 
their  cotemporary  labourers,  are  calculated 
to  have  a  powerful  influence  on  the  desti- 
nies of  the  Empire.  It  will  be  recollected 
that  in  the  year  1840  I  had  the  honour  to 
move  in  this  House  for  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  employment  of  children  in 
the  various  departments  of  labour.  That 
Commission  made  a  very  voluminous  Re- 
port ;  and  in  a  Summary  of  that  Report, 
from  which  1  shall  read  a  few  extracts, 
they  stated  what  was  the  condition  of  many 
thousands!  I  may  say  hundreds  of  thousands, 
of  diildren.  I  do  not  here  mean  those 
employed  in  the  factories,  but  those  em* 
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ployed  IB  the  various  trades  and  branches 
of  labour  in  the  realm,  and  who  are  com- 
pelled to  commence  labour  at  very  tender 
years.  There  are  bstances  of  their  begin- 
ning to  work  at  the  early  age  of  three  and 
four  yean;  not  unfrequenUy  five  and  six, 
and  in  many  instances  regular  employ* 
ment  b^an  from  seven  to  eight,  and  in 
most  instances  between  eight  and  nine. 
With  respect  to  the  employment  of  girls, 
the  Report  stated,  that— 

"  A  large  proportioo  of  the  children  and 
youD|;  persons  employed  in  this  branch  of  trade 
are  girls,  the  proportion  in  Lancashire  being 
upwards  of  one- third  of  the  whole  number 
under  thirteen." 

It  further  appears  from  the  Report,  that 
the  young  girls  worked  as  long  each  day 
as  the  adults,  which  sometimes  extended  to 
16,  17f  and  even  18  hours  consecutively. 
Schools  were  wholly  out  of  the  reach  of 
these  poor  children,  in  consequence  of  the 
early  age  at  which  they  were  set  to  work ; 
and  the  result  is,  that  the  greatest  demo- 
raliaation  exists  in  those  districts.  This 
was  the  summary  presented  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  deduced  from  a  dose  survey 
of  large  numbers  employed  in  various  trades 
in  the  realm.  Of  all  these  cruel  and  per- 
nidouB  employments— pernicious,  !  mean, 
in  the  extent  to  whicn  they  are  carried 
on— only  one  has  been  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  I  had  the 
honour  of  proposing  to  the  House  the  re- 
moval of  females  from  employment  in  col- 
lieries; but  of  all  the  trades  and  manu- 
factures that  have  been  inquired  into,  that 
is  the  only  one  with  respect  to  which  any 
measiwe  of  relief  has  been  afforded,  or  any 
motion  made*  In  all  other  respects  nothing 
has  been  done,  or,  rather,  every  thing  has 
been  left  undone ;  not  one  hour  has  been 
struck  off  from  their  term  of  labour,— not 
an  hour  added  to  their  instruction.  They 
have  not  had  even  the  advantage  of  public 
opinion  being  awakened  in  their  favour; 
thai  public  opinion,  which  has  such  pow- 
erful influence  when  brought  to  bear  on 
other  cases,  has  been  of  no  advantage  to 
those  on  whose  behalf  I  have  ventured  to 
come  forward.  I  own  I  do  not  wonder  at 
this,  when  I  oonsider  the  enormous  labour 
it  would  reouire  to  wade  through  those 
ponderous  folios  of  the  evidence  collected 
by  the  Commissionen,  to  arrive  at  all  the 
information  they  contain,  and  to  drag 
to  light  tboee  records  of  sufiering,  ig- 
norance, and  shame.  But  it  may  be  said 
that  I  myself  am  diargeable  with  this 
neglect ;  for  that  it  was  my  duty,  being 


more  cogniaant  of  the  evil,  to  endeavour 
to  find  a  remedy.  Undoubtedly,  it  was 
more  my  duty  than  that  of  any  other;  but 
my  ezctise  is,  that  I  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  i  and  it  will  not  be  denied 
that  I  have  not  had  any  great  enoou* 
ragemenU  I  am»  however,  now  pre- 
pared to  take  up  the  subject;  uid  I  do 
trust  that,  in  consideration  of  the  urgency 
of  the  case,  and  also  of  the  moderation  of 
what  I  am  about  to  propose,  the  House 
may  be  induced  to  give  me  part,  if  not  the 
whole,  of  what  I  ask  on  behalf  of  these 
young  persons.  I  hope  it  will  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
disctission  on  this  question,  I  limit  my  de- 
mand entirely  to  children  under  the  age  of 
thirteen,  wluch  are  children  according  to 
the  definition  of  the  Factory  Act.  A  vast 
number  of  these  children  are  females, 
and  therefore  entitled  to  the  special  pro- 
tection of  this  Hotise.  I  do  not  oon- 
sider that  in  the  exclusion  of  those  of 
more  advanced  age  from  the  operation  of 
the  measiue  which  I  shall  propose,  justioe 
and  humanity  will  be  satisfied;  but  the 
demand  which  I  now  make  is  more  in 
accordance  with  what  I  hope  to  obtain  than 
with  what  I  think  to  be  just  Calico 
printing,  to  which  I  now  b^  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  is  thus  described 
in  the  Commissionera'  Report :-» 

''Calico  printing,  with  its  subsidiary  pro- 
cesses of  bleaching  and  dyeing,  is  carrieo  on 
to  the  greatest  extent  in  the  cotton  districts  of 
Lancashire,  Cheshire,  Derbyshire,  and  the 
west  of  Scotland.  There  are  also  m  few 
printworks  near  Londoo,  and  several  near 
Dublin." 

With  respect  to  the  a^  of  the  diildien 
employed,  the  Report  said,— 

**  In  Lancashire,  Cheshire,  and  Derbyshire, 
instances  occur  in  which  children  begin  work 
in  this  employment  at  as  early  as  between  lour 
and  five,  ond  several  between  five  and  six 
inclusive,  many  begin  between  six  and  seven, 
still  more  between  seven  and  eiafat,  and  the 
great  roajoritv  between  eight  and  nine.  Oat 
of  565  cliildren  token  indiscnminslely  from 
returns  obtained  from  each  section  of  this  dis- 
trict, it  appears  that  one  child  began  work 
between  four  and  five ;  three  between  five  and 
six;  sixty-eight  between  six  and  seven;  133 
between  seven  and  eight;  156  between  eight 
and  nine;  127  between  nine  and  ten;  forty* 
nine  between  ten  and  eleven;  tweaty«sia 
between  eleven  and  twelve ;  and  two  between 
twelve  and  thirteen.  In  the  etst  of  Scotland 
children  commence  work  at  the  same  early 
oges;  the  Rev.  Jolm  Dempster,  Minister  of 
Denny,  states  that  inlants  may  be  seen  at 
work  u  early  as  five  years  of  age^  having  got 
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at  school  little  more  than  a  knowledge  of  the 
alphabet,  and  that  they  go  to  continuous  em- 
ployments at  all  ages,  from  seven  upwards. 
The  Rev.  J.  A.  Bonner  states, '  our  common 
schools  now  often  look  like  infant  schools, 
from  the  paucity  of  older  children.'  But  the 
printfields  in  Kent  afford,  in  regard  to  infant 
labour,  a  remarkable  exception  to  all  others  in 
the  United  Kingdom.  In  the  works  of  Mr. 
Swaisland  there  were  found  only  two  girls  and 
five  boys,  and  in  Mr.  Applegarth*s  only  six 
boys,  under  thirteen  years  of  age.  There  are 
instances  in  Ireland  of  children  beginning 
work  at  six;  but  says  the  Sub-Commissioner, 
out  of  833  persons  visited,  only  109  were 
under  thirteen  years  of  age." 

In  Ireland  the  system  presents,  as  I  have 
shown,  A  remarkable  contrast  to  the  state 
of  things  in  England,  displaying,  as  it  does^ 
a  remarkable  care  for  children  of  tender 
years.  Now  a  word  as  to  the  numbers 
employed.  From  returns  obtained  from 
printworks  in  Lancashire,  Cheshire,  and 
Derbyshire,  the  children  under  eighteen 
years  amount  to  5,646. 

"  But,"  (says  the  Report)  "  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  these  Returns  give  only  the  num- 
ber of  children  employed  at  the  time  the  Re- 
turn was  made,  and  it  has  often  happened  that 
at  the  time  half  the  tables  at  the  work  huve 
been  standing  still.'' 


But,  we  can  arrive  at  it  by  calculation: 
there  are  block  tables  in  these  establish- 
ments, each  requiring  one  child,  8,156; 
long  tables,  each  requiring  two,  168 ;  total, 
therefore,  if  the  tables  arc  in  full  work, 
8,492.  It  is  estimated  that  in  the  print- 
fields  in  the  whole  of  Scotland,  there  are 
teerers  amounting  to  5,000. 

"  But  this  estimate,*'  (says  the  Commis- 
sioner) *'  by  no  means  includes  the  total  num- 
ber; .  .  •  .  there  are  several  other  dc« 
partments  in  which,  though  they  commence 
somewhat  later  than  as  teeiers,  many  children 
are  employed.  The  works  at  West  Ham,  in 
Essex,  are  on  the  largest  scale,  and  those  at 
Caishalton,  in  Surrey,  are  considerable.*' 

Total  number,  therefore,  as  stated  in  the 
Report,  amounts  to  13,492.  But  this  is 
confessedly  much  under  the  truth  ;  and 
when  we  add  the  number  employed  in 
bleachfields  and  calendering  departments, 
sometimes  detached  from  printing-works, 
we  cannot  put  the  whole  numbers  at  less 
than  25,000/1  And  I  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve, from  inquiry  that  1  have  made,  that 
this  amount  is  under  the  reality.  I  now 
beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  must  have  an  important  effect  on  the 
moral  and  physical  condition  of  those  cm- 
uloyed-<-I  mean  the  state  of  the  places  in 
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which  this  work  is  carried  on.     On  this 
point  the  Commissioners  state — 

"  There  is  perhaps  no  description  of  manu* 
facture  in  which  the  convenience  and  comfort 
of  ihe  places  in  which  the  various  operations 
are  carried  on  diBfer  so  materially  in  different 
establishments,  and  even  in  different  depart* 
ments  of  the  same  establishments,  as  in  calico 
printing.  .  .  .  With  the  view  of  lessen- 
ing, as  far  as  practicable,  the  noxiousness  of 
these  operations,  some  proprietors  spare 
neither  trouble  nor  expense  to  secure  proper 
ventilation,  temperature,  and  drainage ;  but 
in  great  numbers  of  cases  these  conditions  of 
the  place  of  work  are  deplorably  neglected. 
Here  are  specimens.  The  hooking  and  lash- 
ing-out rooms,  and  the  singeing-rooms,  are 
very  disagreeable  places,  the  air  of  which  is 
filled  with  dust,  and  in  the  latter  with  small 
burnt  particles,  which  irritate  the  eyes  and 
nostrils  exceedingly.  '  On  going  iuto  this 
room  with  a  friend,'  (says  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioner,) '  we  were  both  instantly  affected,  our 
eyes  began  to  smart,  and  we  felt  a  ticklish  sen- 
sation in  the  throat  and  nostrils,  much  the  same 
as  that  produced  by  taking  snuff.  I  noticed 
that  all  the  children  who  were  employed  in 
this  room  were  more  or  less  affected  with  in- 
flammation and  copious  discharge  from  the 
eyes.  The  temperature  of  the  workshops 
usually  varies  from  sixty-five  to  ei^^hty  degrees 
.  .  .  the  stoves  are  often  overheated,  and 
I  have  occasionally  seen  them  red  hot.  Tiie 
temperature  to  which  the  stenters  are  exposed 
is  verv  high,  from  eighty-five  to  100  degrees. 
I  have  found  them  between  eleven  and  twelve 
years  old  working  fourteen  hours.  The  tem- 
perature at  which,*  says  the  Commissioner, '  I 
usually  found  these  stoves,  when  the  girls 
were  filling  them,  was  1 10  degrees,  or  fever 
heat,  and  the  steam  rising  from  the  wet  goods 
as  they  are  hung  up  is  still  more  suffocating^ 
and  oppressive  than  dry  heat  would  be.*  '^ 

I  will  read  some  of  the  evidence  on  thisi 
point  :— 

*^  Robert  Crawford,  block  maker,  states,  that 
in  the  kiln,  where  the  block  runs  through 
on  rollers  to  dry  the  colours,  no  one  can  work 
above  three  or  at  most  five  minutes.  Mary 
Moody  and  Mary  Maxwell,  stove-girls,  state, 
that  the  girls  often  faint  from  exhaustion 
caused  by  the  heat.  John  Rodger,  machine- 
printer,  states,  that  the  girls  who  attend  on 
the  dash-wheel  have  to  stand  with  the  feet  and 
petticoats  always  wet,  and  that  this  in  severe 
weather  causes  great  hardship.  Mr.  David 
Young,  surgeon,  of  Bridgetown,  says,  that 
from  his  experience  as  a  medical  man  he 
knows  that  at  certain  periodical  seasons  the 
dash-wheel  produces  very  injurious  effects  on 
women.  But  of  Mr.  Swaisland's  works  in 
Kent,  there  is  a  different  report:  the  whole  of 
the  premises,  particularly  the  room  where  the 
teerers  work,  are  clean,  spacious,  lofty,  and 
well-ventilated,  heated  in  winter  bv  warm« 
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water  pipes,  and  thoroughhr  drained.  The 
•ame  is  said  of  the  works  of  Mr.  Applegarth, 
and  at  West  Ham,  in  Essex.*' 

Showing,  therefore,  that  health  and  clean- 
liness may  he  consulted  hy  care  and  atten- 
tion, and  without  any  formidable  loss  of 
pro6t  Now»  Sir,  to  give  a  complete  pic- 
ture of  the  case  I  have  to  present  to  the 
House,  I  must  likewise  show  them  what  is 
the  nature  of  the  employment  in  which 
these  children  are  engaged.  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  labour  is  not  in  itself  heavy ; 
it  is  the  continuity  of  it  during  so  many 
hours  that  produoea  a  debilitating  effect  on 
both  body  and  mind.  Sir,  I  now  quote 
from  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners : — 

''The  work  of  the  teerers  does  not  require 
much  muscular  exertion,  while  it  admits  of 
some  variety,  as  they  occasionally  bring  the 
colour  from  the  colour  shop,  and  it  is  also 
their  duty  to  wash  the  blocks  and  cleanse  the 
sieves ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  their  exertion 
of  attention  must  be  almost  unremitting;^ 
they  must  keep  their  arms  in  a  continaal  ro- 
tatory motion,  and  during  the  whole  time  they 
are  at  work  they  must  be  upon  their  feet.*' 

And  what  are  the  hours  of  work? 

**  The  regular  hours  of  work  in  the  different 
departments  of  the  priotfield  are  rarely  less  than 
twelve — including  the  time  allowed  for  meals, 
— but  it  is  by  no  means  uncommon  in  all  the 
districts  for  children  of  from  five  to  six  years 
old  to  be  kept  at  work  for  fourteen,  and  even 
sixteen  hours,  consecutively. 

"In  those  of  Lancashire,  Cheshire,  and 
Derbyshire,  the  nominal — not  the  actual,  be  it 
observed, — hours  of  work  are  twelve,  including 
meal  hours ;  but  there  can  scarcely  be  said  to 
be  any  regular  hours,  for  all  the  block  printers 
are  in  the  habit  of  working  over  time,  and  as 
they  are  paid,  and  are  independent  of  ma- 
chinery, they  are  at  liberty  to  work  what  hours 
they  please.'* 

Now,  what  is  the  testimony  on  this  sub- 
ject of  the  persons  employed  in  these 
works?  I  am  perfectly  aware,  that  in 
bringing  forward  evidence  of  thit^  kind,  I 
am  trespassing  on  the  patience  of  the 
House.  But  1  would  rather  lay  before 
you  a  true  picture  of  facts,  than  indulge  in 
any  general  rhetorical  display,  that  might, 
after  all,  leave  you  ignorant  of  the  exact 
truth.  Thomas  Sidbread,  block  printer, 
says,— 

**  I  began  to  work  between  eight  and  nine 
o'clock  on  Wednesday  night,  but  the  boy  had 
been  sweeping  the  shop  from  Wednesday 
morning.  You  will  scarcely  believe  it| — but 
it  is  true,— I  never  left  the  shop  till  six  o'clock 
on  the  Saturday  morning,  and  I  had  never 
stopped  working  all  that  time  ;->!  was  knocked 
up,  and  the  boy  was  almost  insensible. 


**  There  were  men  there,  and  children  too, 
who  came  on  a  Monday  morning,  and  stayed 
till  Saturday  night." 

Henry  Richardson  states,*- 

"  At  four  o'clock  I  began  to  work,  and 
worked  all  that  day,  all  the  next  ni^ht,  and 
until  ten  o'clock  the  following  day.  I  had  only 
one  teerer  during  that  time,  and  I  dare  say  he 
would  be  about  twelve  years  old.  ...  I 
have  known  children  made  ill  by  working  too 
long  hours  ;  the  boy  that  worked  for  me  at  the 
Adelphi  was  sometimes  unable  to  come  to  his 
work  from  being  sick  with  overworking." 

In  the  west  of  Scotland 

"  The  regular  hours  for  work  are  from  six  to 
six,  with  two  intervals  for  meals,  sometimes  of 
one  hour  each,  leaving  about  ten  working 
hours." 

But,  says  the  Sub-Commissioner, 

"  I  have  been  hitherto  describing  the  regu- 
lar hours,  but  these,  I  am  sorry  to  say  are  but 
too  frequently  prolonged  by  over  hours.  .  . 
Two  or  three  hours  of  over  work  a  day  is, 
however,  not  uncommon,  making  on  the  whole 
fourteen  or  fifteen  hours,  including  meals." 

The  Sub- Commissioner  adds, 

"  Instances  were  found  of  girls  working  at 
the  steam  cans  for  thirty-eight  hours  in  succes- 
sion. Now,  in  some  establishments  these  long 
hours  are  not  allowed — Mr.  T.  Greig,  of  the 
firm  of  Watson,  Jackson,  and  Greig,  stated  to 
the  Sub-Commissioner,  that  in  three  years  the 
utmost  number  of  hours  actually  worked  by 
any  one  was  thirteen  per  day,  and  the  utmost 
for  the  children  was  ten  a  day,  the  average 
not  being  above  than  nine  and  a  half." 

Proving,  most  undoubtedly,  that  the  pro* 
tracted  hours  I  have  referred  to  arc  not 
necessary.  It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  this 
labour  is  not  continued  throughout  the 
whole  year — the  trade  has  its  flushes  and 
its  pauses,  such  is  the  technical  expression 
to  denote  periods  of  great  demand  and  ces- 
sation  from  labour.  But  this  excess  on 
either  side  is  highly  injurious,  extreme  toil 
or  absolute  idleness,  the  one  cannot  be  con- 
sidered as  a  healthy  compensation  for  the 
other.  It  must*  moreover,  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  the  printworks  are  always  nmst 
busy  during  the  winter,  in  preparations 
for  a  spring  trade,  at  the  time  of  the 
year  when  toil  and  exposure  are  the  least 
endurable.  Of  all  the  features  of  this  em- 
ployment, that  I  am  now  about  to  describe 
is  the  most  abominable^-1  speak  of  the 
practice  of  night  work.  The  Commissioner 
says:— 

**  The  occasional  practice  of  night  work  in 
print  grounds  in  all  the  districts  is  anivarsal, 
while  in  many  it  is  so  general  and  coostaot 
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fliat  it  may  be  reganled  as  a  part  of  the  regu- 
lar system  of  carrying  on  this  branch  of  the 
trade.  In  Lancashire,  Cheshire,  and  Derby- 
shire^  night  work  is  stated  to  be  so  common 
that  those  establishments  in  which  it  does  not 
eirist  are  exceptions  to  the  general  practice. 
Id  working  in  the  night,  relays  of  printers  and 
children  are  almost  invariably  used ;  the  con- 
trary is  rarely  the  case  except  where  there  is  a 
difficulty  in  procuring  children.^ 

**  Relays  are  sometimes  from  six  to  six,  or 
twelve  o'clock  in  the  day  to  twelve  o'clock  at 
night  (called  twelving),  or  from  four  in  the 
morning  till  twelve,  and  from  twelve  till  nine 
at  nighu" 


Now*  just  hear  what  are  the  depositions 
of  the  young  persons  themselves  as  to  the 
period  they  work,  and  of  the  effects  pro- 
duced on  them.  The  first  I  shall  mention 
is  Margaret  Isherwood,  eight  years  old. 
She  says, 

"  Before  she  was  six  years  and  a  half  old, 
she  worked  all  night  three  or  four  nights  a 
week/* 

Henry  Hughes,  nearly  nine,  teerer,  says, 

"  I  have  worked  all  night  many  a  time.  I 
have  worked  all  day  and  all  night  too^  with- 
out stopping,  except  for  meals.'^ 

Julia  Cunliffe,  aged  ten,  says^-* 

• 

"  I  came  on  Friday  morning  at  seven 
o'clock,  worked  all  day  and  all  night  until 
Saturday  morning  at  six  o'clock.  ...  I  took 
snuff  to  keep  myself  awake." 

Ellen  Radcliffe,  aged  ten,  says,— 

"  I  was  once  a  teerer,  but  I  could  not  stand 
the  work.  I  once  worked  three  nights  teer- 
ing  blue  colour,  but  it  made  me  sick  and 
giddy  in  my  head." 

Margaret  Morris,  going  ten,  says,** 

"  Many  times  I  worked  all  day  and  all  night 
too.  Sometimes  I  have  gone  at  eight  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  worked  all  day  and  all  night 
until  eight  o'clock  the  next  morning." 

"  Llobert  Kellatt,  block  printer,  has  seen  a 
child  named  Hellin,  seven  years  old,  work  from 
six  o'clock  in  the  morning  until  eleven  o'clock 
at  night  for  a  week  together  on  an  average ;  he 
teered  for  his  father,  who  worked  him  quite 
beyond  his  strength." 

''I  have  known  a  man,"  (says  William 
Archer,  a  foreman)  "  work  three  days  and 
three  nights,  without  ever  going  home,  and  he 
had  the  same  teerer  all  the  time." 

In  the  west  of  Scotland  night  work  appears 
to  be  very  common  occasionally  in  almost 
all  establishments*  In  the  east  of  Scotland 
the  evidence  shows  that  night  work  is  not 
uncommon ;  but  in  Ireland,  which  again 
appears  to  the  greatest  advantage,  it  is 
8aid,<— 


"  In  general  there  is  no  night  work  in  the 
printfields  of  Ireland.  .  .  There  are  except 
tions  to  this,  though  rare." 

With  respect  to  treatment,  the  Commis- 
sioners states  that  the 

"  Tendency  of  the  improvements  progres- 
sively made  in  the  processes  of  calico  printing 
has  been  to  diminish  the  labour  of  the  chil- 
dren, and  to  lessen  their  danger  of  injuring 
their  work  ;  at  the  same  time  there  has  been  a 
growing  disapprobation  on  the  part  of  the 
workpeople  of  any  oppressive  treatment  of  the 
children  .  .  .  Severe  punishment,  which  was 
formerly  common,  is  now  scarcely  known." 

But  here  comes  the  fearful  and  important 
consideration  for  the  Parliament  and  the 
country— the  physical  suffering  is  bad 
enough,  but  the  moral  degradation  is 
worse.  The  Commissioners  state,  and 
this  is  their  general  report,  that 

**  The  evidence  collected  in  the  Lancashire 
district  tends  to  show  that  the  children  em- 
ployed in  this  occupation  are  excluded  from 
the  opportunities  of  education ;  that  this  ne- 
cessarily contributes  to  the  growth  of  an  igno- 
rant and  vicious  population ;  that  the  facility 
of  obtaining  early  employment  for  children  in 
printfields,  empties  the  day  schools;  that 
parents  without  hesitation  sacrifice  the  future 
welfare  of  their  children  through  life  for  the 
immediate  advantage  or  gratification  obtained 
by  the  additional  pittance  derived  from  the 
child's  earnings." 

This  is  not  my  language ;  it  is  the  language 
of  the  Report.  But  this  is  not  all.  The 
evil  is  a  growing  one.  The  state  of  things 
is  becoming  worse.  Mr.  Emery,  master  of 
the  school  at  Disley  says,— 

"  When  I  first  came  into  this  district,  which 
is  now  many  years  since,  my  scholars  stayed 
much  longer  with  me  ;  and  I  had  then  a  chance 
of  making  something  of  them.  On  looking  at 
the  number  of  scholars,  it  appeared  that  they 
had  diminished  one-half  since  1832,  notwith- 
standing the  remarkable  increase  of  population 
in  this  district  within  the  last  ten  years." 

Mr.  Emery  attributes  the  falliog-off  of  the 
school— 

"  To  the  facility  of  getting  employment  at 
high  wages  for  very  young  children,  and  to  the 
indifference  of  the  parents  about  the  education 
of  their  children  .  .  The  block  printers,"  (he 
adds^  "  can  make  from  20<.  to  30f .  a  week,  and 
of  course  they  might  afford,  at  2d.  a  week 
each,  to  send  their  children  to  school." 

The  Commissioner  for  Scotland  says,— - 

"  But   of  the  means   of   instruction  that 
are    provided,    the    children    of  the    manu- 
facturing population    generally,    and    those 
Y2 
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employed  in  the  priotfields  io  particolar, 
cannot  avail  themselves  on  account  of  the 
early  age  at  which  children  are  removed  from 
school y  and  the  long  hours  during  which  their 
labour  is  continued." 

"  Of  many  of  the  children  in  the  print  grounds 
of  Lancashire,  and  especially  of  those  who 
have  been  the  least  educated,  it  is  stated  that 
they  appear  to  have  no  sense  of  moral  obliga- 
tion; they  are  generally  not  trustworthy, 
and  are  given  to  pilfering,  lying,  and  fight- 
ing   Of  the  same  class  in  Scot- 
land, it  is  stated  that  the  ease  with  which 
Earents  are  enabled  to  rid  themselves  of  the 
urden  of  their  children's  support  weakens  all 
parental  and  domestic  ties,  saps  the  foundation 
of  morality,  and  stops  all  progress  in  the 
mental  and  moral  culture  of  the  children/' 

Is  it  then  surprising  that  the  Central  Board 
should  have  reported  they  are  speaking  ge- 
nerally on  subjects  of  which  my  present 
case  is  a  specimen  ?— « 

*^  That  the  girls  are  prevented,  by  their  early 
removal  from  home  and  the  day-schools  to  be 
employed  in  labour,  from  learning  needle- 
work, and  from  acquiring  those  habits  of 
cleanliness,  neatness,  and  order,  without 
which  they  cannot,  when  they  grow  up  to 
womanhood,  economise  their  husbands'  earn- 
ings, or  give  to  their  homes  any  degree  of 
comfort;  and  this  general  want  of  the  qualifica- 
tions of  a  housewife  in  the  women  of  this  class 
is  stated  by  clergymen,  teachers,  medical  men, 
employers,  and  other  witnesses,  to  be  one 
great  and  universally  prevailing  cause  of  dis- 
tress and  crime  among  the  working  classes?*' 

I  shall  not  weary  the  House  with  any 
further  evidence  as  to  the  moral  condi- 
tion of  those  engaged  in  the  printworks. 
But  I  will  ask  if  this  be  a  state  of  things 
which  should  be  allowed  to  continue  ?  Any 
effort  we  may  make,  may  in  the  outset  be 
imperfect  on  account  of  the  difRcultics  that 
stand  in  the  way  of  all  legislation  on  such 
a  subject ;  but  at  any  rate  we  may  strike 
at  the  main  evil,  and  apply  the  law  as  far 
as  we  can.  In  the  first  instance  I  shall 
propose  the  total  abolition  of  night  work 
for  all  females  of  whatsoever  ages,  and  all 
of  both  sexes  under  thirteen,  to  commence 
in  October  next.  I  am  quite  sure  that  in 
this  I  am  not  proposing  anything  that  can 
be  in  the  least  injurious  to  the  interests 
either  of  the  workmen  or  their  masters. 
If  the  House  will  allow  me  I  will  state  on 
what  evidence  I  found  that  opinion.  Mo- 
rally and  physically  nothing  can  he  more 
injurious  than  this  night  work.  W.  Archer, 
a  foreman,  was  asked,— 

"  Did  night  work  affect  your  health  ?*' 

And  the  answer  was,-— 

^  Yes,  it  is  the  worit  part  of  our  trade •    I 


always  felt  very  unwell  in  the  morning,  alnoti 
the  same  as  if  I  had  been  drunk  over  night.** 
"  What  is  your  opinion  of  night  work?*' — 
^  It  is  my  opinion  that  night  work  is  the 
greatest  injury  both  to  the  children  and  print- 
ers ;  night  work  ought  to  be  stopped." 

John  Williams,  operative,  says,— 

"The  working  by  gas  injures  the  eyes. 
.  .  .  More  affected  at  morning  after  work- 
ing by  night,  than  in  the  night  after  working 
by  daylight." 

Daniel  Hawthorn,  gas  engineer,  aay,— 

''Children  always  look  pale  and  sickly 
when  they  have  been  working  night  and  day.^' 

A  deputation  of  calico  printers,  aays, — 

''  Night  work  is  doubly  distressioff  oo  this 
account,  where  a  great  quantity  of  gas  is 
burning  io  a  room  badly  ventilated,  the  air  is 
hurtful  to  breathe,  and  bad  for  the  constitu- 
tion. Children  of  delicate  constitutions  are 
obliged,  in  a  long  succession  of  night  woHl,  to 
desist  from  coming  to  the  shop,  otherwise  they 
die  off." 

"  When  children  first  come  to  work,  from  be* 
ing  robust  they  will  become  pallid  and  weak." 

"  Almost  all  claesss  of  witnesses  in  all  the 
districts  concur  in  stating  that  the  effect  of 
night  work  is  roost  injurious,  physically  and 
morally  on  the  workpeople  in  general,  and  on 
the  children  in  particular.*' 

The  Rev.  J.  Harbottle,  Baptist  minister, 
says, — 

''  r  consider  the  unseasonable  hours  during 
which  young  persons  are  oftentimes  employed 
as  unfitting  them  for  any  improvement  in 
mind,  as  well  as  exceedingly  injurious  to 
health." 

'*  One  general  effect  is,  that  when  any  roeet- 
ini?  takes  place  of  an  evening  for  moral  and 
religious  purposes,  the  workpeople  seem  quite 
overcome  with  the  effect  of  having  been  at 
work  so  many  hours— >young  persons  espe- 
cially." 

Nor  is  night  work  necessary  or  advan* 
tageous  to  the  trade.     The  Report  says,«— 

*'No  countervailing  advantage  is  ultimately 
obtained  from  it  even  by  the  employers.*' 

Again,— 

''In  working  in  tlie  night  it  is  generally 
considered  that  more  work  is  spoiled  than  in 
the  day ;  and  an  abatement  is  made  for  bad 
work." 

Mr.  Roliert  Hargreavea,  of  Accrington.one 
of  the  highest  authorities  in  the  kingdom, 
says,— 

**  I  do  not  like  the  principle  of  night  work  ; 
there  is  danger  of  fire,  and  a  necessity  for  a 
double  set  of  superintendfnts.  Tht  ^orl; 
done  is  miich  worst," 
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The  Sub-Commissioner  for  the  West  of 
England  reports  that, — 

'*  The  great  majority  of  printers  would  not 
object  to  a  prohibition  of  night  work  for  chil- 
dren and  young  persons." 

Mr.  Gilbert  Junes,  manager  of  Cogan  print 
works,— 

**ls  very  strongly  of  opinion  that  over 
hours  are  injurious  both  to  workmen  and 
employers," 

He 

'*  Considers  that  a  law  reducing  and  regu- 
lating hours  of  work  in  printfields,  would  put 
all  on  a  footing,  and  so  would  soon  produce 


no  inconvenience. 

Mr.  Kennedy,  the  Sub- Commissioner  fur 
Lancashire,  Cheshire,  and  Derbyshire,  re- 
ported— and  this  is  a  most  valuable  state- 
ment,— 

^'I  have  been  favoured  by  an  influential 
house  with  an  inspection  of  those  books  which 
show  rales  of  production  in  their  roller  print- 
ing machines,  during  a  period  of  four  months, 
when  they  worked  fifteen  hours  a  day.  .  •  . 
The  proportion  of  spoiled  work  from  the  be- 
ginning of  the  first  to  the  end  of  the  fourth 
month,  actually  doubled  itself;  whilst  the 
average  production  of  the  machines  decreased 
from  100  to  90  per  cent.  In  fact,  the  amount 
of  spoiled  work  increased  to  such  an  alarming 
degree,  that  the  paities  referred  to  felt  them- 
selves compelled  to  shorten  the  hours  of  labour 
to  avoid  loss ;  and  as  soon  as  tbe  alteration 
was  made,  tbe  amount  of  spoiled  work  sank  to 
its  former  level." 

I  am  informed,  he  adds, 

**  The  general  experience  of  this  branch  of 
trade  is,  ihat  under  whatever  circumstances 
night  work  is  tried,  the  produce  is  distin- 
guished by  a  larger  share  than  ordinary  of 
spoiled  work.'' 

I  am  also  enabled  to  read  the  following 
extracts  from  two  most  respectable  and 
intelligent  persons.  Mr.  John  Graham, 
superintendent  of  works,  at  Mayfield, 
says»— 

''  So  far  as  we  are  concerned  at  Mayfield,  it 
would  be  advisable  to  give  up  night  work  for 
young  women,  young  persons,  and  children, 
night  work  being  understood  as  those  hours 
between  10  p.m.  and  6  a.  m." 

Mr.  David  Cooper,  of  Primrose  Worksi 
Clithero,  says,— 

''  I  allude  only  to  Messrs.  Thompson*s  works. 
There  may  be  other  printers  who  may  be  un- 
able to  adopt  such  regulations.'' 

He  says  that  Mr*  Thompson  for  many 
years  carried  on  night-work,  but  had  been 
for  years  induced  to  gire  it  upi  partly  from 


I  feelings    of  humanity,    and  partly   from 
motives  of  economy,  because  he  found  it 
injurious  to  his  workpeople,  and  because 
the  amount  of  spoiled  work  was  so  con- 
siderable.    It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  a  law 
must  be  proposed  to  save  these  unfortunate 
children  from  the  effects  of  such  a  system. 
I  would  next  propose  a  reduction  of  the 
hours  of  labour  with  respect  to  those  under 
a  certain  age— under  the  age  of  thirteen, 
for  instance.     I  am  bound  to  state,  that 
those  two  gentlemen  whom  I  last  quoted, 
Mr.  David  Cooper  and  Mr.  John  Graham, 
do  not  recommend  a  reduction  of  the  hours 
of  labour.    They  confine  their  recommend- 
ation to  the  abolition  of  night  work  j  but 
the  evil  of  excessive  labour  on  the  part  of 
these  young  persons  is  so  manifest  and  ex- 
tensive, that  it  must  not  be  left  without  a 
check.     I  pro]X)se,  therefore,  that  in  Octo- 
ber,   1846,   allowing   thereby  nearly  two 
years  before  the  operation  of  the  enactment^ 
none  under  thirteen  years  of  age  shall  be 
allowed   to  work  more  than  eight  hours 
a-day  for  six  days  in  the  week,  or  more 
than  twelve  hours  a-day  for  three  alternate 
days  in  the  week.     I  shall  propose  also,  in 
conformity  with  the  provisions  of  the  Fac- 
tory Bill,  that  two  hours  a-day  of  schooling 
should  be  required  with  respect  to  those 
children  who  work  eight  hours  a-day  for 
six  days  in  the  week ;  and  three  hours  of 
schooling,  on  alternate  days,  with  respect 
to  those  who  work  twelve  hours  a-day  for 
three  days  in  the  week.      Should  more 
labour  be  required,  it  may  be  obtained  by 
relays,  to  which  the  trade  is  accustomed.    I 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  notice  the  number  of  arguments  which 
I  may  anticipate  as  likely   to  be  urged 
against  ray  proposed  provision  with  respect 
to  the  education  of  the  children.     In  the 
first  instance,  I  may  be  told,  that  parents 
may  be  safely  trusted  to  attend  to  the  phy- 
sical and  moral  welfare  of  their  children. 
Now,  in  answer  to  this  I  may  refer  to  the 
results  of  the  investigations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners^ which  prove  the  utter  carelessness 
of  the  parents  of  those  children  in  reference 
to  their  education,  even  when  they  have 
ample  means  for  providing  for  that  educa- 
tion.    Mr.  Kennedy  says,— 

*'  One  of  the  chief  points  for  observation  is 
the  carelessness  of  the  parents  as  to  the  future 
welfare  of  their  offspring,  as  shown  by  de- 
priving them  of  the  advantages  of  education. 
This  they  invariably  do  without  reference  to 
their  ample  means  of  supporting  them.^' 

Commissioners  were  sent  to  examine  all 
the  various  mimng  and  manufacturing  dis* 


651    Efhpkymeni  of  ChUdren      {COMMONS}      in  Calico  Prim  Worh.      U% 


irititH  I  and  ono  of  them  Mr.  Fellows  (Der* 
byihlro)  itatoi,— 

**  The  io1«  wish  of  parents  examined  by  bim 
lu  be  to  make  all  they  could  of  their  children 
«t  ai  early  an  age  as  possible,  without  regard- 
ing their  future  welfare.'^ 

Mr.  Auitin  (Lancasbire)  says^— 

"  Parents  will  not  avail  themselves  of  tbe 
ninny  facilities  afforded  in  that  district  for  the 
education  of  their  children ;  they  will  not  send 
them  to  school/' 

In  Scotland,  all  classef  ^f  witnesMs  state 
that  the  difficulty  is  to  get  the  parents  to 
send  their  children  to  school ;  and  as  re- 
spects WaleSj  it  is  stated  that  the  parents 
estimate  even  one  penny  a-week  as  more 
than  education  is  worth.  Perhaps  1  may 
be  told  that  poverty  is  the  cause  of  this 
indifference  on  the  part  of  the  parents ; 
but  attend  to  the  statement  made  by  that 
intelligent  individual,  Mr.  Symon^  He, 
on  the  contrary  says,— 

**  That  the  evidence  of  all  witnesses  shows 
that  when  trade  improves  fewer  children  will 
remain  in  school,  and  that  sensual  gratifica- 
tions are  far  oftener  the  obstruction  to  educa- 
tion than  poverty." 

Mr.  Fletcher  says, — 

"  That  the  earnings  of  the  population  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Oldham  in  prosperous  times 
are  amply  sufficient  to  enable  parents  to  pay 
for  their  children's  education,  but  they  will 
take  nothing  but  Sunday  school  instruction, 
because  it  does  not  interfere  with  work,  and 
costs  nothing." 

Mr.  Grainger  says^— 

"  Many  of  the  parents  are  utterly  indifferent 
to  the  moral  and  physical  welfare  of  their  off- 
spring; and  it  would  be  a  serious  error  to 
mistake  this  indifference  for  desperation 
arising  from  distress  and  misery." 

He  adds,— ^ 

**  That  in  the  best  of  times,' when,  in  Bir- 
mingham for  example,  many  mechanics  were 
earning  from  21.  to  5/.  or  6/.  a-week,  instead 
of  making  provision  for  the  future,  and  pro- 
moting the  welfare  of  their  families,  these 
larce  wages  were  but  too  oAen  wasted  in  vice 
and  extravagance.'* 

In  this  deplorable  state  the  population  is 
being  brought  up.  It  must,  I  think,  be 
evident  to  every  onc^  that  unless  parents 
themselves  receive  the  benefit  of  education, 
they  will  be  indifferent  as  to  the  educa- 
tion of  their  progeny,  and  yet  we  are 
bringing  up  a  race  of  parents  in  an  entirely 
demoralized  condition,  and  who  will  hie 
ignorant  of  the  great  advantages  which 


would  aocme  to  their  offspring  fram  proper 
attention  to  their  education ;  for  we  fimi 
the  present  generation  of  these  children 
neglected  as  far  as  their  physical  and  moni 
condition  is  concerned;  and  we  find  also 
that  such  a  complication  of  evils  has  been 
suffered  to    accumulate,    that    even    the 
powers  of  this  House  will  scarcely  be  able 
to  extricate  the  population  from  them.     I 
have  very  great  fears  that  not  only  in  the 
delivery  of  individual  speeches,  but  in  the 
frequent  reproduction  of  subjects   of  the 
same  class,  I  shall  become  exceedingly  te- 
dious to  the  House.     It  may,  therefore,  be 
some  compensation  to  know,  that  I  suffer 
nearly  as  much  as  I  inflict ;  the  labour  of 
research — the  extent  of  correspondence,  the 
trespass  on  the  time  of  this  House,  cheered 
by  little  or  no  prospect  of  success— may  be 
urged  as  an  adequate  proof  that  these  endea- 
vours have  not  been  wantonly  undertaken ; 
but  where  the  interests  are   so  aeriousy 
much  may  and  ought  to  be  haaarded,  and 
it  is  better  to  foil  in  the  attempt  than 
never  to  have  aspired  to  such  a  measure. 
I  Sir,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive  on  what 
grounds  an  opposition  will  be  made  to  my 
proposal :  it  cannot  be  said  that  I  have  se- 
lected one  interest  only  as  the  object  of  at- 
tack—this is  the  third  in  the  series  that  I 
have  ventured  to  reform.     I  have,  too,  I 
hope,  been  careful — ^for  such  at  least  was  my 
intention — ^in  my  language  respecting  the 
conduct  and  character  of  individual  print 
roasters :  I  have  endeavoured  to  expose  the 
pernicious  system  of  their  labour,  but  with- 
out imputing  to  them  either  the  authorship 
or  the  encouragement  of  the  mischiefs  that 
afflict  the  present  generation — the  evil  has, 
as  it  were,  come  down  to  them  by  inherit- 
ance.    Now,   in  every  debate  on  similar 
subjects  it  has  been  invariably  conceded 
that  protection  shotild  be  extended  to  young 
children;    their  inexperience,  their  help- 
lessness, the  deep  interest  that  the  State 
was  supposed  to  have  in  their  moral  and 
physical  welfare,  extorted  this  admission. 
There  may  have  been  some,  though  very 
few»  who  thought  differently,  and  believed 
that  they  might  safely  be  1^  to  the  affec- 
tionate solicitude  of  parents  and  guardians 
— these  objections  were  overrule^  mid  the 
Legislature   has,  in  various   enactments, 
asserted  the  principle  for  which  I  now 
contend — I  oak  no  other ;  for  this  Bill,  I 
must  again  observe,    will    affect   ymine 
children  only,  those  only  of  the  age  which 
the  Govemmenty  in  the  Factory  Bill  of 
1833,  protected  by  a  limitation  of  eight 
hours  of  doily  labour^  and  r^ulor  attend* 
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ance  at  school ;  a  meaiure  of  unequal  and 
imperfect  Buccess,  but  productive,  neverthe- 
le88>  of  much  moral  and  physical  benefit  to 
thousands  of  the  workers.  Sir,  in  the 
various  discussions  on  these  kindred  sub- 
jects, there  has  been  a  perpetual  endeavour 
to  drive  us,  who  seek  the  aid  of  the  law, 
from  the  points  under  debate,  and  taunt  us 
with  a  narrow  and  one-sided  humanity ;  1 
was  told  that  there  were  far  greater  evils 
than  those  I  had  assailed,  that  I  had  left 
untouched  much  worse  things.  It  was  in 
vain  to  reply  that  no  one  could  grapple 
with  the  whole  at  once.  My  opponents, 
on  the  first  introduction  of  the  Ten  Hours' 
Bill,  sent  me  to  the  collieries  ;  when  I  in- 
vaded the  collieries,  I  was  referred  to  the 
printworks;  from  the  printworks  I  know 
not  to  what  J  shall  be  sent,  for  can  anything 
be  worse?  If  I  judge  by  what  I  have 
heard  and  read  out  of  doors,  I  conclude 
that  it  will  be  to  the  Com  Laws  ;  but  let 
me  appeal  to  the  most  aealous  advocate  for 
their  abolition,  and  ask  him  what  their  re- 
peal could  do  more  for  the  benefit  of  the 
manufacturing  classes  than  to  perpetuate 
the  present  state  of  commercial  prosperity  ? 
We  have  cheap  provisions  and  abundant 
employment;  but  what,  nevertheless,  is 
the  actual  condition  of  these  children? 
The  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  would 
leave  these  infants  as  it  found  them, 
neither  worse  nor  better,  —  precisely  in 
the  condition  in  which  they  are  in  those 
countries  where  no  Corn  Laws  prevail — 
in  France  or  Belgium.  Whatever  it  might 
do  for  others,  it  would  do  nothing  for  these ; 
but  I  solemnly  declare  that,  if  I  believed 
the  removal  of  the  impost  would  place 
these  many  thousands  in  a  position  of  com. 
fort — and  keep  them  in  it-»I  would,  in 
spite  of  every  difficulty,  and  in  the  face  of 
every  apprehension,  vote  at  once  for  the 
entire  abolition.  Sir,  it  has  been  mid  to 
me  more  than  once, — '*  Where  will  you 
stop  ?"  J  reply,  without  hesitation,-—"  No- 
wherci  so  long  as  any  portion  of  this  mighty 
evil  remains  to  be  removed."  I  confess 
that  my  desire  and  ambition  are  to  bring 
all  the  labouring  children  of  this  empire 
within  the  reach  and  the  opportunities  of 
education— -within  the  sphere  (if  they  will 
profit  by  the  offer)  of  happy  and  useful 
citizens.  I  am  ready,  so  far  as  my  ser- 
vices are  of  any  value,  to  devote  what  little 
I  have  of  energy,  and  all  the  remainder  of 
my  life,  to  the  accomplishment  of  this  end  ; 
the  labour  indeed  would  be  sreat,  and  the 
anxieties  very  heavy,  but  ffear  neither 
the  one  nor  the  other;  I  fear  nothing  but 


defeat.  I  should  cheerfully  undertake  it 
all,  had  I  but  the  hope  of  your  countenance 
and  support.  And  who  will  deny  that  it 
is  a  matter  well  worthy  of  the  time  and 
deliberations  of  this  august  Assembly? 
Look  to  the  increasing  numbers  of  your 
people^look  to  the  increasing  facilities  for 
mischief.  I  speak  not  of  this  class  or  that 
— manufacturing  or  agricultural — the  prin* 
ciple  is  the  same  in  both,  though  the  danger 
may  be  less  in  the  one  than  in  the  other— 
the  march  of  intellect,  as  it  is  called,  bear- 
ing with  it  both  good  and  evil,  while  it 
multiplies  the  agents  of  mischief,  leaves 
millions  of  the  poorer  sort  only  as  fuel  for 
the  fire.  Crime  is  increasing  in  amount, 
and  deepening  in  character  and  intensity  ; 
the  valuable  Tables  of  Criminal  Offenders 
prepared  at  the  Home  Office,  attest  the 
accuracy  of  this  assertion.  In  1843,  "  thir- 
teen  persons  were  hung  for  murder."  "  Of 
these,"  says  the  preface,  ^'  three  were  fe« 
males  for  the  murder  of  their  husbands; 
two  were  males  for  the  murder  of  their 
wives ;  one  for  the  murder  of  his  child ; 
one  of  his  father."  And  in  a  summary 
deduced  from  these  tables,  written  by  Mr. 
Jelinger  Symons,  and  published  in  a  most 
able  article  of  the  Law  Magazine  for  last 
December,  it  is  stated,— 

*'  Murders,  and  attempts  to  murder  and 
maim,  have  increased  38  per  cent,  on  the 
average  of  the  last  four  years;  rapes,  57  per 
cent.;  other  horrid  offences,  53  per  cent. 
Arsons,  which  exhibit  malice  in  its  worst 
shape,  have  increased  by  28  per  cent, ;  and 
if  those  of  the  present  year  were  taken  into 
account,  the  increase  would  be  far  greater." 

The  public  journals  confirm  to  the  full 
this  horrid  statement;  scarcely  a  week 
elapses  but  that  the  newspapers  detail 
some  crime  that,  in  novelty  and  atrocious- 
ness,  exceeds  the  imagination  of  mankind. 
I  will  not  dwell  on  many  cases;  of  two 
only  I  will  ask,  whether  the  records  of  sin 
in  England  present  any  instances  of  similar 
wickedness : — one  mother,  a  year  ago,  who 
poisoned  her  four  children  in  succession, 
for  the  sake  of  their  burial  money ;  another, 
within  these  few  days,  who  held  her  own 
daughter  alive  over  the  fire  until  the 
wretched  infant  was  roasted  to  death  ?  To 
what,  Mr.  Speaker,  will  all  this  grow,  if 
no  remedy  be  applied,  or  even  attempted  ? 
If  we  will  not,  as  a  nation,  undertake  the 
mighty  task,  let  us  not,  by  a  continuance 
of  the  present  system,  render  it  impossible  * 
to  private  enterprise.  Within  the  last  few 
years,  the  means  of  education,  thoush  still 
inadequate^  have  been  greatly  dimued; 
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schools  arc  muUiplied,  and  zealous  and 
qualified  persons,  within  and  without  the 
£stablishcd  Church,  are  ready  to  devote 
their  energies  to  this  service ;  but  the  en- 
tire absorption  of  the  children  by  almost 
unceasing  toil  in  so  many  departments  of 
industry y  defeats  their  effurts  and  breaks  all 
their  hopes.  Does  this  state  of  things 
afford  us  any  security  ?  Far  from  it.  Time 
ivas,  when  men  believed,  or  rather  main- 
tained, that  utter  ignorance  and  excessive 
labour  were  the  best  f^uarantccs  for  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  people— a  sad  delusion;  for 
the  most  hardly  worked  and  the  most 
brutally  ignorant  can  ever  find  time  and 
intellect  for  mischief.  Hundreds  throng 
to  the  beer-shops  and  pot-houses  to 
listen  to  seductive  compositions  in 
prose  and  verse,  in  which  vice  and  vio- 
lence are  dignified  into  heroism ;  compo- 
sitions written  with  fancy  and  power,  and 
embellished  with  all  the  excellence  of 
modern  art.  What  a  monstrous  perversion 
of  the  noblest  faculties,  of  talents  bestowed 
to  refine  and  elevate  mankind  !  But  their 
guilt  is  our  guilt ;  we  incur  it  by  con* 
niving  at  it  —  certainly  by  not  repress- 
ing it. 

"  Oh  gracious  God  !  bow  f:ir  have  we 
Profaned  thy  heavenly  gift  of  Poesy  ; 
!Madu  prostitute  and  profligate  the  Muse, 
Debased  to  each  obscene  and  impious  use, 
Whose  harmony  was  first  ordained  above. 
For  tongues  of  angels,  and  for  hymns  of  love.'' 

Sir,  I  much  fear  that  I  shall  appear  dog- 
matic, if  I  again  presume  to  impress  upon 
this  House  the  hoUowness  and  danger  of 
our  actual  position.  Wc  may  obtain  a 
surplus  and  reduce  taxes,  increase  our 
fleets  and  extend  our  commercc-^cxcellent 
things  in  their  way,  but  all  unavailing,  if 
they  rest  not  on  the  moral  and  physical 
proN()crity  of  the  great  mass  of  our  people : 
it  may  flourish  for  a  while,  and  wc  may 
exchange  congratulations ;  but  an  hour  of 
difficulty  will  soon  disclose  that  wc  have 
done  nothing  whatever  to  assure  our  ex- 
ternal dignity  or  internal  peace.  But 
while  there  is  life  there  is  hope ;  wc  have 
little  to  fear  but  from  indificrcncc  or  delay : 
and  facilities  for  mischief,  now  so  rife,  are, 
in  the  onlcr  of  u  merciful  Providence, 
alike  facilities  for  good.  The  march  of  in- 
tellect, the  restless  activity;  the  railroads 
and  St  earn -boats,  the  stimulated  energies  of 
the  mind  and  body,  the  very  congregating  of 
our  people  into  masses  and  large  towns, 
may  be  converted  into  influences  of  mighty 
benefit.  Let  the  State  but  •ccomplish  her 
fttquent  boast ;  kt  her  ihow  herself  a  faith* 


ful  and  a  pious  parent;  such  efforts,  be 
assured,  will  not  be  lost  in  the  sight  of 
God,  and  her  children  will  iqpeedily  '*  rise 
up,  and  call  her  blessed." 

Sir  J.  Graham  :  It  has  fallen  to  my  lot, 
on  previous  occasions,  to  oppoaa  the  noble 
Lord  in  discussions  similar  to  the  present ; 
bat,  though  I  have  been  unfortunately  op- 
posed to  him,  I  have  always  been  ready  to 
acknowledge  the  purity  of  his  motives,  the 
singleness  of  bis  purpose,  the  honesty  with 
which  he  endeavours  to  obtain  the  great 
object  he  has  in  view,  and  also  the  touch- 
ing eloquence  with  which  he  enforces  his 
views.  My  noble  Friend  seemed  to  think 
it  necessary  for  him  to  apologise  for  the 
want  of  novelty  in  the  subject ;  but  where 
the  intention  of  the  advocate  of  any  parti- 
cular question  is  fair,  and  bis  object  is  to 
aid,  as  he  believes,  in  the  moral  and  physi- 
cal aunelioration  of  his  fellow-subjects,  the 
want  of  novelty  is  no  fault.  Another  rea- 
son why  my  noble  Friend  need  not  apolo- 
gize for  again  introducing  this  subject  to 
the  House  is  the  vast  number  of  persons — 
no  fewer  than  25,000— connected  with  one 
of  our  staple  manufactures — whoare  affected 
by  the  measure  proposed.  But  my  noble 
Friend  has  also  coupled  with  the  consider- 
ations which  this  fact  suggests,  others  well 
worthy  of  our  mature  deliberation ;  be  baa 
referred  to  facts  which  I  fear  cannot  be 
contradicted — facts  of  the  most  grave  im- 
portance connected  with  the  state  of  crime. 
My  noble  Friend  urges  us  to  consi«ler 
both  the  moral  and  the  physical  condition 
of  the  working  classes  of  this  country. 
Doubtless,  as  regards  the  moral  condition 
of  the  people,  the  considerations  he  urged 
were  of  the  greatest  importance;  but  I  was 
glad  to  observe  that  my  noble  Friend  did 
not  overlook  their  physical  condition.  And 
when  we  consider  the  rapidily  increasing 
population  of  the  country,  the  increased 
supply  of  labour,  and  the  competition  con- 
sequent on  it,  as  well  as  the  conse- 
quences of  that  increase  and  of  that  com- 
petition on  the  physical  condition  of  the 
people,— I  am  not,  at  the  same  time,  un- 
dervaluing the  importance  of  their  mond 
condition,  and  of  education  in  connexioo 
with  it, — I  say  when  we  look  at  these 
things,  it  behoves  us,  and  especially  the 
Government,  to  be  extremely  cautious  how 
wc  deal  with  any  subject  materially  affect- 
ing the  physical  condition  of  a  lam  por- 
tion of  the  community,  and  naturally  and 
intimately  connected  with  their  means  of 
employment.  My  noble  Friend  has  made 
many  admitsioDt  on  the  subject  which  ap« 
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pear  to  me  to  be  very  important.  In  the 
first  place,  lie  said  that  a  large  number  of 
masters  had  given  up  night  work ;  that  the 
labour  in  which  children  are  employed  is 
not  of  a  heavy  kind ;  and  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  children  has  of  late  years  been 
much  improved.  My  noble  Friend  further 
admitted  that  children  employed  in  some 
other  branches  of  manufactures  were  in  a 
worse  condition  than  those  employed  in 
printfields  and  the  other  branches  of  ma- 
nufactures referred  to  by  him.  But  my 
noble  Friend  went  further,  and  informed 
us  in  the  most  frank  manner,  that  it  is  his 
intention  not  to  stop  with  the  particular 
brunches  of  manufactures  brought  before 
us  on  this  occasion,  but  that  he  will  proceed 
to  apply  as  opportunity  offers  similar  prin- 
ciples to  all  the  great  branches  of  industry 
in  thiscountry*  and  will  notstop  until  he  has 
succeeded  in  bringing  the  hours  of  labour 
of  all  children,  if  not  of  young  persons, 
under  legislative  regulation.  Now,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  that  if  we  are  to  proceed  at 
all  in  dealing  with  the  labour  of  young 
persons  engaged  in  this  branch  of  manu- 
factures, nothing  can  be  more  moderate 
than  the  propositions  of  my  noble  Friend ; 
but  at  the  same  time,  it  is  my  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  step 
which  my  noble  Friend  asks  us  to  take. 
There  are  several  marked  and  striking 
distinctions  between  the  labour  with  which 
he  seeks  to  interfere,  and  factory  labour 
properly  so  called,  with  which  there  has 
been  hitherto  an  interference.  In  the  first 
place,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  this  parti- 
cular kind  of  manufacture — the  printworks, 
bleaching,  anddrying.grounds — is,  gene- 
rally s|)eaking,  a  healthy  mode  of  occupa- 
tion. Certain  parts  of  it  must,  it  appears, 
be  carried  on  under  a  high  temperature; 
but  those  employments  are  of  short  dura- 
tion, and,  speaking  generally,  the  children 
thus  employed  have  access  frequently  to 
the  open  air,  and  it  cannot,  therefore,  be 
called  an  unhealthy  employment.  These 
facts  appear  to  me  to  point  to  some  dis- 
tinctions which  require  caution  in  treating 
this  particular  kind  of  labour  as  compared 
with  what  is  usually  called  factory  labour. 
Again,  the  factory  labour  with  which  we 
had  to  deal  last  year,  was  labour  connected 
with  machinery.  Now,  there  is  one  par- 
ticular feature  in  factory  labour  which 
bears  materially  on  the  question  of  inter- 
ference ;  it  is,  that  factory  machinery  can 
be  regulated  with  respect  to  time.  Fac- 
tory labour  can  be  stopped,  and  the  ma- 
chinctry  can  be  stopped,  without  injury  to 


the  process.     You  may  suspend  or  termi- 
nate it  for  a  day  by  your  regulations.   All 
these  peculiarities  are  wanting  to  the  print- 
ing business.  In  that,  when  a  piece  is  once 
begun,  the  process  must  be  continuously 
carried  on  until   it  is  completed,  or  the 
whole  work  runs  the  risk  of  being  destroyed, 
or  at  all  events  inevitably  and  irrecover- 
ably injured.    Again,  the  nature  of  fac- 
tory labour  permits  its  continuance  to  be 
uninterrupted   from   week    to  week    and 
month  to  month.   But  in  printworks  there 
are  periods  of  temporary  prosperity — three 
or  four  months,  perhaps,  of  extraordinary 
demand,  and  for  the  rest   of    the  time 
business  is  comparatively  slack.  While  those 
periods  of  prosperity  continue,  the  demand 
IS  intense,  and  the  production  must  be  con- 
tinuous, and  in  proportion  to  that  demand. 
If  a  new  pattern  be  devised,  fashion  re- 
quires that  it  shall  be  immediately  brought 
forward,  or  the  market  might  be'lost ;  and 
that  the  supply  shall  be  equal  to  the  de- 
mand.    To  interfere  with  this  operation 
would  be  to  destroy  the  profit  of  the  ma- 
nufacturer, for  which  continuous  produc- 
tion at  those  periods  is  necessary.     It  SL\im 
pears  also  that  the  labour  of  children  is  in- 
dispensable in  these  works.  Without  a  very 
large  sacrifice  of  profits,  it  would   not  be 
possible  to  employ  mixed  labour  of  young 
persons  and  adults.     My  noble  Friend  has 
alluded  to  the  class   of  children  in   the 
works  who  are  technically  called  ''  teerers." 
It  appears  that  without  children  this  part 
of  the  manufacture  could  not  be  carried 
on,  and  that  adults  and  young  persons  are 
also  necessary  in  the  operation.  Of  course, 
the  wages  of  children  are  less  than  those 
of  the  young  persons  and  adults ;  and  if  by 
your  legislation  you  compel  the  suspension 
of  the  labour  of  children,  you  run  the  risk 
not  only  of  suspending  the  whole  work, 
but  also  of  compelling  the  employment  of 
those  who  would  require    much   higher 
wages,  and  so  destroy  the  profits  of  this 
kind  of  work.     Here,  then,  are  many  cir- 
cumstances which  distinguish  this  kind  of 
labour  from  what  is  usually  called  factory 
labour.    I  will  now  advert  to  what  I  con- 
sider a  peculiar  and  increasing  difficulty. 
On  the  former  occasion,  when  the  subject 
of  the  regulation  of  this  kind  of  labour 
was  before  the  House,  it  was  admitted  by 
the  noble  Lord,  that  in  France  the  regula- 
tions as  to  the  labour  of  children  and  young 
persons  were,  in  his  opinion,  as  satisfactory 
as  he  could  desire.     So  they  are  satisfac 
tory,  as  far  as  they  stand  on  the  Statute 
Book }  but  in  practice  they  are  rendered 
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altogether  nugatory  and  iooperative,  for 
there  are  n  inspectors  to  see  that  they 
are  carried  into  effect.  From  the  use  of 
machinery,  factory  labour  is  necessarily 
concentrated — ^therefore  easily  inspected — 
therefore  difficult  of  evasion  ^- therefore 
rendering  the  operation  of  the  law  on  the 
persons  employed  in  the  manufacture  easy. 
Apply  these  observations  to  the  class  or 
kind  of  labour  which  it  is  now  proposed 
shall  be  placed  under  regulation.  There 
is  either  no  machinery,  or  it  is  not  worked 
by  steam  power;  and  it  is  of  a  compa- 
ratirely  rude  and  inartificial  kind,  labour, 
too*  is  not  concentrated,  but  dispersed. 
Supervision  is  therefore  difficult,  evasion 
therefore  easy,  and  where  evasion  is  easy, 
and  competition  great,  evasion  may  be  ex- 
pected to  take  place.  What  would  be  the 
efiect  of  that  ?  Why,  that  the  honest  man 
who  obeys  the  law  will  be  placed  under  a 
cruel  disadvantage,  as  compared  with  the 
dishonest  man  who  endeavours  to  evade  it. 
My  noble  Friend  has  also  said,  that  night 
work  is  very  frequent  in  this  branch  of 
manufactures,  but  that,  in  fact,  it  is  not 
advantageous  to  the  masters.  Now,  I 
must  be  permitted  to  question  the  latter 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  view.  The  per- 
sons  who  conduct  business  of  this  kind 
are  so  acute,  so  alive  to  their  own  interest,  so 
capable  of  fully  calculating  the  advantage 
to  be  derived  from  any  particular  mode  of 
pursuing  it,  that  I  cannot  help  thinking, 
if  they  found  any  one  unnecessary,  they 
would  not  have  recourse  to  it,  more  par- 
ticularly if  it  were  disadvantageous.  The 
fact  of  their  continuing  night  work  rather 
seems  to  show,  that  the  pressure  of  com- 
petition requires  that  there  should  be 
night  work,  even  although  the  work  done 
at  night  may  not  be  so  good  as  that  done 
in  the  day.  For  this  reason,  I  hope  the 
House  will  pause  before  it  accedes  to  all  the 
propositions  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  am 
bound  to  say,  that  1  feel  great  hesitation 
concerning  the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  I 
see  the  impossibility  if  we  now  advance 
on  this  line  of  stopping  here.  The  noble 
Lord  tells  us  he  will  not  stop  here,  and 
that  he  purposes  applving  legislative  in- 
terference to  the  whole  working  popula- 
tion of  the  country.  I  cannot  view  that 
alternative  without  a  serious  apprehension 
that  a  fittal  effect  will  be  fnroduced  on 
the  trade  and  manu&ctureaof  the  country. 
At  the  same  time,  however,  I  cannot 
withhold  my  consent  to  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill )  this  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
•tile  to  the  noble  Lord  in  oonsequeooe 


of  the  moderation  with  which  he  states 
his  proposal ;  hut,  while  consenting  to  its 
introduction,  I  must  reserve  to  myself 
and  to  the  Government  the  most  perfect 
latitude  and  discretion  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  proposition  shall  be  dealt  with. 
We  shall  give  it  the  utmost  attention,  in 
the  hope  that  it  may  be  hereafter  con- 
sistent with  our  duty  to  support  it  At 
the  same  time,  I  cannot  consent  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  without  also  at 
the  same  time  showing  how  difficult  and 
how  perilous  its  operation  may  be.  Having 
discharged  this  duty,  I  have  only  to  say 
that  I  give  my  consent  to  the  introducttoo 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Wallace  was  very  glad  the  right 
lion.  Baronet  had  consented  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  the 
arguments  used  by  the  right  hon.  BaitMiet 
against  it,  would,  he  hoped,  impress  on 
the  people  of  England  the  necessity  of 
making  out  a  good  case  before  the  Bill 
came  on  for  discussion.  Certainly  the 
principle  applied  to  all  trades.  At  present 
he  merely  rose  to  say,  that  at  the  proper 
stage  he  should  move  to  include  the  bleach- 
ing and  dyeing  trades  in  the  provisioiis  of 
the  measure. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  satisfection  at 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ; 
but  he  regretted  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  allowed  the  Bill  to  kw  introduced.  He 
feared  it  was  only  raising  hopes  that  could 
not  be  realised,  und  encouraging  people  to 
meddle  in  other  people's  affairs,  with  which 
they  had  nothing  to  do.  He  felt  every 
admiration  for  the  noble  Lord's  desire  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  people ;  but 
advised  him  to  turn  his  attention  to 
the  state  of  the  agricultural  labourers, 
who  were  worse  off  than  all  the  rest.  He 
regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  had,  on  the 
former  occasion,  succeeded  with  his  mea- 
sure ;  for  all  interference  for  the  regalatioa 
of  labour  was  mischievous  to  those  whom 
it  was  intended  to  benefit  If  the  people 
were  compelled  to  labour,  if  they  were  the 
servants  of  tsskmasters,  who  could  order 
them  to  work  at  any  time,  in  seaaou  or  out 
of  season,  the  case  would  be  difiereut.  But 
the  English  artisan  might  work  for  whom* 
ever  he  pleased,  and  on  whatever  wee- 
ment  he  liked  as  to  the  hours  of  his  labour. 
He  was  at  liberty  to  come  away  when  he 
pleased.  The  same  was  the  case  with  the 
children.  He  admitted,  that  indtvidQai 
acts  of  cruelty  might  take  place,  but,  look- 
ing to  the  whole  i^ople,  he  depoided  i— eh 
00  the  natund  instiocts  of  huBanity,  aad 
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the  loye  that  parents  bore  to  their  own 
offspring.    A  stranger  could  not  come  in 
and  act  the  part  of  a  parent  better  than  the 
parents  theinselFes.     He  did  not  believe 
tbat»  if  society  were  properly  constituted, 
distress  could  exists  howerer  abundant  the 
labour.    Nor  did  he  beliere  that  parents 
would  allow  such  oppression  as  the  noble 
Lord  hud  stated,  except  under  the  pressure 
of  extreme  want.    For  all  these  reasons  he 
protested  against  a  measure  which  could 
not  do  good,  and  must  do  evil.    He,  there- 
fore, submitted  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  if 
he  took  the  superintending  management  of 
children,  he  was  running  counter  to  nature, 
and  that  legislation  upon  that  principle 
would  be  Injurious  in  the  end.     Did  they 
mean  to  say,  that  in  England,  the  most 
enlightened  country  in  the  world,  there 
were  monsters  existing  who  would  destroy, 
or  take  means  to  destroy,  their  own  off- 
spring, and  place  themselves  in  a  situation 
of  danger?     He  could  not  give  credit  to 
those  statements  that  were  brought  forward 
as  a  general  feature  of  society,  though 
there  might  be  individual  cases ;  but  let 
the  noble  Lord  visit  any  place  in  this  me*- 
tropolis  where  the  workman  lived,  and 
examine  the  state  of  his  children  and  his 
hovel,  and  he  would  find  it  equally  neces- 
sary, if  distress  were  to  be  the  reason,  why 
he  should  interfere  there.     He  objected  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  had  objected 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  noble  Lord  from 
the  first  moment  the  noble  Lord  had  at- 
tempted to  interfere  with  hours  of  labour* 
In  fact,  his  first  efforts  in  that  House 
were  directed  in  1811  to  throwing  out  the 
Framework-Knitters*  Bill,    which  would 
have  placed  the  labouripg  classes  under 
the  same  trammels  which  the  noble  Lord 
now  wished  to  impose.     That  Bill  was  re- 
jected, and  he  never  had  regretted  the 
result.     Before  he  sat  down,  he  wished  to 
call  their  attention  to  a  pamphlet  which 
he   held   in   his  hand,  and    which   was 
called  "  Comnum  Sense  Truths,  proposed 
for    the   consideration    of   the    Working 
ClasseSf  addressed  to  philanthropic  Gentle^ 
men  and  to  the  Lord  Bishop  qf  Exeter,'  in 
which  the  writer  said  that  zealous  philan- 
thropists were  bad  legislators,  as  they  took 
a  one-sided  view  of  the  evils  they  wished  to 
cure,  and  that  all  busybodies  were  nuisances, 
but  that  the  worst  of  all  were  Government 
bnsybodies.    He  had  no  objection  to  inter- 
ference in  certain  cases ;  but  when  they  in- 
eluded  in  the  same  category  thousands  and 
tens  of  thousands  who  did  not  require  that 
iaterferenoe,  he  said  it  was  a  desecration 


of  government,  and  was  one  of  the  evils  of 
the  present  day.  The  working  classes 
were  trammelled  and  tied  hand  and  foot 
by  the  Legislature ;  they  were  deprived  of 
all  the  advantages  they  ought  to  have,  and 
all  these  efforts  only  made  them  paupers, 
and  were  demoralizing  and  injurious. 
There  was  no  place  in  the  world  possessing 
the  means  we  had,  and  yet  there  was  no 
place  where  there  existed  so  much  misery, 
as  had  been  truly  stated  by  the  noble  Lord. 
If  that  were  so,  surely  there  was  some 
error  somewhere.  He  believed  that  they 
had  meddled  too  much  already,  and  be 
therefore  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, though  he  now  gave  his  sanction  to 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  would  stop  it 
in  its  progress,  and  would  not  allow  any 
further  restriction  to  be  imposed  on  the 
working  classes  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  had  stated  very  accurately 
the   distinction   between  printworks    and 
factories ;  and  he  rose  to  make  a  few  remarks 
upon  the  noble  Lord's  statement  as  to 
calico  printers  in  general.     He  gave  the 
noble  Lord  credit  upon  this  occasion  for 
avoiding  all  invidious  personal  allusions; 
but  he  thought  the  House  would  admit 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  wandered  into 
other  irrelevant  cases  of  demoralization, 
not  having  any  direct  reference  to  the 
question  before  the  House.     He  did  not 
mean  to  eay  that  persons  employed  about 
calico  printworks  were  better  than  other 
persons;  but  surely  it  must  appear  in- 
vidious that  in  connexion  with  tnis  ques- 
tton  the  noble  Lord  should  have  gone  into 
details — such  as  of  the  number  of  men  who 
had  been  sentenced  for  murder  and  arson, 
and  that  one  unfortunate  and  wretched 
woman  had  burnt  her  own  ofispring.     He 
protested    against   the   tendency  of    this 
discussion,  leading  the  public  to  suppose 
that  there  was  something  peculiarly  de- 
moralized  about   the  printers    of  calico. 
He  believed  that  the  character  of  those 
people  was  much  the  same  as  that  of  other 
workmen.     The  children  about  whom  they 
were  so  much  concerned  worked  in  a  mild 
temperature,  under  shelter  from  the  wea- 
ther, and  earned  Zs.  a  week;  whilst  in 
the  agricultural  districts  he  believed  they 
worked  for  1^.  6d,  a  week,  and  were  ex- 
posed to  all  the  changes  of  the  atmosphere. 
The  noble  Lord  said  the  children  were 
punished  for  lying,  stealing,  and  fighting ; 
but  he  believed  it  was  the  same  in  other 
trades.    There  were  one  or  two  errors  into 
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which  the  noble  Lord— he  was  sure  uncoo- 
Bciously — bad  fttllen.     The  noble  Lord  liad 
8aid  that  children  were  employed  in  these 
works  at  three  or  four  years  of  age.    The 
noble  Lord  was,  he  believed,  a  father,  and 
he  must  know  that  it  was  morally  and 
physically  impossible  that  children  of  such 
An  age  could  be  employed  about  a  factory. 
Then,  with  reference  to  the  case  of  per- 
sons working  for  eighteen  or  twenty  hours 
together,  he  had  never  heard  of  such  a 
case,  and  he  ought  to  be  perfectly  ac- 
quainted  with  such  matters  ;  but  he  merely 
mentioned  this  to  show  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  on  this,  as  on  former  occasions,  been 
led  into  error.    He  might  be  said  to  be  an 
interested  party,  and  be  had  rather  the 
matter  was  left  in  other  hands ;  but  the 
difficulties  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man adverted  were  difficulties  which  the 
noble  Lord  would  meet  with  on  going  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill.    He  would  find 
in  this,  as  in  other  trades,  peculiar  fea- 
tures.    In  the  cotton  factory  the  business 
was  regulated  by  the  steam-engine;  when 
that  stopped  the  whole  machinery   was 
stopped;  but  in  calico  printworks   more 
than  half  the  persons  employed  were  dis- 
severed from  machinery*    But,  with  re- 
ference  to  the  general  project,  the  noble 
Lord  was  bringing  them  under  a  Chinese 
system  of  legislation ;  for  the  noble  Lord 
said  he  should  never  stop  until  he  placed 
all  the  children  employed  in  every  branch 
of  industry  under  legislative  regulations ; 
but,  in  order  to  do  that,  he  must  go  into 
every  house  where  children  were  employed, 
and  prescribe  the  time  of  their  employment. 
Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  as  an  act  of  po- 
litical civility  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  had  determined  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  bring  in  his  Bill ;  but 
he  thought  it  was  quite  clear  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
strenuously  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  [Sir  j.  Graham  :  J  studiously 
avoided  making  any  such  declaration.^  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  so;  but  he  stu- 
diously inferred  from  the  manner  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  was  not 
mistaken.    He  believed  the  result  would 
prove  that  his  anticipations  were  correct— 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  most 
strenuously  oppose,  upon  the  part  of  the 
Government,  the  second  reading  of  this 
BilL    It  was  light  that  people  out  of  doors 
should  know  the  state  of  things  in  that 
House;  and  he  anticipated  for  the  noble 
Lord— if  the  friends  of  humanity  would 
move  in  tlw  natter— a  ppleodid  tictory. 


He  called  upon  the  noble  Lord  not  to  be 
dismayed  when  he  obtained  it.     He  en- 
treated the  noble  Lord  to  push  forward  to 
the  final  goal,  when  he  did  obtain  the  se* 
cond  reading  of  this  Bill,  because  be  (Mr. 
Wakley)  did  not  forget  what  happened  in 
that  House  last  Session,  when  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  anticipate  success,  and  was 
dismayed  when  be  obtained  it.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cobden)  had  said  that  it 
was  physically  impossible  that  children  of 
three  or  four  years  of  age  could  be  em- 
ployed in  calico  printing.     He  believed 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  what 
was  the  fact ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  told  the  House  what  was  the  age  at 
which  they  were  employed,  whether  at  five, 
six, or  seven;  and  the  hon.  Gentlenaan  had 
refrained  most  properly  from  so  doing,  be- 
cause it  appeared  that  he  could  not  do  it 
after  the  allegations  which  the  noble  Lord 
made  in  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  this 
Bill.     The  facts  of  the  noble  Lord  were 
striking ;  and  the  subject  was  one  of  the 
most  painful  character.  Was  it  possible  for 
that  House  to  entertain  such  acute  sympathy 
with  reference  to  foreign  slaves,  and  not  to 
protect  our  infant  slaves  in  this  country  ? 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  25,000  were  so 
employed ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon. 
trose  said  that  the  parents  in  this  country 
were  at  liberty  to  make  such  engagements 
as  they  pleased,  and  then  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say  that  children  could  do 
the  same.  That  was  a  novel  doctrine  to  him. 
He  was  notawaie  that  children  had  any  such 
liberty.  In  fact,  it  was  notorious  that  they 
had  not,  and,  from  the  statements  of  the 
noble  Lord,  it  was  certain  that  their  state 
was  one  of  infant  slavery.    Gould  that 
House,  then,  act  in  a  more  praiseworthy 
manner  than  in  removins  these  inianta 
from  such  a  species  of  thraldom  as  was  de* 
scribed  by  the  noble  Lord?    Is  would  be 
disgraceful  if  the  House  allowed  such  a 
state  of  things  to  continue  without  making 
an  effint  to  remedy  it    The  noble  Lord 
said  he  would  not  aUow  anything  of  this 
sort  to  last  without  endeavouring  to  bring 
it  under  legislative  regulation.  He  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  for  that  pledge;  but  he  coo* 
stantly  found  that  when  3m  ndbk  Latd 
made  any  of  these  effi>rts  in  the  mauu&o- 
turing  districts,  other  hon.  Membenalwsfya 
refernd  to  the  agricaltural  districts.    But 
it  was  not  because  greater  evils  ezisled  that 
you  must  not  deal  with  leaer  oiies»  and  lie 
strongly  recommended  the  noUe  Lord  to 
take  tie  evils  of  the  agricoltoial  distriela 
in  hand.    If  he  did  not,  his  motim  wvoU 
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be  mittepresented  and  thwarted  by  persons 
in  that  House.  Let  the  noble  Lord  go  into 
the  agricultural  districts,  and  see  what  was 
the  state  of  the  people  there.  His  belief 
was  that  they  were  as  badly  off  in  the  cot- 
tages as  in  any  of  the  manufacturing  towns. 
The  noble  Lord  would  find  there  evils  with 
which  he  must  grapple  in  some  way  or 
other ;  and  he  advised  him  not  to  post- 
pone doing  it,  but  at  once,  in  the  present 
Session,  to  move  for  a  Committee,  or  take 
some  other  means  to  improve  the  condition 
of  the  labouring  classes  in  the  agricultural 
districts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  remarks  he  made,  stated,  with  that 
peculiarly  imposing  and  solemn  manner 
which  he  could  always  exhibit  when  ap- 

Saling  to  the  commercial  interests  in  that 
ouse,  that  it  was  a  question  of  profit — it 
would  interfere  with  profit.  Granted.  But 
were  we  to  prefer  our  children  or  profit  ? 
Were  we  to  sacrifice  thousands  of  children 
in  this  country  to  make  a  few  pounds  of 
profit  ?  llie  noble  Lord  said  that  in  Ire- 
land, at  calico  works*  the  labour  was  per- 
formed, not  by  very  young  children,  and 
that  they  appeared  to  be  extremely  consi- 
derate in  that  respect.  But  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman behind  him  said  at  the  time  it  was 
very  true,  because  they  could  obtain  there 
adult  labour  at  such  a  cheap  rate.  If  that 
were  true,  then  it  was  clear  that  the  work 
could  be  performed  by  adults,  and  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  children  of  such 
tender  years  to  be  employed.  In  a  great 
measure,  therefore,  the  question  of  pro- 
fit might  be  discarded.  But  did  not 
that  show  what  was  the  effect  of  the 
whole  system  of  neglecting  education? 
For  that  was  what  they  were  doing — they 
were  neglecting  education.  An  hon.  Friend 
of  his  said,  educate  the  men ;  but  he  said, 
educate  the  boys — ^thcy  might  make  a  boy 
a  good  roan,  but  they  never  could  make  a 
man  a  good  boy.  Educate  the  child,  and 
we  should  then  have  a  good  and  respectable 
member  of  society.  They  were  told  that 
the  Poor  Law  was  to  remedy  all  these 
evils :  but  from  the  returns  made  to  that 
House  it  appeared  that  it  had  only  led  to 
the  increase  of  crime.  In  the  last  Session 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  forward 
a  plan  for  educating  the  poor  in  the  unions ; 
but  that  was  abandoneil,  because  it  was 
opposed  most  strenuously  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  had  opened  the  case  again  with  refer- 
ence to  another  branch  of  the  community. 
They  had  proofs  of  the  awful  condition  in 
which  part  of  the  population  were  placed, 
•od  b«  therefore  entreated  the  noble  Lord 


to  pursue  his  labour,  and  he  would  live  to 
see  the  happiest  results  from  his  exertions. 
The  noble  Lord  must  not  be  again  dismayed 
—  he  must  marshal  his  forces  and  go  on  to 
a  completion  of  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  thought  it  was  a  matter 
of  the  greatest  importance  that  this  ques- 
tion should  be  divested  of  everything  like 
error.  And  when  he  heard  the  hon. 
Member  speak  of  25,000  children  being 
hired  in  the  manner  he  had  described,  he 
roust  enter  his  protest  against  any  such 
statement.  It  must  be  remembered  that  a 
great  part  of  those  children  were  brought 
forward  by  their  own  parents,  and  were 
not  sought  for  by  the  manufacturers.  Id 
the  operations  of  factories  some  work  re- 
quired to  be  performed  by  manual  labour, 
and  when  assistance  was  required  by  the 
workmen,  they  to  a  very  great  extent 
brought  their  own  children  in  to  do  it.  If^ 
then,  the  operative  parents  of  this  country 
placed  their  own  children  in  the  factories, 
were  the  roasters  to  be  called  slave  drivers  ? 
It  was  the  greatest  libel  he  had  ever  heard 
on  the  manufacturers  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  he  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  would  fix  an  early  oay  for 
the  second  reading  of  his  Bill.  The  House 
stood  in  a  very  peculiar  situation  with  re- 
spect to  that  subject,  after  the  line  of  pro- 
ceeding which  had  been  taken  that  even- 
ing by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
was  by  no  means  disposed  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  ha(i  exercised 
an  unsound  discretion  in  allowing  his  no- 
ble Friend  to  lay  his  Bill  before  the  House. 
But  he  confessed  he  was  surprised  to  find 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  had 
had  the  most  ample  means  of  inquiring 
into  the  subject,  and  who  had  had  the 
most  favourable  opportunities,  in  the  Re- 
ports of  Commissioners  and  other  docu- 
ments, for  forming  a  judgment  with  re- 
spect to  it — he  confessed  he  was  surprised 
to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
not  prepared  to  state  to  the  House,  upon 
the  part  of  the  Government,  what  were 
their  views  with  regard  to  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  what  was  the  course 
they  should  take  upon  the  question.  It 
was  most  important  that  the  intentions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  be 
made  known  upon  a  subject  of  that  nature. 
If  he  rightly  conjectured  from  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  intentions 
of  the  Government,  he  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  they  had  made  up  their  minds 
to  resist  the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend ; 
but,  if  that  were  the  case,  it  appeared  to 


d87        Opening  LetUr$  ai 


{COMMONS} 


ii^PMOgke. 


him  that  the  wiiest  aod  moit  diaereet 
coarte  which  they  could  hare  porraed 
wriald  hare  been  to  hare  annoonoed  their 
determioatioD,  and  not  to  hare  gtren  rue 
to  expectattoof  which  they  might  hereafter 
deem  it  their  doty  to  disappoint.  They 
all  thoold  feel,  whaterer  might  be  the 
poiotii  opoD  which  they  differed,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  unfortunate  than  a 
continuance  of  a  system  of  agitation  upon 
a  question  of  that  kind^  which  created 
between  emploren  and  employed  relations 
most  prejudicial  to  both  parties.  He 
shoula  not  then  enter  into  the  Question 
at  large;  but  he  must  say  that  he 
entirely  concurred  in  the  terv  excellent 
oljserratioos  of  his  hon.  Friena  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport;  and  he  thought  that 
his  noble  Friend  upon  that  occasion,  as 
upon  former  occasions,  had  been  too  apt  to 
connect  the  ignorance  and  the  immorality 
prci  ailing  in  the  manufacturing  districts 
with  some  particular  branch  of  manufac- 
tures; thus  leading  the  House  and  the 
country  to  draw  the  inference  that  the 
ignorance  and  the  immorality  in  question 
were  to  be  attrilmted  to  our  manufacturing 
system,  and  were  the  almost  ineritable  re- 
sults of  that  system*  Now,  he  at  once 
admitted  that  a  deplorable  degree  of  im- 
morality and  of  ignorance  prevailed  among 
the  manufacturing  classes  in  this  country ; 
but  he  was  not  prepared  to  admit-* on  tne 
contrary,  the  more  he  considered  the  sub- 
ject, the  more  was  he  conrinced  that  the 
conclusion  would  not  be  a  correct  one — 
that  the  manufacturing  classes  were  pecu- 
liarly distinguished  by  their  immorality 
and  ignorance,  as  compared  to  the  other 
classes  in  this  country.  His  noble  Friend 
had  alluded  to  some  dreadful  cases  of 
crime  which  had  occurred  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts;  but  his  noble  Friend 
should  hare  remembered  that  crimes  no 
less  appalling  had  been  committed  in  the 
agricultural  districts.  That  was  a  subject 
which  inrolved  the  most  serious  considera- 
tions, and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Gorern- 
ment  to  see  whether  they  might  not  by 
the  promotion  of  education  put  a  stop  to 
the  perpctrutton  of  crimes  which,  he  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  in  thinking,  were 
l>ecoming  erery  day  of  a  more  ^ghtful 
character.  He  admired  the  spirit  in  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  brought  forward  his 
proposal,  while  he  doubted  the  soundness 
of  thofe  practical  measures  which  he  would 
apply  as  a  remedy  for  tho»e  erils  which 
they  all  acknowledged.  He  should  ob- 
ssrre,  howereri  that  nb  principal  object  in 


ristBg  upon  that  oecasMNi  waa  to 
the  regret  which  be  felt,  that  upon  a  qac«» 
tioo  ^  that  kiad  tibe  riglit  hon-  BaroaeC 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hoose  De- 
partment bad  not  giren  a  more  deeided 
opinion  upon  the  part  of  the  GovefBncBt 
as  to  the  ooone  which  they  proposed  to 
follow. 

Lcare  gireo. 

OpENifta  Lrters  at  tbv  Post-Of- 
FfCE.3  Mr.  2*.  Duncomhe:  At  the  ckiae 
of  the  last  Session  I  felt  it  my  duty  togire 
notice  that  I  should  eariy  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
unsatisfoctory  and  erasire  dianu;ter  of  the 
Report  of  the  Secret  Committee  on  oertaiii 
iniquities  in  the  Post  Offiee.  I  regret  that 
it  IS  now  my  pmnlul  duty  to  carry  into 
execution  the  notice  I  then  gare  ;  mit  my 
consolation  is  that  the  fault  is  not  mine. 
The  Report  was  made  at  so  late  a  period, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  me  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it  before  the  ad- 
joumment,  and  it  is  not  my  fknit  that  I 
am  compelled  to  do  it  now :  if  the  Report 
had  been  as  full  and  satisfiu;tory  as  I  think 
1  shall  be  able  to  show  the  Committee  had 
the  power  of  making  it,  it  would  not  hare 
been  necessary  for  me  now  to  trouble  the 
House.  I  ne^  hardlr  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  what  oecurrecf  when  this  qoeatioQ 
was  first  mooted,  further  than  by  saying 
that  I  presented  a  petition  from  a  person  ^ 
the  name  of  Mazzini,  an  Italian  gentleman, 
compUining  that  his  letters  had  been 
opened.  Tliat  petition  was  treated  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  almost  with  indiiferenoe, 
and  he  declined  giving  any  information  on 
the  subject  to  which  it  referred, beyond  stat- 
ing that  he  certainly  had  opened  the  let- 
ters of  one  of  the  indiriduals  to  whom  the 
petition  related.  He  refused,  howerer,  to 
say  which  of  the  petitioners'  letters  he  had 
opened,  and  also  declined  to  tell  us  when 
the  warrant  had  been  issued.  Afterwsrds 
I  presented  another  petition  firom  Captain 
Stolxman,  a  distinguished  officer  in  the 
Polish  service ;  but  the  right  boo.  Baronet 
refuked  any  explanation  with  reference  to 
that  petition.  I  then  inored  that  the  petition 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  that  Motion  was  supported  by  164 
Members,  and  resisted  by  308,  so  that  it 
was  lost  by  a  majority  of  44,  the  Gorem* 
meat  influence  baring  been  used  to  stifle 
all  inquiry.  On  the  2nd  of  July  I  mored 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the  depart- 
ment of  the  Post  Office,  commonly  odled 
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the  Secret  or  Inner  Office,  and  into  the 
duties  of  the  persons  in  it,  and  to  report 
their  opinion  to  the  House.  The  House 
mutt  recollect  that  I  was  met  hy  an 
Amendment  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  it  u-as  then  understood  that  tbe 
real  object  of  my  Motion  would  be  met  by 
a  Committee  that  was  about  to  be  appoint- 
ed, which  Committee,  however,  was  to  be 
a  Secret  Committee.  I  objected  then  to 
the  constitution  of  that  Committee,  and 
also  to  its  being  a  Committee  of  Se- 
crecy. I  objected  also  to  tlie  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  took  in  appointin^^, 
without  one  exception,  every  individual 
on  that  Committee.  I,  who  had  brought 
forward  these  charges,  was  not  allowed 
myself  to  be  upon  it.  The  real  reason 
of  my  not  being  upon  it,  I  shall  be  able 
to  explain  to  this  House  and  the  public 
at  large.  Not  one  person  was  placed 
upon  it  that  I  tliought  ought  to  have 
been,  iu  whom  I  had  the  greatest  con- 
fidence, and  with  whom  I  might  have 
communicated.  I  objected  to  its  being  se- 
cret, knowing  that  these  Committees  of 
Secrecy  are  never  satisfactory  to  the  public; 
but  I  felt  confident  that  when  even  this  Se- 
cret Committee  had  done  its  duty  fully  and 
fearlessly,  they  would  give  such  a  Report 
upon  this  subject  as  to  induce  this  House 
not  to  allow  the  law  complained  of  to  remain 
on  the  Statute  Book  one  hour  after  the  Re- 
port had  been  made.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man, although  he  appointed  the  Committee, 
said,  he  reserved  the  right  of  appealing  to 
this  House — thus  making  doubly  sure,  for 
if  this  Jury  of  its  own  appointing  did  not 
acquit  him,  he  would  have  a  double  ap- 
peal. 1  also  reserved  the  right  of  appealing 
to  this  House,  and  of  opening  the  whole 
question,  if  that  Report  was  unsatisfactory. 
It  is  from  the  reservation  of  that  right 
that  1  rise  now  and  demand  further  in- 
quiry; and  I  will  state  to  you  why  I  think 
I  am  entitled  to  another  and  a  more  search- 
ing inquiry.  And  I  think  if  I  make  out  a 
case  that  this  Committee  has  not  in  the 
first  place  obeyed  the  instructions  of  the 
House— that  if  in  the  statement  which 
it  has  put  forth  I  show  there  are  gross 
inaccuracies — that  if  there  is  mystification 
where  there  might  have  been  simple  and 
honest  proof— if  there  is  evasion  where 
there  might  have  been  frankness  and  sin- 
cerity— if  there  are  omissions  which  are 
most  important  in  this  matter,  and  that  the 
Report  Is  silent  as  to  certain  particulars, 
where,  for  the  honour  of  England  itself, 
and  for  the  Government,  it  ought  to  have 


spoken  the  simple  truth— if  I  make  all  this 
out,  I  shall  be  much  surprised  if  the  House 
refuses  me  that  open  and  searching  inquiry 
which  the  case  demands.  What  were 
my  charges  upon  that  accusation  against 
the  Government  and  against  the  system  ? 
When  I  went  before  the  Committee,  I  was 
called  upon  to  repeat  the  charges  I  had 
made  in  my  place  in  Parliament.  And 
these  were  the  charges,  which  I  take  from 
the  notes  I  made  before  that  Committee. 
I  stated  that  I  had  charged  in  the  House 
that  there  existed  a  secret  office  in  the 
Post  Office  Department,  where  forgery  and 
fraud  were  practised — where  the  sanctity 
of  private  correspondence  was  violated;  that 
in  that  place  letters  were  opened,  re-sealed, 
and  forwarded  to  their  destination,  and 
the  recipients  of  them  had  not  the  slightest 
idea  that  the  secrets  of  their  correspondence 
had  been  violated.  I  stated,  secondly,  that 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
in  my  belief,  had  exceeded  his  power,  and 
that  he  had  made  a  most  unscrupulous 
use  of  it ;  and  that  more  letters  had  been 
opened  while  he  was  in  office  than  had 
been  opened  within  the  same  time  by  any  of 
his  predecessors.  I  stated,  thirdly,  that  the 
letters  of  certain  exiles  in  this  country, 
claiming  the  hospitality  which  England 
always  had  been  ready  to  afl^ord  to  them, 
had  been  opened  at  the  instigation  and  desire 
of  Foreign  Powers,  and  that  the  contents 
of  those  letters  had  been  communicated  to 
such  Foreign  Powers;  in  fact,  that  Eng- 
land had  become  the  spy  of  foreign  despots, 
and  imprisonment,  banishment,  and  death 
upon  the  scaffold  had  been  the  consequence 
of  this  system.  I  stated,  fourthly,  that  the 
correspondence  of  foreign  ambassadors  was 
the  subject  of  inspection  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  I  stated,  fifthly,  that  a  roving 
Commission  had  gone,  in  1842,  into  the 
manufacturing  districts  for  the  purpose  of 
o|)ening  letters  for  political  purposes.  I 
stated,  that  my  own  correspondence  had 
been  violated  ;  that  my  letters,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  had  been  detained  and 
opened.  That  was  the  Bill  of  Indictment 
which  I  was  called  upon  to  prefer  before 
tlic  Committee.  Those  were  the  charges 
which  I  made  before  this  House,  and  which 
I  repeated.  The  Committee  took  them 
down  in  their  notes,  and  they  were  bound  to 
come  forward,  honestly,  fairly,  frankly,  and 
candidly,  and  tell  us  whether  those  charges 
were  true  or  false.  Now,  how  have  they 
met  those  charges  ?  How  do  we  find  those 
charges  explained  in  this  Report?  Any 
one  who  has  read  it  will  find  that  not  one 
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of  my  aU^idons  hu  beeo  oootndicted. 
If  our  instructions  bad  beeo  to  tbem, 
**  GeottemeD,  go  into  tbat  room,  explain 
notbingy  and  rnvsUfy  everything,  uphold 
this  system,  and  contradict  the  assertions 
which  bare  been  made/*  I  should  say, 
(with  the  exception  of  the  latter  point) 
that  this  Committee  bad  well  fulfilled  its 
duty.  The  instruction  to  the  Committee 
was  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  law, 
and  the  mode  in  which  this  system  of  de- 
taining and  openiuf;  letters  had  been  ex- 
erdsedl  I  said  at  the  time  that  I  did  not 
think  tbe  Motion  was  comprehensive 
enough — that  we  ought  to  know  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  every  warrant 
was  issued.  How  did  the  Committee  be- 
gin their  work  ?  They  tell  us,  first,  that 
with  regard  to  the  state  of  the  law  that  it 
was  the  same  in  1844  as  it  was  in  1711, 
when  the  Act  of  Queen  Anne  was  passed. 
But,  then,  did  they  tell  us  what  that  law 
was  in  the  time  of  Queen  Anne  ?  No,  they 
leave  us  there.  They  then  go  on  to  saVf 
tbat  in  preference  to  discussing  tbe  purely 
l^al  question,  they  propose  .to  give  the 
history  of  the  practice.  Now,  there  is  no 
one  single  word  more  as  to  the  state  of  tbe 
law.  There  I  say  they  have  not  obeyed  your 
instructions.  They  then  go  back  to  the 
time  of  Edward  fl.  Tl^re  is  valuable 
antiouarian  research  in  this  Report ;  two- 
thiros  of  it  is  composed  of  the  records  of 
antiquity.  We  begin  with  Sir  Brian  Tuke, 
and  we  fiave  warrants  given  us  of  varioun 
persons  in  remote  periods.  What  do  we 
want  with  that?  We  wanted  some  of  the 
warrants  which  have  been  issued  in  the 
manufiicturing  districts;  but  tliey  have  not 
given  us  a  copy  of  any  of  those  we  wanted. 
They  go  on  to  state  that  there  have  been 
trials  of  certain  individuals  for  offences 
discovered  by  this  practice  of  detaining 
and  opening  their  ietter«  —  Alterbury, 
Bishop  of  Rochester,  Dr.  Hensey*  and 
others*  finishing  with  Mr.  Home  Tooke ; 
but  they  have  fiiiled  in  proving  that  their 
letters  were  detained  under  warrant  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  On  the  contrary,  I 
believe  upon  the  trial  of  the  Lord  Bishop 
of  Rochester,  an  objection  was  taken  to 
this  warrant ;  and  the  counsel,  in  examin* 
ing  a  witness,  asked  whether  he  bad  ob- 
tained the  letter  in  question  under  a  war- 
rant, and  it  was  quite  clear  that  there  was 
no  warmnt  at  all.  In  short,  every  one  of 
the  cases  where  tbe  letters  had  been  pro- 
duced in  a  court  of  justice  proved  either 
that  there  was  no  warrant  at  all,  or  that 
thtre  WM  «  regular  search  ivarmnt  for  tbe  1 


seiaure  of  papers — a  power  which  is  quite 
right  in  my  opinion,  the  power  of  seising 
papers,  which  every  government  should 
possess.  If  you  seize  papers  under  a  cer- 
tain warrant,  every  individual  su^wcted 
knows  what  you  are  about ;  but  to  reseal 
letters,  to  commit  forgery,  and  to  send 
those  letters  on,  I  say  it  is  a  disgraceful 
and  iniquitous  system,  and  unworthy  of 
any  Minister  whatever.  They  go  on  then 
to  tell  tis  tbat  in  1735  there  was  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  this  sys- 
tem in  Sir  Robert  Walpole*s  time,  and 
another  in  1742,  to  inquire  into  the  ten 
years  preceding  of  Sir  Robert  Walpole's 
Administration ;  and  the  Committee,  in 
1742,  was  not  to  be  allowed  to  inquire 
into  any  secrets  of  the  Government.  In 
1742,  the  Report  says,  however,  that  tbe 
secrets  of  Sir  R.  Walpole's  government 
were  somewhat  rudely  pried  into  by  tbe 
Secret  Committee.  I  suppose  that  is  tbe 
modern  phrase  for  a  Committee  of  tbis 
House  honestly  and  impartially  doing 
their  duty.  Somewhat  ruddy!  It  is  a 
compliment  that  will  never  be  paid  to  tbis 
Committee.  I  am  afraid  I  shall  be  ac- 
cused before  I  sit  down  of  having  soase- 
what  rudely  pried  into  the  wbule  system 
of  the  Government  with  reference  to  this 
subject  We  do  not  want  to  know  whe- 
ther tbis  Committee  of  1742  somewhat 
rudely  pried  into  the  secrets  of  Sir  Robert 
Walpole's  government ;  but,  if  you  turn 
to  this  appendix,  what  will  you  find  this 
extreme  rudeness  to  have  been?  It  merely 
tells  you  tbat  there  was  tbis  secret  oflBce 
of  wbicb  I  have  been  complaining  estab- 
lishi'd  in  that  time.  It  was  considered 
extremely  rude  that  this  Committee  should 
have  aimmunicated  tbe  fact  to  tbe  public. 
Then  we  go  on.  The  Committee  are  ex- 
tremely minute  as  to  what  hsptiened  two 
or  three  hundred  years  ago ;  and,  in  short, 
tbe  whole  Report  is  tbe  greatest  take-in  I 
have  ever  known.  If  what  occurred  so 
long  ago  is  so  very  interesting,  bow  much 
more  si>  would  have  been  the  history  as  it 
came  down  nearer  to  our  own  time.  If 
they  can  tell  us  so  much  of  the  days  gone 
by,  now,  when  the  information  is  so  much 
more  easily  and  correctly  obtained,  they 
can  give  us  everything  which  we  do  want 
to  know.  But  we  find  all  this  udour  for 
research,  as  we  approach  tbe  nineteenth 
century,  evaporate,  and  then  grow  moat 
suddenly  and  interestingly  reserved.  Well, 
then,  I  have  satisfied  tbe  House  that  at  all 
events  as  to  the  state  of  the  hw,  they 
have  made  no  Report  upon  it.  Tbey  bavt 
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also  said  in  another  page^-as  to  the  mode 
in  which  they  were  appointed  to  examine, 
that  they  also  declined  following  the 
warrant  from  the  time  of  its  reception 
at  the  Post  Office  to  that  of  its  execu- 
tion. Therefore,  they  avoid  explaining 
the  law,  and  then  tell  you,  with  re- 
gard to  the  mode,  that  they  don't  think 
it  proper  to  follow  the  warrant  from 
the  time  of  its  reception  to  its  execution. 
Why  that  was  one  of  my  specific  com- 
plaints— that  was  a  subject  upon  which 
the  public  required  information,  and  they 
will  not  be  satisfied  until  they  have  got  it. 
Why  have  they  not  followed  the  warrant 
from  the  time  of  its  reception  to  its  execu- 
tion? For  this  reason,  it  would  have  re- 
quired details  of  this  Secret  Office.  They 
have  not  said  on  eword  about  this  Office. 
If  they  had  gone  into  it,  they  must  have 
laid  bare  all  the  iniquities  of  that  office ; 
but  they  have  escaped  from  that  by  saying 
that  they  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
make  the  inquiry.  I  say,  then,  that  they 
have  not  followed  the  instructions  of  the 
House.  And  here  I  may  take  an  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  I  have  seen  in  the  papers 
a  paragraph  which  states  that  this  Secret 
Office  has  been  done  away  with.  I  suppose, 
therefore,  that  this  Secret  Office  has  been 
closed ;  but,  as  the  lawyers  say,  1  believe 
the  venue  only  has  been  changed.  What 
does  it  signify  to  us  whether  the  practice 
is  going  on  in  that  lobby  or  in  this,  so  long 
as  the  practice  remains  in  itg  full  force  ? 
It  matters  not  to  me  or  the  public,  whe- 
ther this  iniquity  takes  place  at  the  Home 
Office  or  in  St.  Martin's-le-Grand.  There- 
fore the  public  must  not  be  deceived  by 
supposing,  from  this  paragraph,  that  the 
system  is  done  away  with.  It  was  cre- 
ated by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  the 
same  means  alone  can  destroy  it.  Well,  I 
have  stated  that  the  Committee  have  not 
followed  their  instructions  as  to  inquiring 
into  the  state  of  the  law^  or  the  mode  in 
which  letters  have  been  opened.  Then  I 
also  stated,  secondly,  that  the  right  hon. 
fiaronet  had  exceeded  his  powers,  and 
made  the  most  unscrupulous  use  of  them ; 
and  that  more  letters  had  been  opened  in 
the  present  Administration  than  in  any 
former  one  during  the  same  period.  Well, 
now,  without  intending  it,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  Committee  have  rather  let  the 
cat  out  of  the  bag  with  reference  to  this 
very  fact,  and  the  charge  which  I  made  is 
proved.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  mystifi- 
cation upon  the  subject ;  but  it  is  stated  that 
the  general  average  of  the  warrants  issued 
VOL.  LXXVII.    {2iS} 


during  the  present  century  does  not  much 
exceed  8  a  year,  and  this  number  would 
comprehend  on  an  average  the  letters  of 
about  16  persons  annually; — that  in  the 
last  44  years  there  have  been  372  warrantGf 
issued,  which  had  afiTected  724  persons.  In 
a  subsequent  part  of  this  Report,  it  is 
stated,  that  out  of  these  372,  two-thirds 
are  what  the  Committee  are  pleased  to  call 
generally  criminal  warrants — that  is,  war- 
rants to  ascertain  murderers  and  thieves, 
fraudulent  bankers,  and  persons  defrauding 
the  Revenue.  A  portion  of  these  warrants 
are  also  called  uncertain;  and  it  is  ex- 
plained  that  the  greatest  part  of  them,  if 
not  all,  are  criminal  warrants,  as  distin- 
guished from  political  warrants;  conse- 
quently, two-thirds  of  the  372  makes  248 
criminal  warrants.  Now  criminal  war- 
rants are  directed,  I  believe,  in  general, 
against  an  individual,  to  ascertain  the  ad- 
dress of  the  person  suspected  of  any  of- 
fence— they  do  not  contain  the  names  of 
several  individuals;  consequently,  these 
248  criminal  warrants  would,  1  say,  affect 
248  individuals,  leaving  124  warrants  to 
affect  476  persons  for  political  offences.  It 
appears,  therefore,  that  this  power  is  main- 
tained for  political  purposes  more  than  for 
ascertaining  the  species  of  crime  against 
which  it  is  occasionally  directed.  Well, 
Sir,  in  the  three  years,  from  the  summer 
of  1841,  when  the  present  Government 
came  into  office,  to  the  summer  of  1844, 
when  this  Committee  made  its  Report,  the 
following  warrants  were  issued: — In  the 
year  1841  there  were  18  of  these  warrants, 
and,  giving  one-half  of  these  to  his  prede- 
cessor, I  leave  9  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  present  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department.  In  1842  there  were  20  ;  in 
1843  there  were  8 ;  and  in  1844 — which 
is  only  for  one-half  of  the  year, — there 
were  7,  making  altogether  44  warrants  in 
the  short  space  of  three  years.  Now,  looking 
over  the  whole  list  preceding,  in  no  three 
years  of  any  Administration  will  you  find 
that  44  warrants  have  been  issued.  The 
greatest  number — and  it  was  singular 
enough, — ^was  upon  Lord  Sidmouth's  en- 
tiance  into  office — a  period  which  was 
marked  by  the  most  flagrant  practice  of 
opening  letters  ; — and  it  appears  that  in 
1812,  twenty.eight  warrants  were  issued  ; 
in  1813,  eight;  and  in  1814,  three.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  therefore^  beats  Lord 
Sidmouth  by  five.  Well,  I  say,  show  me 
any  period  which  this  Committee  has  given 
where  any  Minister  has  issued  a  greater 
number  of  warrants  than  the  right  hon. 
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Baronet.    That  was  my  case  originally; 
and,  thaoks  to  the  Gommitteey  they  have 
famished  me  with   the  means  of  proof. 
Then  I  also  said  that  another  uoscmpulous 
use  which  had  been  made  of  this  power 
was,  that  it  had  been  exercised  towards 
foreigners ;  and  this  I  prored  by  the  peti- 
tions which  I  laid  on  the  Table  of  Mr. 
Mazziniy  and  Captain  Siolzman,  making 
the  complaint  which  was  the  original  cause 
of  this  inquiry.    I  don't  belieFe  that  you 
can  show  me  any  instance  on  record  of  a 
similar  circumstance.    With  regard  to  Mr. 
Mazzini^s,  which  came  first,  my  complaint 
was  that  the  Govern  ment  had  opened  these 
letters  of  his  at  the  instigation  of  a  Foreign 
Power,   and  that    they    had    communi- 
cated the  information  which  they  had  re- 
ceived from  these  letters  to  some  Foreign 
Power.     The  Committee   have  acknow- 
ledged  that  the  warrant  was  issued  on  the 
1st  of  March,  and  cancelled  on  the  drd 
of  June  of  the  past  year,  for  opening  let- 
ters addressed  to  Mr.  Mazzini.  The  inter* 
oepted  correspondence  was  transmitted  to 
the  Home  Secretary,  read  by  him,  and  then 
forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs.     The  facts  of  the  case 
appear  to  be  as  follow: — Now,  mark  this ; 
I  say  there  is  a  gross  error  upon  this  Re- 
port, which  is  fatal  to  its  validity.    The 
Committee  say  the  warrant  was  issued  on 
the  1st  of  March,  and  cancelled  on  the  3rd 
of  June.     It  will  be  recollected,  when  1 
presented  that  petition,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  tbnt  Mr.  Mazzini  had  no 
right  to  ask  for  redress*  for  the  warrant 
was  withdrawn.    My  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  asked  when  he  had   withdrawn  the 
warrant  ?    Sir,  Mr.  Mazzini's  letters  were 
detained  and  opened  the  day  before  I  pre- 
sented his  petition  to  this  House,  and  that 
wsB  on  the  14th  of  June.     Mr.  Mazzini's 
letters  were  opened  from  Christmas,  1843, 
op  to  the  13th  of  June.    This  system  was 
going  on  for  six  months,  as  it  is  now  in 
my  power  now  to  prove,  if  you  will  grant 
me  this  Committee.     I  believe  the  warrant 
was  fabricated  for  the  occasion.*    1  do  not 
believe  there  was  ever  a  legitimate  warrant 
issued  in  the  first  instance.     I  believe  the 
whole  system  has  been  conducted  in  a  loose 
manner.     That  such  a  warrant  was  laid 
before  the  Committee  there  can   be  no 
doubt.      No  one  disputes  the  honour  of 
these  Gentlemen.      This   warrant  bears 
date  from  the  1st  March  to  the  3rd  June, 
a  period  of  three  months;  but  unfortu* 
^^^■■■••■■"^^.•■^^■*^^^^~~~^~"~^       ^^"*"""    '^"^^^"^^^^^—^^ 
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natdy  for  tbemt  what  do  the  Lotds'  Con* 
mittee  say—they  contradict  this.  They 
say — *'  It  is  true  that  Mr.  Blazzini  a  let- 
ters  were  for  four  months  stopped  and 
opened."  One  says  three,  and  the  other 
four  months.  Is  it  nothing  for  a  man's 
letters  to  be  opened  for  a  month  ?  Does 
not  that  require  another  inquiry  and  in- 
vestigation ?  But  I  will  carry  it  further* 
and  say  that  it  was  between  five  and  six 
months.  I  don't  care  for  the  warrant  laid 
before  this  Committee.  I  can  prove  that 
these  letters  were  opened  prior  to  the  time 
when  this  Report  states  the  warrant  to 
have  been  issued  ;  and  also  subsequent  to 
the  time  when  it  says  the  ararrant  was 
cancelled  ;  therefore,  I  say,  there  is  a  gross 
error  upon  the  face  of  this  Report.  I  don't 
accuse  the  Committee  of  intentional  error ; 
they  have  been  imposed  upon,  and  this  re- 
quires further  explanation  and  inquiry, 
when  I  last  brought  this  subject  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  I  stated 
that  the  contents  of  Mr.  Mazzini's  oor- 
respondenoe  had  been  communicated  to 
Foreign  Powers ;  and  that  his  letters  had 
been  opened  at  the  instigation  of  Foreign 
Powers — that  I  repeat — a  portion  of  it  is 
admitted  by  the  Committee.    The  Report 


**  Representations  had  been  made  to  the 
British  Government  from  high  sources,  that 
plots,  of  which  Mr.  Maztini  was  the  centre* 
were  carrying  on,  upon  British  territory*  to 
excite  an  insurrection  in  Italy :  and  that  such 
insurrection,  should  it  assume  a  formidable 
aspect*  would*  from  peculiar  political  circara- 
stances,  disturb  the  peace  of  Europe.** 

Why  mystify  this  ?  Who  axe  your  ''  high 
sources  ?"  When  we  hear  a  *'  high  source'* 
spoken  of  in  this  country,  it  is  generally 
meant  to  convey  the  Sovereign  }  and  these 
"high  sources  are  doubtless  the  Sove- 
reigns of  other  realms,  and  that  establishes 
my  cas^.  They  could  not  specificallv  say 
that  certain  Ambassadors  had  asked  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  issue  these  warrants ; 
but  they  leave  us  to  guess  who  these  "  hMi 
sources '  are.  It  goes  on  tosay  that ''  Mr. 
Mazzini  was  the  centre  of  the  insorrectioo 
carrying  on  upon  British  territory."  No 
statement  was  ever  more  fidse.  They 
ought  to  have  ffiven  Mr.  Mazzini  the  right 
to  be  heard  berare  that  Committee,  and  he 
would  have  given  a  different  versiun  of  it 
The  Report  goes  on : — 

"  The  British  Go? emment,  considering  the 
extent  to  which  British  interests  were  involved 
in  the  maintenance  of  that  peace,  issnsd,  on 
their  own  jodg oient,  but  not  at  the  suggestion 
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of  any  Foreign  Power,  a  warrant  to  open  and 
detain  Mr,  MauiDi's  letters." 

It  sa^e  it  was  not  at  the  aaggestion  of  any 
Foreign  Power  j— then  what  becomes  of 
the  high  soaroes  ?  I  enppose  there  will  be 
some  quibble  about  who  had  suggested  it ; 
but  they  said,  no  doubt, ''  perhaps  you'll 
find  out."    The  Report  continues  :— 

^  Socb  information  deduced  from  those  let- 
ters as  appeared  to  the  British  Government 
calculated  to  frustrate  this  attempt,  was  com- 
municated to  a  Foreign  Power ;  but  the  in- 
formation so  communicated  was  not  of  a  nature 
to  compromise — and  did  not  compromise — 
the  safety  of  any  individual  within  the  reach 
of  that  Foreign  Power." 

At  the  same  time  I  would  also  read  a 
paragraph  from  the  Lords'  Report  to  the 
same  effect.    It  says : — 

''  Certain  parts  of  the  information  thus  ob- 
tained were  communicated  to  a  Foreign  Go- 
vernment^ in  so  far  as  such  a  communication 
appeared  to  be  warranted;  but  without  the 
names  or  details  that  might  expose  any  indi- 
vidual then  residing  in  the  foreign  country  to 
wbtefa  the  information  was  transmitted,  to 
danger.'' 

N0W9 1  should  like  to  know  what  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  says  to 
these  passages,  because  I  find,  in  a  debate 
upon  the  subject  in  the  House  of  I^rds, 
Lord  Normanby  asks  if  the  information 
had  been  communicated  toa  Foreign  Power  ? 
and  the  Duke  of  Wellington  replied  in  the 
noAtire ;  but  Lord  Aberdeen  got  up,  and 
said  that  he  could  answer  the  question, 
perhaps,  more  satisfactorily;  and  he  added 
that  not  one  word  had  been  communicated 
to  any  Foreign  Power.  Well ;  now  the 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  have  settled 
that  with  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afiaira.  There  was  a  gross 
falsehood  somewhere;  but  on  whose  part 
it  has  been  told,  it  is  not  for  me  to 
say.  I,  for  one,  believe  the  two  Committees; 
but  I  say  that  the  contradiction  of  your 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  re- 
quires an  explanation  not  only  to  his  coun- 
try, but  to  foreign  princes  and  nations. 
Well,  then,  the  Commons'  Report  says  that 
this  information,  which  both  the  Com- 
mittees maintain  was  given  to  Foreign 
Powers,  was  not  calculated  ''  to  compro- 
mise the  safety  of  any  individual  within 
the  reach  of  that  Foreign  Power ;  '*  and 
just  before  it  is  said  that ''  such  informa- 
tion  as  appeared  calculated  to  frustrate  this 
attempt  was  communicated  to  a  Foreign 
Power."  Now,  what  a  way  of  frustrating 
any  attempt  was  this?  Was  this  worthy  of 


England  ?  Was  this  the  course  whidi  you 
ought  to  have  adopted  to  "frustrate "this 
attempt,  when  you  knew  you  involved  the 
lives  of  eight  unfortunate  individuals? 
You  have  asserted  here  that  Mr.  Mazzioi 
was  the  centre  of  this  insurrection,  and 
that  he  was  concocting  it  here.  Now,  if 
you  would  have  allowed  him  to  have  ap- 
peared before  that  Committecj  you  would 
have  found,  by  his  correspondence,  as  I  can 
prove,  that  there  were  certainly  statements 
made  in  letters  to  him,  proceeding  from 
those  misguided  and  unhappy  men  in  Italy, 
and  then  residing  at  Corfu,  that  they 
wished  to  make  a  descent  upon  the  do- 
minions of  his  Holiness  the  Pope,  and  also 
upon  a  portion  of  the  Neapolitan  territory ; 
but  Mr.  Mazzini,  in  his  letters  to  these  in- 
dividuals, said  and  did  aU  that  he  could  to 
dissuade  them  from  it.  He  said  it  was  a 
rash  attempt,  and  must  fail,  and  he  im- 
plored them  to  desist.  They  answered  his 
letter,  and  said,  **  We  will  desist,  we  will 
follow  your  advice;"  but  unfortunately 
the  poison  had  gone  forth  to  the  Neapo- 
litan Government.  The  British  Govern- 
ment had  given  them  intelligence  of  the 
purport  of  the  first  part  of  the  correspond- 
ence, and  it  was  too  late  to  recall  it.  The 
Austrian  Government  sent  their  spies 
amongst  those  unfortunate  people.  Those 
spies  provided  them  with  ships,  and  said 
tnat  in  Calabria  the  peasantry  were  wait- 
ing to  rise,  and  only  wanted  leaders.  These 
men  were  misled  —  they  were  imposed 
upon— and  notwithstanding  the  assurances 
which  they  gave  Mr.  Mazzini  in  their  let- 
ters, they  left  Corfu  and  went  to  Calabria, 
where,  instead  of  the  peasantry  being  ready 
to  receive  them,  they  were  conducted  to 
the  mountains,  and  found  there  a  force 
which  had  been  sent  thither  by  the  Neapo- 
litan Government  —instigated  to  it  and  ad- 
vised, for  ought  he  knew,  by  the  British 
Government,  and  there  they  were  seized  ; 
some  of  them  perished  in  the  struggle, 
but  nine  of  them  were  seized  and  carried 
before  a  military  commission,  and  shortly 
afterwards  executed.  Here  is  an  extract 
from  a  letter  that  was  written  shortly  after 
their  death.  It  should  be  recollected  that 
these  were  men  of  high  family,  and  were 
nobIe*rainded  but  misguided  beings.  There 
were  amongst  them  the  two  Bandiera,  sons 
of  the  rear-admiral  of  that  name.  This  is 
an  account  of  their  death,  written  to  Mr. 
Mazzini  here : — 

"The  Bandieras  and  their  seven  companions 
died  calm  and  intrepid,  bearing  witness  of 
their  faith,  as  l>ecoroes  men  who  die  for  the 
Z2 
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just  and  the  trae.  One  who  was  present 
at  their  last  moments  at  Cosenxa,  on  the  2oih 
of  July,  speaks  of  them  as  of  saints,  reminding 
one  of  the  martyrs  of  the  first  ages  of  Chris- 
tianity. The  morning  of  their  execution  tliey 
were  found  asleep.  They  paid  almost  mintiie 
attention  to  their  toilet,  as  if  they  were  about 
to  accomplish  an  act  of  religious  solemnity.  A 
priest  approached  them  ;  they  mildly  repulsed 
him,  saying  that  having  sought  to  practise  the 
law  of  the  gospel  and  to  propagate  it,  eren  at 
the  cost  of  their  blood  among  those  emanci- 
pated by  JesoSp  they  hoped  more  from  their 
own  good  intentions  than  from  his  words. 
*  Reserve  them/  added  one  of  them,  *  for  your 
oppressed  brethren,  and  teach  them  to  be 
what  the  Cross  has  made  them,  free  and  equal.' 
They  walked  to  the  place  of  punishment,  con- 
versing together  without  agitation,  without 
ostentation.  '  Spare  the  face  ! '  said  they  to 
the  soldiers,  who  were  making  ready ; '  it  was 
made  in  the  image  of  God.  Vira  I'lulial' 
This  was  their  last  cry  upon  earth.  God  and 
their  brothers  will  recollect  it." 

Another  indindual  says^  writiog  on  the 
tame  subject,-^ 

**  *  If  we  have  success,'  they  wrote  to  me  in 
their  last  letter  on  the  11th  of  Jane,  hasten  to 
join  as  I  If  we  fall,  tell  our  countrymen  to 
imitaie'oor  example  ;  for  life  has  been  given  us 
to  employ  nobly  and  usefully,  and  the  cause 
for  which  we  shall  have  fought  and  died  is  the 

ruresi,  the  holiest,  that  ever  warmed  the 
reasts  of  men ;  it  is  the  cause  of  liberty,  of 
equality,  of  humanity,  of  the  independence  and 
unity  of  Italy/  Such  are  the  men  against 
whom  your  Government  has  leagued  itself 
with  Austria  and  the  King  of  Naples." 

Three  men  were  executed,  and  thia,  no 
doubt,  occurred  in  consequence  of  the 
information  by  the  Government  to  Foreign 
States.  Why  not,  when  you  obtained 
poueesion  of  this  information  by  means  of 
opening  the  letters,  hare  sent  to  these  un- 
happy individuals,  and  told  them,  *'  Your 
plan  has  been  discovered,  and  you  must 
cease  to  plot  on  British  ground  ;  you  are 
now  running  into  danger,  which  must  in* 
Tolve  you  in  ruin.'*  If  you  had  done  this, 
they  would  have  listened  to  you,  instead 
of  your  being  the  means  of  lead  in  f(  them 
to  death,  lliese  men,  then,  were  made 
the  victims  of  this  system ;  and  I  consider 
that  the  blood  of  these  men  is  more  on 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  than  on  those 
whose  duty  it  was  to  pull  the  triggers 
of  the  muskets  with  whicli  they  were  shot. 
If  ever  a  monument  should  be  erected  to 
the  memory  of  those  men  who  fell  at 
Cosenza,  which  I  trust  will  be  the  case,  the 
epitaph  on  it  should  be,  that  they  fell  in 
the  cause  of  truth  and  justice,  and  through 
the  baseness  and  treachery  of  a  British 


Minister.  And  this,  be  it  veneaibeMd, 
would  be  perfectly  true,  as  it  is  one  of  the 
consequences  of  tnis  odious  system.  But 
was  this  the  only  case  whidi  existed  with 
reference  to  foreigners?  I  presented  a 
petition  last  night  from  two  distioguished 
Polish  exiles — the  one  M.  Stanislaus 
Woroell,  a  member  of  the  Polish  Diet,  and 
Captain  Stolxman<— respecting  the  opening 
of  their  letters  at  the  Post  Office.  The 
latter  gentlenum  found,  by  some  means  or 
other,  as  Maazini  did,  that  his  letters  had 
been  opened,  and  he,  also,  last  year  asked 
for  redress  and  inquiry ;  but  he  was  never 
called  before  the  Committee,  and  no  infor- 
mation was  giren  to  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  opening  of  the 
letters  of  Captain  Stolaman.  I  suppose, 
however,  that  the  informaition  obtained  by 
means  of  his  letters  was  communicated  to 
the  Russian  Government,  although  the 
result  did  not  prove  so  fatal  to  him  as  waa 
the  case  with  the  Italian  refugees.  But 
still  this  proceeding  was  altogether  most 
disgraceful  to  the  British  Government. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  proceeded 
to  state  that-— 

**  A  warrant  to  open  and  detain  all  letters 
addressed  to  M.  Woreell  and  to  M.  Stolzman 
was  issned  on  the  17th  of  April,  1844,  and 
cancelled  on  the  20tb  of  June." 

I  have  proof  to  the  contrary.  I  have  made 
no  assertion  on  this  subject  which  I  am 
not  able  to  prove.  Again,  the  Report 
says— 

"  A  warrant  to  open  and  detain  all  letters 
addressed  to  M.  Grodicki  at  Paris,  and  to  an- 
other foreign  gentleman,  wut  issued  on  the 
3rd  of  June,  1844,  and  cancelled  on  the  13tii 
of  the  same  month. 

Now,  M.  Stolsman  appeared  before  the 
public  last  year  by  presenting  a  petition, 
but  no  one  then  heanl  of  M.  W«iroell,  until 
they  saw  his  name  put  forward  in  the  Re> 
port  of  the  Committee.  M.  Woroell  yes- 
terday presented  a  petition  to  this  House, 
with  the  view  of  getting  the  opportunity, 
by  means  of  an  inquiry  before  an  open 
Committee,  of  getting  ria  of  the  false  stain 
on  his  character,  and  to  vindicate  his  cha- 
racter before  the  House  and  the  country. 
I  have  reason  to  beliere,  also,  that  M. 
Woroell  was  not  aware  that  his  letters  had 
lieen  opened  until  he  saw  it  so  stated  in 
the  Report.  M.  Grodicki,  also,  was  not 
mentioned  last  year.  Why,  then,  was  M. 
Grodicki,  in  oontradistinction  to  another, 
named,  held  up  to  public  lane ;  for  it  is 
stated  in  the  Report  that  this  wamni 
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rested  oo  grounds  coonected  with  the  per* 
sonal  security  and  safety  of  a  Foreign  Sove. 
reign  then  in  England.  What  did  this 
mean,  but  that  these  Gentlemen  were  ac- 
tuated by  a  wish  to  assassinate  this  Foreign 
Sovereign,  whom  we  all  know  was  the 
Emperor  of  Russia;  but  why  not  say  so? 
for  there  were  two  Foreign  Sovereigns  in 
the  country  at  that  time — namely,  the 
King  of  oaxony  and  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  together.  The  Committee^  however, 
as  usual  with  them,  could  not  be  clear  on 
the  point,  but  appeared  anxious  that  pos- 
terity should  be  in  doubt  as  to  whether 
it  was  the  King  of  Saxony  or  the  Emperor 
of  Russia  that  these  parties  wished  to  as- 
sassinate.    The  Report  then  proceeds — 

**  The  last  two  warrants  rested  on  grounds 
connected  with  the  personal  safety  of  a  Fo- 
reign Sovereign,  entrusted  to  tlie  protection  of 
England.  It  appears  to  your  Committee  that, 
under  circumstances  so  peculiar,  even  a  slight 
suspicion  of  danger  would  justify  a  Minister 
in  takinj:  extraordinary  measures  of  precau- 
tion. The  Committee  have  not  learned  that 
there  appeared  in  the  letters  that  were  de- 
tained anything  to  criminate  the  gentlemen 
whom  the  Committee  have  very  reluctantly 
named.*' 

And  who  asked  the  Committee  the  names, 
and  what  necessity  was  there  for  imputing, 
or  rather  insinuating,  the  wish  on  their 
part  to  commit  such  a  dreadful  and  foul 
crime  as  murder?  If  they  thought  it 
necessary  in  their  report  to  impute  to  them 
such  a  horrid  crime  as  murder,  they  should 
have  allowed  those  gentlemen  to  come  be«- 
fore  the  Committee,  and  heard  what  they 
had  to  say  in  answer  to  such  an  accusa- 
tion. I  happen  to  know  that  M.  Worcell 
is  a  member  of  a  high  and  distinguished 
family  in  Poland,  and  he  was  a  member  of 
the  Polish  Diet ;  and  from  all  that  I  have 
heardt  he  was  as  incapable  as  any  Member 
of  this  House  of  entertaining  any  intention 
of  committing  such  a  crime;  and  was  it  to 
be  borne,  then,  that  this  gentleman  should 
be  libelled  by  this  Committee  by  accusa- 
tions such  as  they  had  dealt  against  his 
character  ?  This* was  most  unjust  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee;  and  the  House,  in 
common  fairness,  should  grant  another 
Committee  to  allow  this  individual  to  ex- 
plain and  vindicate  his  conduct.  If  the 
House  should. allow  the  appointment  of 
another  Committee,  I  know  that  it  would 
come  out  that  all  these  charees  emanated 
from  spies  who  were  here  at  the  visit  which 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  "  undertook,  at  a 
gre«t  sscrifioe  of  private  convenience ;"  and 


with  a  view  to  ingratiate  themselves  with 
the  Russian  Embassy^  they  invented  those 
charges  of  the  intention  to  commit  an 
atrocious  crime ;  the  consequence  was,  that 
the  Russian  Ambassador,  or  some  of  his 
ofhcers,  went  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  communicated 
to  him  the  insinuations  which  they  had 
heard ;  and  the  result  was,  that  the  warrant 
was  issued  to  open  the  letters  of  these 
gentlemen.  These  spies,  wishing  to  return 
to  their  native  country,  ingratiated  them- 
selves with  the  Russian  Embassy  at  the  cost 
of  these  honourable  men  ;  and  their  asser- 
tions respecting  this  foul  calumny  were  not 
only  believed  in  that  quarter,  but  it  is 
evident  were  partly  believed  by  our  Go- 
vernment; and  the  Committee  observe 
that  they  had  not  heard  that  there  was 
anything  in  the  correspondence  of  these 
gentlemen  of  a  criminal  nature.  The 
result  was  that  the  spies  returned  to  their 
native  land,  having  got  an  amnesty,  and 
these  gentlemen  remained  here  with  a 
foul  stain  cast  on  their  character  by  the 
Government  of  this  country.  This  was  a 
most  disgraceful  part  of  the  Report,  and 
which  the  Committee  was  not  justified  in 
making.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  aware  of  what  it  was  doing 
when  it  was  imparting  the  contents  of  the 
letters  which  showed  what  passed  be- 
tween the  exiles  here,  and  their  families  in 
Poland;  When  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
opened  and  read  the  contents  of  the  letters 
of  the  Polish  exiles  and  their  families,  he 
probably  would  state  to  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment, at  whose  instigation  he  had 
opened  them,  that  there  was  nothing  in 
these  letters  of  a  political  or  criminal 
nature,  but  that  they  only  related  to 
family  matters.  Arc  you  aware  of  what 
you  are  doing  even  by  giving  only  this  in. 
formation  to  the  Russian  Government? 
It  is  notorious  that  in  Poland  several 
ukases  have  been  issued,  prohibiting  any 
person  in  Poland  from  holding  any  com- 
munication with  the  exiles  of  that  country ; 
and  if  they  corresponded,  no  matter  on 
what  subject,  in  writing  with  a  Polish 
exile,  they  were  to  be  subjected,  for  the 
first  time,  to  be  imprisoned  and  flogged. 
It  was  also  declared  to  be  high  treason  for 
any  one  in  Poland  to  correspond  with  cer- 
tain persons  in  England  who  were  named. 
The  names  of  Worcell  and  Stolzman  are 
in  the  list  of  those  with  whom  it  is  declared 
to  be  treason  to  correspond.  Under  the 
authority  of  this  ukase,  the  wife  of  General 
Sovinski  has  been  imprisoned  on  suspicioii 
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of  correspoodiDg  irith  oilier  Polish  ladies 
in  exile.  Madame  Viooitcha,  the  wife  of 
Colonel  ViDnitcfaa*  was  also  imprisoned  for 
writing  to  her  hosbaod  in  exile,  and 
Madame  Valde  was  imprisoned  and  re- 
eeired  fiftf  severe  lashes  for  corresponding 
with  an  exile.  And  these  punishments,  be 
it  reooUected,  are  inflicted  under  the  man. 
date  of  a  So?eieign»  on  whose  coming  over 
here  a  British  House  of  Commons  con- 
gratulated Her  Majesty,  considering  that 
the  journey  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  un- 
dertaken at  a  great  sacrifice  of  priyate  con- 
Fenience,  was  a  proof  of  the  friendship  of 
his  Imperial  Majesty.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  Goremment  was  aware  that  they 
were  inflicting  injuries  on  persons  in  Poland 
to  such  an  extent,  when  they  informed  the 
Russian  Embassy  that  the  contents  of  the 
letters  received  by  the  Polish  exiles  only 
referred  to  family  affiiin ;  but  it  appeared 
that  if  a  wife  corresponded  with  her 
husband  who  was  an  exile  in  this  country, 
she  was  subject  to  the  most  brutal  of  all 
punishments — uamelT,  to  corporal  punish- 
ment If,  also,  she  had  anv  childreny  she 
was  not  only  exposed  to  this  dtsgraceful 
punishment,  but  her  children  were  taken 
from  her  altogether.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
a  GoFemmeot  should  be  rery  cautious 
how  it  communicates  to  Foreign  Powers 
any  information  obtained  from  the  private 
correspondence  of  persons  in  this  country, 
although  such  letters  may  relate  only  to 
domestic  affttirs.  I  come  now  to  another 
part  of  my  case,  as  to  what  is  alleged  to 
nare  been  a  common  practice — namely, 
tlic  opening  the  letters  and  correspondence 
to  and  from  Foreign  Ambassadors  which 
pass  through  the  Post  Office.  I  say  that 
It  has  been  a  common  practice  that  the 
letters  of  Ambassadors  in  this  country 
were  opened  before  they  were  delivered. 
I  imagine  I  see  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen  re<- 
oeiving  a  Foreign  Ambassador  at  his  table, 
and  asking  him  what  news  he  had  re- 
ceired  fron^  his  court,  and  thus  going 
through  the  solemn  farce  of  asking  sudi  a 
question,  after  he  had  himself  read  the 
letters  to  the  Ambassador.  I  stated  last 
year  that  the  despatches  and  letters  of 
Foreign  Ambassadors  which  had  passed 
through  the  Post  Office  were,  before  they 
were  delirered,  or  before  they  were  sent 
out  of  the  country,  opened  and  copied. 
When  I  said  this,  people  doubted  it,  and 
said  that  it  was  imaginary  on  my  part, 
fiut  what  do  I  find  in  the  Report  ?  It  is 
there  stated^* 
**  On  the  robjecl  of  the  Foreign  Department 


at  ibe  General  Poet  Oflice,  the  secrecy  of  pri- 
Tate  correspondence,  your  Committee  are  as- 
sured, is  kept  iovioble.  Certain  warrants, 
bearing  respectiTely  the  sigftatares  of  the 
right  boD.  Charles  James  Fox,  when  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Aflairs,  in  1782,  and  of 
his  successor,  the  Marquess  of  Carmarthen, 
were  laid  before  yonr  Committee;  which, 
bein{c  of  a  very  comprehensive  natore,  have, 
in  coDJanction  with  other  tnfonnation,  indoced 
year  Committee  to  believe  that  diplomatic 
correspondence,  when  posted  in  ordinary 
course,  iocnrred  in  this  coontiy  and  in  the 
other  great  States  of  Europe  nearly  equal  risk 
of  inspection.  How  long  similar  warrants 
continued,  and  when  they  were  finally  recalled, 
your  Committee  have  no  information,  nor  do 
they  think  it  their  doty  to  report  as  to  any 
practice  which  may  have  existed  in  reference 
10  this  part  of  the  sabject." 

And  why  not  report  as  to  this  practice  ? 
for  in  so  doing  the  Coounittee  would  only 
have  acted  in  conformity  with  the  instruc- 
tions they  received  from  the  House.  The 
Committee  there  say — 

**  Of  this  they  are  satisfied,  that  no  soch 
warrants  or  prscUccs  now  exist;  and  that 
public  as  well  as  private  correspondence,  fo- 
reign as  well  as  domestic,  paming  through  the 
Office  in  regular  course,  now  enjoys  complete 
security,  subject  only  to  the  contingency  of  a 
Secretary  of  Stated  warrant,  directed  for 
special  reasons  against  a  particular  letter  or 
letters.'' 

Now,  how  long  this  practice  continued 
we  are  not  told;  it  is  said  that  certain 
warrants  were  produced  having  the  signa- 
tures of  Mr.  ¥o\  and  the  Marquess  of 
Carmarthen »  as  Secretaries  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affiurs ;  and  we  are  lef^  to  guess, 
as  far  as  this  Report  is  concerned,  as  to 
whether  the  practice  continued  up  to 
twenty  years  or  twenty  hours  before  the 
Report  was  drawn  up.  but  what  is  stated 
in  the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  on  this  subject  ?— 

^  It  appears  to  have  for  a  long  period  of 
time,  and  under  many  successive  administra- 
tions, been  an  established  practice,  that  the 
foreign  correspondence  of  Foreign  Ministers, 
passing  tbroogb  the  General  Post  Office, 
sbould  be  sent  to  a  Department  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  before  the  forwarding  of  soch  eorres* 
pondenoe  according  to  its  address.  The  Post* 
master  General  having  had  his  attentton  called 
to  the  fact,  that  there  was  no  sufficient  au- 
thority for  this  practice,  has,  since  June,  dis» 
continued  it  altogether.'' 

I  can  only  say  that  it  appears  to  me  noit 
strange  that  the  Postmaster  General 
should  be  put  to  shame  as  to  the  alleged 
irregularity  of  this  pnctaoe,  as  if  it  wtm 
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not  common.  As  for  the  assertion,  "  that 
no  such  warrants  or  practices  now  exist," 
it  is  a  mere  quibble  as  to  there  being  no 
such  general  warrants.  And  what,  af^er 
the  statements  made  in  this  Report,  must 
foreign  nations  think  of  the  system  which 
existed  in  this  country  as  to  the  opening 
letters  of  Foreign  Ambassadors  at  the  Fo- 
reign OflGlce?  As  to  the  feeling  formerly 
entertained  by  Foreign  Ambassadors  with 
respect  to  this  practice,  I  hope  the  House 
will  take  the  trouble  to  remark  what  oc- 
curred in  the  House  of  Lords  some  years 
back.  I  6nd  that  it  is  stated  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  that  this  practice  continued  until 
recently.  Now,  let  us  see  what  happened 
In  1641,  when  the  Venetian  Ambassador 
complained  to  the  House  of  Lords  that  his 
letters  had  been  intercepted  and  opened. 
I  find  the  following  statement  in  the  Lords' 
Journals  of  the  17th  Charles  I.,  1641, 
Friday,  12th  November: — 

''  The  Lord  Keeper  signified  to  the  House, 

*  that  the  Venetian  Ambassador  made  a  com- 
plaint to  the  Lords  of  the  Council,  ihat  the 
despatches  which  were  sent  to  him  this  week 
were  opened,  and  the  seal  of  the  State  of 
Venice  broken  open  by  the  Parliuinent, 
whereby  he  accounts  himself  much  grieved 
with  it,  and  for  this  he  bath  retired  himself 
from  the  public  affairs,  as  an  Ambassador  be- 
tween this  Kingdom  and  that  State,  until  he 
receives  further  command  from  his  roasters.' 
Then  was  read  a  paper,  being  a  translation  out 
of  Italian,  delivered  from  the  Venetian  Am- 
bassador.   The  contents  was  this,  videlicet, 

*  Most  noble  Lords,  the  correspondency  be- 
twixt princes  there  hath  Always  been  the  most 
immediate  ways  of  a  true  interest  of  maintain- 
ing of  estates,  and  of  continuance  of  com- 
merce to  the  benefit  and  increase  of  the  Com- 
monwealth. To  cultivate  this,  the  most  great 
Kings  bath  always  used  the  most  industry ;  and 
to  facilitate  it,  they  have  introduced  the  expe- 
dition of  Ambassadors  to  confirm  it  betwixt 
the  one  and  the  other  kingdom.  In  this  there 
hath  been  all  respect  rendered  to  all  princes 
even  in  all  times,  not  only  having  made  the 
large  prerogatives  and  liberties,  and  the  very 
same  (ss  I  may  say)  the  very  princes  and 
patrons  possessing  the  same  dominions  amongst 
the  remarkable  and  equally  necessary;  and 
that  by  which  we  may  receive  letters,  and 
send  from  the  proper  prince,  and  whatsoever 
person,  without  any  interruption,  which  is  the 
most  principal  part  of  an  Ambassador;  which 
practice,  most  noble  Sirs,  is  not  the  lavrs  of 
oar  nation  alone,  but  universal,  and  bath  been 
maintained  and  inviolated  of  the  king  and  the 
public,  and  of  all  Christian  governments,  no 
less  than  amongst  the  most  barbarous.  I 
nevertheless  cannot  say  but  that  I  have  en- 
joyed in  this  great  Court  that  just  respect, 


until  the  last  letters  were  opened  which  came 
from  France  to  me  directed,  although  they 
were  restored  by  my  Lord  Feilding  and  Sir 
Henry  Vane,  upon  whose  honour  they  secured 
me  that  it  was  a  simple  error,  and  not  willingly 
committed,  which  I  believed ;  yet  could  not 
persuade  myself  that  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land, so  noble  and  generous,  should  have  so 
inferior  a  mind  as  to  open  the  letters  of  an 
Amba:tsador,  and  by  this  means  to  violate  the 
laws,  and  to  give  an  example  to  the  world  so 
damnable,  and  of  so  little  respect  towards  the 
Minister  of  the  Serenissima  Respublica,  which, 
after  so  many  ages,  hath  given  a  sincere  testi- 
mony of  afiection  and  esteem  to  this  Crown. 
So  now  new  experience,  with  my  mortifica- 
tion, hath  given  testimony  of  the  contrary, 
being  yesterday  all  the  letters  were  opened 
coming  from  Venice,  Antwerpe,  and  other 
countries,  and  the  very  letters  writ  unto  roe 
from  the  Serenissima  Respublica,  the  regal  seal 
being  broken,  and  the  Commission  sent  from 
my  Lords  being  published,  and  many  of  my 
own  letters  being  taken.  The  success  of  this 
cannot  be  approved  of  by  any.  I  have  judged 
it  not  inconvenient  to  give  notice  unto  your 
Excellencies,  by  which  you  may  reflect  of  the 
greatness  of  their  knowledge,  as  much  as  con- 
cerns them,  taking  that  resolution  which  they 
judge  most  necessary  to  the  sustaining  of  the 
honour  of  this  nation,  of  the  public  faith,  under 
the  protection  of  whom  the  Ambassadors  live 
and  make  themselves  known  to  all  princes, 
that  in  England  they  do  not  pretend  to  intro- 
duce new  laws,  but  they  maintain  constant 
profession  of  the  ancient,  rendering  the  re- 
spects which  they  ought  to  the  Ministers  of 
the  Serenissima  Respublica/' 

Such  was  the  subject  matter  of  complaint 
in  1641,  of  the  Venetian  Ambassador,  most 
properly  designated  by  that  Minister  as  a 
most  damnable  system.  Indeed,  the  custom 
was  so  admitted  to  be  by  the  House  of 
Lords ;  for  when  the  Venetian  Ambassador 
complained  of  such  a  violation  of  faith,  the 
House  of  Lords  thought  proper  to  assent 
to  it.  The  Journal  of  that  House  proceeds 
to  state — 

''This  House  thought  it  fit,  and  agreed,  thai 
satisfaction  for  this  shall  be  given  to  the  State 
of  Venice,  and  to  the  Ambassador  for  the  pre- 
sent. The  House  appointed  the  Earl  of  Bris- 
toll.  Earl  of  Holland,  Lord  Viscount  Say  and 
Seal,  the  Lord  Digby,  and  the  Lord  Newn- 
ham,  to  draw  up  presently  what  was  fit  to  be 
given  by  way  of  answer  to  the  Venetian  Am- 
bassador: and  their  Lordships  presented  a 
draught  unto  the  House,  which  was  read  in 
Atfc  verhd,  videlicet : — 'That  four  Members  of 
the  House  of  Peers  be  forthwith  sent  to  the 
Ambassador  to  disavow  the  action,  and  to  en- 
deavour to  give  him  all  satisfaction,  by  declar- 
ing how  sensible  they  are  of  it,  as  tending  to 
the  breach  of  public  faith,  and  the  Law  of  Na- 
tions ;  and  to  show  farther,  bow  desirous  they 
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art  (o  continue  llie  ancient  correspondence 
betwiil  the  King  and  that  Stale,  the  House  o( 
Peers  are  resolred  to  be  humble  suitors  to  bis 
Majesty,  to  hasten  the  departure  of  his  Am- 
bassador, to  make  known  to  that  State  the 
■ame  sense,  with  such  other  expressions  as 
may  best  declare  the  tender  tetpect  they  ha*e 
to  the  honour  of  that  Stale,  and  ihe  noble  usafte 
their  Ministers  may  expect  and  shall  tind  in 
Iheir  residence  here,  from  the  King  and  Par- 
liament,' This  beiog  approved  of  by  the 
House,  the  Lord  Privy  !>ea],  the  Lord  Great 
Chamberlain,  and  the  Lord  Marquess  Hen- 
font,  and  Lord  Newnham,  were  ap|)oinied  by 
the  House  to  deliTer  the  aforesaid  paper  10 
the  Venetian  Ambassador.  The  Loiii  Newn- 
)iam  reported,  '  thai  himself  and  the  rest  of 
the  Lords  appointed  by  this  House  repaired 
to  the  Venetian  Ambassador,  and  delivered 
unto  him  the  paper,  translated  into  Italian, 
touching  the  excuse  for  Opening  of  his  letters ; 
and  after  he  had  read  it,  be  presented  to  this 
House  great  thanks  for  sending  inch  persons, 
of  such  great  place  in  this  State,  to  bim,  and 
promised  he  would  present  ibe  same  to  the 
State  of  Venice,  with  as  much  respect  as  he 
could,  but  desired  that  Ihe  King's  Ambassador 
may  be  sent  away  as  speedily  as  may  be 
Venice,  in  llie  nature  oFa  special  Ambassadi 
to  make  excuse  for  this  particular  businei 
before  he  treat  of  any  public  affairs ;  and  for 
prevention  of  any  accident  for  the  fi 
desires  to  have  an  order  lo  Ihe  Postmaster  thai 
his  letters  may  be  speedily  sent  him." 
Vow,  here  it  appeared  that  the  Vene- 
tian  Ambassador  would  not  take  the  apo- 
logy in  the  shape  in  which  it  was  offered; 
but  it  was  ordered  that  an  Ambassador 
should  be  sent  to  Venice  with  a  written 
ajntogy,  and  ntrict  orders  were  given  that 
the  Ambassador's  letters  should  not  be 
again  opened.  What  would  you  now  UTi 
if  the  Atnbadsadors  of  all  nations  called 
upon  vou  to  make  an  spology  for  opening 
their  letters  ?  I  can  only  say  that  it  is  e 
most  infamous  system,  and  utterly  dis- 
naceful  to  the  character  of  England,  and 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  it  do  longer  exists, 
thougfa  it  only  ceased  to  exist  in  June  lait, 
1  DOW  come  nearer  liomc.  I  said  last  year 
that  a  roving  Commission  had  been  ap- 
pointed, w)ii»i  went  through  the  manu- 
facturing districts  for  the  purpose  of  open- 
ing letters,  and  also  lo  sec  to  whom  sus- 
pected persons  were  writins.  This,  how- 
ever,  was  distinctly  denied  at  the  time; 
but  wliHt  do  I  now  find  stated  iu  pagv 
of  the  Itepoit  :— 

"  Daring  the  outbreak  in  the  manufac luring 
and  mining  distncts,  which  took  place  in  Au- 
gust, 1843,  in  the  week  of  the  greatest  antlciy, 
a  clerk  was  sent  dowo  from  the  Londao  Post 
Offica,  with  dinctioot,  uodtr  tha  uihoriiy  vf 
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the  Secretary  of  Slate's  warrant,  to  open  the 
]f  six  parties  named  therein,  all  lakiog 
inent  part  in  the  dislnrbances  of  that 
period.    In  the  tame  week  the  same  cleri  was 
directed,   under  authority  of  two  other  such 
warrants,  to  open  the  tetters  often  other  per- 
sons named  ;  and  a  fortnight  later  to  open  the 
letters  of  one  other  person,  making  seventeen 
Most  of  the   persons  whose   letieta 
were  ordered  on  ibis  occasion  to  be  opeoed 
indicted,  and  many  both  indicted  and 
cted,  before  the  Special  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  try  ihe  parties  concerned  in  thoM 
disturbances.    With  one  exception  these  war- 
were  issued  beiweeii  the  16ih  and  the 
26th  of  August,  1842,  and  they  were  all  can- 
celled  on  the  14th  of  October.'* 

Now  what  became  of  this  one  exceptioD 
we  are  not  told;  perhaps  il  is  io  force 
DOW.    The  Report  then  vent  on  to  say : 

"About  the  same   time,    two   clerks  were 

sent  down  to  two  provincial  towns,  esch  with 

ander  authority  of  a  Secretary  of 

rraot,  lo  open  and  examine  the  lel- 

ised  lo  one  individaal  in  each  town  : 

bat  in  one  of  these  cases  there  were  no  letters 

to  open.    Doe  clerk  employed  on  this  duty 

returned  to  his  ordinary  business  after  a  week's 

absence,  Ihe   other   after  an   absence  of  ftve 

Now  could  there  be  any  doubt  that  this 
proceeding  gave  rise  to  the  report  that  a 
roving  Commission  had  been  sent  into  the 
manufacturing  districts  ?  It  was  stated 
in  the  Report  that  there  was  do  such  com- 
mission, but  this  certainly  very  nearly  r«- 
sembled  it,  as  a  clerk  was  sent  orer  the 
manufacturing  districts  to  open  suspected 
letters.  I  said  that  the  Secretary  of  Stale 
for  the  Home  Departmeut  had  not  acted  in 
the  usual  mBDDer,  but  I  was  coutrKdicted. 
1  would  ask  whether  the  Committee  can 
deny  that  this  mode  of  sending  a  clerk  into 
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that  other  persons  letters  were  not  opened, 
with  respect  to  which  there  was  no  war- 
rant ?  1  believe  if  inquiry  were  made  into 
the  praclice>  the  proceeding  of  the  right 
hoo.  Baronet  would  be  found  to  be  per- 
fectly novel  and  entirely  illegal.  The  Re- 
port then  proceeds : — 

*'  In  the  autumn  of  1843,  daring  the  dis- 
turbances which  took  place  in  South  Wales, 
two  clerks  were  sent  down  from  the  Post 
Office  into  the  disturbed  districts,  with  di« 
rections,  under  authority  of  a  warrant  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  — one  to  inspect 
the  letters  of  one  person  at  a  particu- 
lar town^  the  other*  to  inspect  the  letters  of 
another  person  at  another  town ;  and,  subse- 
quently, under  authority  of  a  different  war- 
rant, this  second  clerk  was  sent  to  a  third 
town,  there  to  inspect  the  letters  of  a  third 
person.  In  all  three  instances,  the  persons 
whose  letters  were  to  be  inspected,  were  spe- 
cifically named  in  the  warrant.  One  of  these 
warrants  was  in  force  eighteen,  the  other  se- 
▼en  days.  It  is  these  facts,  probably,  that 
have  given  rise  to  the  report  of  a  Commission 
or  Commissions  having  visited  the  manufac- 
turing districts,  charged  with  a  general  autho- 
rity to  open  and  inspect  letters." 

This,  I  say,  is  a  most  dangerous  pro- 
ceeding, to  let  the  Secretary  of  State  act 
in  this  way,  and  that  he  shall  be  allowed 
to  send  down  a  clerk  to  open  any  person's 
letters  at  this  person's  discretion.  I  con- 
tend, that  on  this  point,  there  should  be 
some  further  and  more  satisfactory  in- 
formation. It  is  stated  in  another  part  of 
the  Report, — 

**  Your  Committee  will  here  notice  a  state- 
ment which  has  been  made,  that  instances 
have  occurred  of  sending  entire  mail  bags  with 
letters  to  the  Home  Office  for  examination. 
Your  Committee  are  satisfied  that  no  instance 
of  the  kind  has  occurred.'' 

I  never  said  so;  but  I  know  that  whole 
bags  have  been  opened  at  the  Post  Office,  for 
the  purpose  of  selectinff  particular  letters. 
Indeed,  it  is  admitted  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  that  the  letter  bags  from  Dub- 
lin, Brighton,  and  other  places,  had  been 
taken  out  of  the  usual  course  into  an  inner 
room  of  the  Inland  Office,  at  the  General 
Poet  Office,  for  the  purpose  of  being  ex- 
amined. I  never  said  that  the  bags  were 
sent  from  the  Post  Office  $  when,  there- 
fore, the  Committee  have  chosen  to  answer 
a  charge  I  did  not  make>  I  must  say  that  I 
think  it  would  have  been  better  if  they  had 
distinctly  answered  the  charge  I  really  did 
make.    Again,  the  Committee  say, — 

**  None  but  separate  letters  or  packets  are 
ever  sent|  out  of  the  ordinary  courssi  from 


the  Post  Office  to  the  Home  Office — and  those 
never  hut  under  a  Secretary  of  State's  war- 
rant ;  and  that  warrant  usually  directs,  that  a 
letter  or  letters  directed  to  certain  persons,  or 
written  in  a  certain  handwriting,  be  detained ; 
and  that  either  a  copy  of  the  post  mark,  or  of 
the  address,  or  of  the  contents,  or  that  extracts 
from  the  contents,  or  the  letters  themselves,  be 
sent  to  the  principal  Secretary  of  State." 

Now,  look  to  the  vague  generalities  in 
this,  that  copies  or  extracts  are  to  be  made 
of  letters  written  in  a  certain  handwriting. 
Why,  under  the  plea  of  opening  letters  in 
a  particular  handwriting,  these  persons 
might  open  anv  letters  that  came  before 
them.  Did  the  law,  I  ask,  ever  contemplate 
the  opening  of  letters  in  any  particular 
handwriting,  for  no  one  could  find  out  with 
any  tolerable  certainty  who  wrote  any  par. 
ticular  letters  until  they  were  opened  and 
read.  Is  there,  I  ask,  any  similar  instance 
to  this  in  the  whole  annals  of  letter  open- 
ing ?  The  Committee  have  given  copies  of 
the  warrants  for  opening  letters  issued  by 
the  Duke  of  Newcastle  and  other  Ministers 
nearly  a  century  ago;  but  I  should  like  to 
have  a  copy  of  one  of  the  warrants  issued 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  I  now  come  to 
the  last  charge  which  I  made.  I  stated 
that  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  my  letters 
had  been  detained  and  opened.  Now,  on 
this  point,  the  Committee  have  been  per- 
fectly silent.  I  stated,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  after  the  letters  were  sorted,  and  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  letter-carrier,  that  he 
was  told  to  give  up  the  letters  of  such  orsuch 
a  street.  I  particularised  the  letters  sent 
to  the  Albany,  and  said  that  I  knew,  that 
in  1842,  my  letters  directed  to  that  place 
were  asked  for.  On  my  making  the  state- 
ment that  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  my 
letters  had  been  opened,  a  great  number  of 
gentlemen  said  to  me,  **  We  cannot  sup- 
pose your  letters  have  been  opened ;  Go- 
vernment cannot  be  90  base,  and  mean, 
and  shabby,  to  issue  a  warrant  to  open 
your  letters,  or  those  of  any  other 
Member  of  Parliament.*'  Now,  although 
the  Committee  in  their  Report  are  silent 
on  the  point,  I  know — and  give  me  a  Com- 
mittee, and  I  will  prove  it— that  my  letters 
were  daily  opened  by  order  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  I  confess  that  I  feel  de- 
graded as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com. 
mons,  that  I  am  such  an  object  of  suspi- 
cion to  a  Secretary  of  State,  that  my  letters 
should  be  opened.  I  cannot  conceive  A 
greater  personal  insult,  a  greater  insult  to 
the  constituency  I  represent — a  large  and 
enlightcDed  ooostituency  as  it  is^for  I  ani 
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not  the  representative  of  a  rotten  borough, 
or  the  nominee  of  a  Peer.  I  say,  therefore, 
that  I  cannot  conceive  a  greater  insult,  be- 
cause it  is  not  merely  an  insult  to  myself 
personally,  but  to  the  constituency  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent ;  and  I  will 
further  say,  that  if  my  correspondence  is 
uot  free,  I  am  not  a  fit  representative  of 
the  people ;  and  in  the  name  of  that  con- 
stituency, I  call  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  justify,  if  he  can,  the  opening  of  my 
letters.  I  know  not  what  story  may  have 
been  trumped  up  with  regard  to  the  Secret 
Committees  of  the  Lords  or  Commons; 
but  I  owe  it  to  myself  and  to  this  House, 
and  to  my  constituency— I  say  it  is  due  to 
you  and  to  them — that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  justify  the  course  which  he 
took  in  ordering  my  letters  to  be  opened.  I 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  a 
former  occasion,  whether  my  letters  had 
been  opened,  and  he  then  talked  in  a  va- 
pouring manner  of  a  sense  of  public  duty 
preventing  him  from  answering  sucha  Ques- 
tion. I  confess  that  I  hardly  believea  the 
circumstance  at  the  time  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  then  said,  that  I  had  put  a 
question  which  I  must  well  know  that  he 
could  not  answer.  How  does  the  question 
stand  as  respects  the  Representatives  of  the 
people  ?  I  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
whether  he  opened  the  letters  of  a  Member 
of  that  House ;  and  I  now  find  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  while  he  was  guilty  of  the 
meanness,  ay,  and  the  basenessv  of  opening 
my  letters,  had  not  the  courage  to  avow 
it.    [''Order."] 

Mr.  Speaker :  The  hon.  Member  has 
applied  expressions  to  another  Member  of 
this  House,  which,  1  am  sure  on  reflection, 
he  will  be  glad  to  explain. 
^  Mr«  T.  Duncombe:  I  applied  the  expres- 
sions to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
Ministerial  capacity,  and  in  that  alone, 
and  to  these  remarra  I  adhere,  and  so  they 
shall  remain.  The  Committee  hare  not  re- 
ported on  this  point,  although  I  called  upon 
them  to  do  so,  and  I  made  this  charee  in 
the  room  up  stairs,  and  they  have  neen 
perfectly  and  entirely  silent  as  to  what  in- 
ferences they  had  drawn  on  the  subject. 
The  only  inference  which  I  can  draw  is 
this,  that  they  did  not  like  to  do  me  an 
act  of  justice —not  even  to  the  extent  that 
thejr  did  to  these  Polish  gentlemen — by 
saying  that  they  had  not  learned  that 
there  appeared  in  the  letters  which 
had  been  detuned  anything  to  crimi* 
nata  them— they  have  not  done  me  even 
the  same  extent  of  justice,  small  as  h  is. 


The  Polish  gentlemen  were  told  that  there 
was  nothing  to  criminate  them  in  the  cor- 
respondence which  was  opened ;  but  the 
Committee  knew  well  that  if  they  said 
this  with  regard  to  myself  that  it  would 
have  been  a  direct  censure  on  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  This  was  the  difficulty 
in  which  the  Committee  was  placed,  and  I 
was  to  be  sacrificed  for  the  purpose  of 
screening  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  This 
is  another  reaxon  for  inquiry,  and  I  call  for 
it  in  justice  to  my  own  character,  and  for 
the  satisfaction  of  my  constituents.  The 
Committee^  in  the  last  part  of  their  Report, 
proceed  to  consider  as  to  whether  or  not 
this  power  should  be  alralished ;  and  if  any 
Gentleman  who  has  read  the  coocludiDg 
sentences  can  make  out  any  meaning  in 
them,  he  must  be  a  wise  man  indeed.  We 
find  reference  to  the  small  number  of  war- 
rants issued  in  Ireland;  and  I  find,  on  re* 
ferenoe  to  the  debate  in  the  House  of  Com« 
mons,  that  the  consideration  of  the  war- 
rants for  opening  letters  in  that  country 
was  deputed  to  the  Committee  in  addition 
to  the  original  Motion.  I  find,  also^  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  a  passage 
with  respect  to  Ireland,  more  with  a  view 
to  implicate  his  predecessors  than  to  defend 
himself.  It  appeared  that  few  letters  had 
been  opened  in  Ireland;  and  when  the 
subject  was  before  the  House  of  Lords  last 
y^r.  Lord  Normanby,  much  to  his  honour, 
said  that  he  was  "  especially  anxious  that 
the  Irish  Post  Office  should  be  inquired 
into,  because  there  had  been  circuhted 
within  the  last  few  hours  some  most  ab- 
surd statements  respecting  the  exercise 
of  this  power  by  him  (Lord  Normanbv) 
when  in  office  in  Irdand— he  wouia 
distinctly  and  emphatically  say,  in  an- 
swer  to  these  misrepresentations,  that 
while  he  was  in  Ireland  as  when  in  of- 
fice in  England,  in  no  one  instaooe  had 
this  power  been  exercised  bj  him  for  any  po- 
litical purpose  whatever.  In  the  very  few 
instances  in  which  it  was  made  use  of,  it 
was  applied  to  those  cases  of  low  ribbonism 
which  could  not  be  ferreted  out  by  other 
means."  It  is  seldom  that  I  have  an  op> 
portunlty  of  agreeing  with  the  organ  of 
the  Government  commonly  calicS  the 
Morning  Herald ;  but  I  must  in  justice 
read  to  the  House  what  I  must  consider  as 
a  most  excellent  article,  which  appeared  b 
that  journal  on  the  snl^ect  now  oefive  the 
House : — 

**  There  are  some  offsncss  of  which  it  is  so 
dishonourable  even  to  be  sospedsd,  that  it  is 
real  kindness  to  give  a  perMm  who  hboors 
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under  the  foul  imputation,  an  opportunity  of 
denying  them.  It  is,  therefore,  with  no  un- 
friendly object  that  we  feel  bound  to  notice 
once  more  a  charge  which  has  lately  been 
pretty  freely  and  openly  preferred  against 
Lord  Melbourne  and  his  Cabinet,  and  dis- 
tinctly suted  a  month  ago  in  the  Herald,  The 
charge  is  this ;  that  his  Lordship  and  his 
Whig  Colleagues  werefin  the  habit  of  opening 
Mr.  O'Connell's  letters  at  the  Post  Office. 
The  chftrge,  we  regret  to  say,  rests  on  such 
authority  as  we  cannot  hastily  reject  or  de- 
spise ;  at  the  same  time  we  are  most  unwill- 
ing  to  believe  implicitly  an  accusation  which, 
if  true,  must  brand  the  Whig  Cabinet  with  an 
indelible  and  eternal  mark  of  infamy  and  dis- 
honour/' 

Now  mark  these  words — 

*'  With  an  indelible  and  eternal  mark  of 
infamy  and  dishonour.'' 

Now  this  is  the  language  of  the  Morning 
Herald,  your  own  organ.  The  article 
goes  on  thus : — 

*^  To  open  the  letters  of  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament—of a  man  entrusted  by  the  people 
with  the  solemn  charge  of  their  interests^s 
clearly  a  high  crime  and  misdemeanour 
against  the  constitution ;  it  is  a  measure  so 
▼lolent  and  extreme  that  nothing  short  of  an 
extreme  case  of  danger  or  suspicion  could 
possibly  justify  it." 

There  is  the  language  of  your  own 
organ  on  this  subject.  It  states  that 
to  open  a  letter  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment is  a  crime  that  brands  the  Govern- 
ment that  could  have  recourse  to  it  with 
infamy  and  dishonour.  Now,  my  letters 
bare  been  opened,  and  therefore,  from 
that  fact,  and  the  sentiment  of  your  own 
organ  respecting  it,  you  may  draw  what 
inrcrence  you  please.  But  it  Is  not  only 
entitled  to  the  epithets  attached  to  it  by 
the  Morning  Herald^  but  it  is  also  a  crime 
of  a  very  grave  nature.  If  we  find  that 
the  letters  of  other  individuals  should  not 
have  been  opened  except  under  the  autho- 
rity of  a  warrant  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  it  follows  that  it  is  not  only  a  mis- 
demeanour,  but  also  a  breach  of  privilege 
for  the  letters  of  Members  of  this  House 
to  be  opened  without  the  authority  of  such 
a  warrant.  There  is  a  Resolution  on  the 
Journals  of  this  House  making  it  a  high 
breach  of  privilege  to  open  the  letter  of 
any  Member  of  the  House,  or  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  any  Member  of  the  House, 
except  under  a  warrant  from  the  Secretary 
of  State.  I  say  that  the  existence  of  such 
a  Resolution  iustifies  me,  if  I  had  no  other 
grounds  for  doing  so,  in  putting  the  ques- 
wm  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whether 


my  letters  have  been  opened  under  a 
warrant  from  him,  or  not.  If  no  such 
warrant  have  been  issued,  then  other  in- 
dividuals have  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
privilege,  whom  I  should  require  to  be 
brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House.  I 
will  conclude  my  remarks  with  the  con- 
cluding passage  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  was  understood  that  the  Com- 
mitte  were  to  give  some  opinion  as  to  the 
expediency  of  continuing  or  abolishing 
this  system  of  espionage.  But  have  they 
done  so?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  The  best  part 
of  a  page  is  taken  up  with  an  opinion  on 
this  point ;  and  I  defy  any  man  to  under- 
stand what  the  purport  of  it  can  be.  There 
appears  to  have  been  nine  Members  on  the 
Committee,  and  there  appears  in  this  pas- 
sage nine  different  arguments  —  one,  I 
suppose,  being  intended  to  represent  the 
opinion  of  each  Member  of  the  Committee. 
The  conclusion  to  which  the  Members 
would  appear  to  have  severally  come  are 
really  most  extraordinary,  though  what 
reference  they  bear  to  each  other  it  is  ra- 
ther difficult  to  say.  The  Committee  say— • 

<'  With  regard  to  the  utility  of  such  war- 
rants, for  the  detection  of  seditious  conspira- 
cies, or  other  practices  endangering  the  public 
safety,  or  the  discovery  of  the  views  enter- 
tained by  those  who  engage  in  them,  it  would 
be  unreason^le  to  deny  that,  in  certain  cases, 
this  practice  may  have  aided  the  Executive 
Government  in  various  ways.'' 

It  appears  from  this  that  the  Committee 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  deny  that 
which  nobody  had  asserted,  but  probably 
somebody  on  the  Committee  had  sug- 
gested the  point,  and  then  went  on  to 
give  his  reason  in  these  words:— 

**  And,  amongst  others  which  are  more  ob« 
vious,  by  informing  them  of  the  real  strength 
of  the  conspirators  and  extent  of  their  combi- 
nations, and  thus  preventing  the  Ministers  of 
the  time  from  taking  exaggerated  views  of  the 
force  arrayed  against  the  State,  and  claiming 
extraordinary  powers  to  meet  apprehended 
danger." 

So,  Sir,  we  are  to  continue  this  system  of 
letter  opening  merely  in  order  to  dispel 
the  apprehensions  of  some  timid  Minister* 
But  then  another  Member  of  the  Com. 
mittee  gets  up  and  says— 

'*  Still,  however,  the  argument  deri  ved  from 
the  smallness  of  the  number  of  warrants  as 
compared  with  the  number  of  persons  who 
may  be  supposed  to  entertain  such  criminal 
designs,  is  not  to  be  lost  sight  of." 

That  was  Number  Three.  Then  Number 
Four  gets  up  and  says, 
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"  While,  on  lite  other  hand,  it  must  be  ad* 
milled  that  the  number  of  those  to  whom  this 
class  of  warrants  would  apply,  as  being  the 
chosen  leaders  of  mulittuaes,  would  not  be 
▼ery  great." 

On  this,  Number  Five  stands  up,  and  con* 
tinues  the  argument  by  saying— 

"The  warrants  of  this  class  have  amounted, 
on  the  average,  to  little  more  than  two  a  year, 
which  would  extend  to  little  more  than  four 
persons.  The  greatest  number  of  warrants  of 
this  description  issued  in  any  year  within  the 
present  century,  is  about  sixteen,  extending  in 
these  cases  to  between  forty  or  fifty  persons. 
In  addition  to  the  argument  derived  from  the 
smallness  of  the  number  affected,  it  most  not 
be  forgotten  that,  after  the  publicity  given  to 
the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  occa- 
sionally recourse  to  the  opening  of  letters  as  a 
means  of  defence  in  dangerous  and  difficult 
times,  few  who  hereafter  may  engage  in  dan- 
gerous designs  will  venture  to  communicate 
their  intentions  by  the  medium  of  the  post." 

I  say  Number  Five  must  have  been  a  most 
sensible  man. 

"And  the  importance  of  retaining  the 
power,  as  a  measure  of  detective  police,  will 
consequently  be  greatly  diminished." 

Then  comes  Number  Six,  and  says*- 

*'  The  last  argument,  however,  supposes, 
that  there  is  no  absolute  certainty  that  a  letter 
may  not  be  intercepted ;  and  it  may  appear  to 
some  that  to  leave  it  a  mystery  whether  or  no 
this  power  is  ever  exercised  is  the  way  best 
calculated  to  deter  the  evil-minded  from  ap- 
plying the  post  to  improper  uses.'' 

Then  up  starts  Number  Seven,  and  says — 

''It  must  also  be  remembered  that  if  such  a 
power  as  this  were  formally  abolished,  the 
question  would  not  be  left  quite  in  the  same 
condition  as  though  the  power  had  never  been 
exercised  or  disputed.'' 

Next  we  have  Number  Eight  giving  us 
his  opinion  of  what  is  to  be  pi^icularly 
remembered.  It  is  strange  that  every  one 
of  them  should  have  premced  bis  opinion 
with  ''  It  must  not  be  forgotten,"  *'  Now 
you  must  remember,"  **  It  is  not  to  be  for- 
gotten,*' or  some  term  of  that  kind,  to 
impress  it  the  better  on  our  recollection. 
Number  Eight  says— 

**  By  withdrawing  it,  every  criminal  and 
conspirator  against  the  public  peace  would  be 
publicly  assured  that  he  should  enjoy  secure 
possession  of  the  easiest,  cheapest,  and  most 
unobserved  channel  of  communication,  and 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  would  not,  under 
any  circumstances,  interfere  with  his  corres- 
pondence." 

Then  gets  up  Number  Nine  to  doee  this 
debate.  He  finishes  this  important  argu* 
ttent  with  the  sage  remaric,  that— 


^  It  must  not  be  forgotten,  however,  that  at 
present  other  rapid  means  <»f  coromunicatiBg 
their  fiews  are  of  easy  access  to  the  eviU 
intentioned,  and  that,  as  far  as  internal  order 
is  concerned,  the  same  rapid  means  afford  the 
Government  unexampled  facilities  for  sup* 
pressing  tumult." 

The  Report  concludes  with  these  remarks : 

*'  Under  these  circumstances,  it  will  be  for 
Parliament  to  consider  whether  they  will  de- 
termine upon  any  legislative  regulation,  or 
whether  they  will  prefer  leaving  the  power  on 
its  present  footing,  in  point  of  law,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  be  used,  on 
his  responsibility,  in  those  cases  of  emergency 
in  which,  according  to  the  best  of  his  judg- 
ment, its  exercise  would  be  sanctioned  by  an 
enlightened  public  opinion,  and  would  appear 
to  be  strongly  called  for  by  important  pnblic 
interests." 

I  think  I  have  said  enough  to  oonvinoe 
this  branch  of  the  Legislature  that  this 
power  should  be  altogether  abolished*  I 
think  there  is  no  tieoessity  for  forther  in* 
^uiry  to  induce  us  to  come  to  that  oooclu* 
sion,  or  for  any  purpose,  except  to  asoer* 
tain  one  or  two  facts — such  as  the  opening 
of  the  letters  addmsed  to  the  Albanr,  to 
which  I  have  already  referred.  I  have 
stated  that  there  would  appear  to  hav« 
been  ^reat  difference  of  opinion  ia  the 
Committee,  but  that,  from  the  course 
taken,  there  had  been  no  collision,  as  each 
Member  would  appear  to  have  put  forward 
his  own  views  in  the  Report,  as  I  have 
read  them.  That  being  so,  it  is  hard  to 
say  what  they  may  have  intended  to  con- 
vey as  the  result  of  their  inquiry.  They^ 
sav  that  it  is  for  the  Parliament  to  consider 
whether  it  will  determine  upon  any  legis- 
lative regulation,  or  whether  it  will  prefer 
leaving  the  power  on  its  present  footing, 
in  point  of  law,  in  the  hands  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  be  used  on  his  respoii- 
sibility  in  those  cases  of  emergency  in 
which,  according  to  the  best  of  his  jndg« 
ment,  its  exercise  would  be  sanctioned  by 
an  enlightened  public  opinion.  But  you 
must  recollect,  before  coming  to  this  latter 
decision,  that  when  the  Minister,  or  the 
Seaetary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, is  called  upon  for  his  authority  for 
exercising  this  power,  he  says  that  he  did 
it  on  his  own  responaibility,  and  without 
any  other  authority  whatever.  Are  you 
to  bring  enlighteiied  public  opinioD  to 
bear  on  this  power  so  exercised  ?  I  sar* 
we  ought  to  have  a  Committee  to  settle 
whether  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House 
that  such  an  authority  shoold  be  oon* 
tinued.    Out  of  doors,  thera  can  be  no 
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question  as  to  the  genersl  feeling  on  the 
matter.  It  is,  I  repeat,  necessaiy  to  have 
a  Committee  to  report  specially  on  this 

goint;  and  the  necessity  is  the  stronger, 
ecause  in  the  House  of  Lords  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  stated,  on  the  25th 
of  June,  that  it  was  a  power  which  existed 
at  all  times,  and  one  which  must  always 
exist  in  any  country  that  has  any  govern, 
ment  at  all.  There  is  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Haddington,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, on  the  subject.  He  declares  it  to 
be  his  conviction,  that  we  can  have  no 
government  at  all  without  the  exercise  of 
that  odious  power — that  there  could  be  no 
government  in  England  unless  that  go- 
vernment were  allowed  the  power  to 
commit  forgery  and  fraud  at  its  discretion. 
-J  say,  no  honest  government  requires  this 
power.  I  say,  the  safety  of  England 
depends  on  no  such  protection — on  no 
such  iniquitous  means  as  this.  But  I  do 
maintain  that  the  honour  of  England,  and 
the  honour  of  Englishmen,  require  its 
total  and  its  immediate  abolition.  It  is, 
Sir,  with  these  views  that  I  now,  after 
having  trespassed  much  longer  than  I  in- 
tended on  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
beg  leave  to  move — 

*^  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  mode  in  which  letters  have 
been  detained,  opened,  and  re-sealed,  at  the 
General  or  at  any  Provincial  Post  OflSce ;  and 
also  into  the  circumstances  under  which  every 
Warrant  for  that  purpose  has  been  issued  by 
any  Secretary  of  State,  from  the  1st  day  of 
January,  1840,  to  the  present  time;  the  said 
Committee  to  report  their  opinion  thereon  to 
the  House,  and  also  whether  it  is  expedient 
that  the  practice  should  be  continued." 

Sir  •/.  Graham  rose  and  said :  I  rise.  Sir, 
under  great  disadvantage  to  follow  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down,  and 
to  address  the  House  upon  the  question 
before  it ;  for  although  in  my  own  judg- 
ment and  conscience  I  feel  a  strong  con* 
viction  that  I  have  done  nothinff  in  the 
execution  of  my  public  duty  of  which 
any  public  servant  or  gentleman  can  be 
ashamed,  yet  tlie  topic  now  under  discus- 
sion is  one  for  which  I  feel  that  in  the 
mind  of  the  British  public  there  is  natu- 
rally existing  a  strong  prejudice  against  the 
public  servant  who  has  to  discharge  this 
particular  function ;  and  also  I  am  aware 
that  I  am  addressing  a  body  of  gentlemen 
of  the  United  Kingdom  in  whose  bosoms 
tliere  must  be  a  ^ling  which,  in  their 
generous  nature,  makes  the  execution  of 
this  duty  repulsive  to  them,  which,  as  a 


public  servant,  I  am  compelled  to  perform. 
I  feel,  therefore,  Sir,  all  the  disadvantages 
of  my  present  position.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, too,  has  had  the  advantage  of  that 
prejudice  to  which  I  have  adverted,  and  he 
has  not  been  very  sparing  in  the  use  of  it. 
Passing  from  that,  I  shall,  however,  at  once 
dispassionately,  but  respectfully  address 
myself  to  the  various  topics  to  which  the 
hon,  Member  has  alluded ;  and  I  will  follow 
him  as  far  as  my  memory  serves  me  through- 
out the  whole  course  of  his  speech.  I 
entirely  deny  that  any  effort  whatever 
was  made  by  the  Government  to  sup- 
press inquiry  on  thid  subject  in  the  fint 
instance.  On  the  contrary,  when  the  matter 
was  first  mooted,  I  stated  what  I  then 
thought,  and  what  I  still  think,  that  it  was 
not  for  the  public  good,  nor  consistent  with 
my  public  duty,  that  here,  in  this  Assem- 
bly, I  should  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the 
precise  mode  in  which,  exercising  the  duties 
of  my  office,  und  bound  by  an  oath  to  my 
Sovereign,  1  had  consulted,  what  ap« 
peared  to  me  to  be  the  public  interest ; 
but  1  stated  frankly,  at  the  same  time, 
that  if  it  were  the  pleasure  of  this  House 
to  institute  an  inquiry,  and  if  it  were  the 
pleasure  of  my  Sovereign  to  release  me 
from  the  oath  of  office  which  bound  me  to 
secrecy,  I  was  willing  to  make  the  most 
ample  and  full  disclosure  of  every  circum- 
stance connected  with  the  cases  whidi  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  I  made  that  un- 
reserved statement  to  the  House,  and, 
after  full  debate,  and  ample  deliberation 
on  the  subject,  the  House  selected,  in  its 
wisdom,  a  Secret  Committee  as  the  proper 
tribunal  before  which  the  inquiry  should 
be  made.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  towards 
the  close  of  his  speech,  had  thought 
fit,  by  allusions,  and  by  analysing  the 
latter  part  of  the  Report,  to  turn  the 
labours  of  the  Committee  into  ridicule. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is  right,  under 
these  circumstances,  to  call  to  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  and  of  the  country 
the  manner  in  which  that  Committee  was 
formed.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  pos- 
sible, even  on  a  review  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, of  the  names  of  the  Members  of 
that  House,  to  find  any  nine  Grentlemen 
who  are  more  entitled  to  the  confidence 
of  Parliament  and  of  the  country  than  the 
Gentlemen  who  were  selected  to  serve  on 
that  Committee.  The  House  will  pardon 
me  for  saying — after  the  speech  which  it 
has  just  heani — that  the  question  was  one 
not  altogether  unconnected  with  party. 
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Id  iact,  there  was  not  only  a  great  deal  of 
|iarty  feeling  displayed  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  qaestion  was  brought  before  the 
House ;  but  I  shall,  perhaps,  be  justified  in 
adding    that  there   was    also    something 
amounting  to    personal   hostility  in   the 
spirit  by  which  it  was  conducted.     And 
yet*  on  the  part  of  the   Government,  1 
did  not  hesitate  for  a  moment,  in  nomi- 
nating  that  Committee,   to  consent  that 
a  decided  majority   of  the  Members  on 
it  should  be  my  political  opponents.    As 
a  further  confirmation  on   this  point,  I 
trust  the  House  will  allow  me  to  read  the 
names  of  the  nine  Gentlemen  who  were 
selected  on  that  occasion.      They  were 
Lord  Sandon,  Mr.  Wilson   Patten,   Mr. 
Thomas  Baring,  Sir  William  Heathoote, 
Sir  Charles  Lemon,  Mr.  Warburton,  Mr. 
Stmlt,  The  O'Conor  Don,  and  Mr.  Ord. 
Now,  the  Committee,  so  constituted,  after 
being  deliberately  appointed  by  the  House, 
proceieded  to  investigate  the  entire  subject ; 
which  is  now  brought  under  discussion,  for 
the  second  time,  by  the  hon.Gentleman.  Sir, 
I  stated  originally,  that  if  such  a  Committee 
were  appointed,  the  entire  circumstances, 
so  far  as  my  knowledge  went,  should  be 
laid   fully    and   fairly  before    them.      I 
think  I  see  at  this  moment  at  least  a  majo- 
rity of  that  Committee  present  in   the 
House ;  and  I  pledge  in  their  presence  my 
honour  in  my  phoein  Parliament,  that  every 
minute   detail,    without   exception,    and 
without  reservation,  which  came  within  my 
knowledge,  was  laid  before  that  Committee 
— not  extorted  from  me  in  the  course  of 
my  examination,  but  voluntarily  tendered. 
There  was  no  difiBculty  in  procuring  all  the 
evidence  from  me  which  I  could  supply ; 
and  I  voluntarily  stated  before  the  Com. 
mittee  all  the  information,  without  reserve, 
that  I  possessed  on  the  subject.     There  is 
not  any  one  subject  brought  under  discus- 
sion this  night  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  did  not  form  part  of  the  matter  of  my 
evidence  before  that  Committee.     I  repeat 
I  kept  back  nothing.    If  my  conduct- with 
respect  to  this  accusation  were  such  as  to 
affix  a  disgraoo  upon  me,  that  conduct  was 
brought  fully  before  the  Committee,  and 
was  passed  under  their  review;  and  if, 
under  those  circumstances,  I  am  acquit- 
ted by  a  Committee,  composed  of  the 
Gentlemen  whom  I  have  already  named, 
of  "  baseness'*  and  '*  meanness,"  I  hail  at 
least  the  courage   before   them   to  make 
a  full  disclosure  of  tlie  whole  of  my  con- 
duct.   Charges  are  easily  made  in  this 
House  of  want  of  courage,  of  *'  meanness 


and  baseness^^-^wbether  official  or  other* 
wise  $  and  if  it  be  considered  b^  the  House 
to  be  consistent  with  its  dignity  to  have 
such  charges  bandied  about,  they  are  to 
me  matters  of  comparative  indLSeience. 
My  conduct,  as  I  have  already  observed, 
has  been  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
nine  Gentlemen  whom  I  have  meDtioned. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  with  an  alleged  per- 
fect knowledge  of  Uie  £scts — obtained  I 
know  not  how — insists  oo  clyarging  me 
with  disgraceful  conduct — with 
and  meanness ;  but  I  have 
a  Gentleman  and  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
by  the  nine  Grentlemen  I  have  named  i  abd 
I  care  not  one  rush  what  the  opinioa  of 
that  hon.  Member  may  be  on  the  8nb|ect. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the  Re- 
port of  that  Committee  is  unsatiafiictory> 
and  evasive.    It  is  not  my  duty  to  defend 
that  Report;  but  this  I  will  say,  tH^t 
there  were  on  that  Committee  some  of 
the  most  experienced,  and  most  hoDoor- 
able  men  in  this  House;  and  I  am  quite 
persuaded  that  it  was  not  thmr  intentioa 
to  keep  back  or  suppress  any  portion  of 
the  subject  matter  submitted  to  them  lor 
inquiry.     They  are  all  Gentlemen  utteriy 
incapable  of  wilfully  deluding  the  House. 
I  believe  they  investigated  the  matter  with 
care;  and  I. am  satisfied  that  they  have 
detailed  to  the  House  the  exact  impressioa 
which  the  result  of  their  inquiry  made 
upon  them.    In  the  first  place,  the  hon* 
Gentleman  charged    them    with  disobe* 
dience  to  the  orders  of  the  House  ;  and  he 
evinced  as  a  proof  of  that  disobedience, 
the  circumstance  that  they  did  not  appear, 
from  the  particular  expression  useo,  to 
have  traced  the  warrant  finom  ita  issue  to 
its  withdrawal;  because  in  their  Report 
they  have  not  gone  into  that  minute  detail, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  contended  that  they 
had  disobeyed  the  orders  of  the  House.    I 
remember  the  entire  of  the  evidence  that  I 
gave  before  the  Committee,  and  I  am  satia* 
led  that  everything  relating  to  my  office, 
as  far  as  the  issue  of  the  warrant  is  con- 
cerned, and  the  events  that  have   takco 
place  in  consequence  of  tliat  issue,  have 
been  all  carefully  investigated  by  them* 
But  the  House  should  recoUect  that  every 
statement  which  I  made  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  contrasted  with  the  evidence 
given  by  Officers  from  other  Departments ; 
and  if  any  inaccuracy  exists  in  the  fermcr,  it 
must  necessarily  have  been  at  variance  with 
the  statements  of  the  other  witoeaaee.  The 
Committee  had,  besidea,  the  advantage  at 
I  the  time  of  croos-examinatioo,  uid  of  other 
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testimoiiT  from  a  great  variety  of  quarters. 
I  was  fully  ezamined  with  respect  to  every 
circamstance  coooected  with  the  issue  of 
the  warrants;  and  I  stated  fully  all  I 
knew  of  the  matter.  I  know  not  what 
evidence  was  given  by  other  witnesses  be- 
fore the  Committee ;  but  this  I  can  state-- 
that  the  Postmaster  General,  and  all  the 
officers  of  the  Post  Office  were  carefully 
examined.  So  much  for  the  allegation 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  orders  of 
the  House  had  not  been  attended  to  by 
the  Committee.  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  I  have  been  guilty  of  an  ex- 
cess of  authority,  in  using  the  power 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  State  too  fre- 
quently and  vexatiousiy.  I  conceive  that 
tnis  portion  of  the  charge  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  amon«^st  the  most  im- 
portant matters  submitted  for  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee ;  and  I  am  bound 
to  suppose  that  the  House  which  consti- 
tuted that  tribunal,  reposes  confidence  in 
the  decision  to  which  it  arrived.  I  cannot 
submit,  therefore,  to  any  authority  other 
than  the  recorded  judgment,  on  this  point, 
of  the  tribunal  appointed  by  the  House ; 
and  will  the  House  permit  me  to  read  to 
ihem  very  shortly  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee  on  this  very  point  of  the  excess 
of  authority — the  undue  exercise  of  au- 
thority vested  in  me  by  law,  and  the  com- 
Carative  frequency  of  its  exercise  ?  The 
on.  Gentleman  will  find  at  page  16  of 
the  Commons'  Report,  that  the  Committee 
came  to  the  following  conclusion  :— 

**  The  general  conclusion  which  the  Com- 
mittee draw  from  the  Returns  before  abstracted 
is,  that  in  equal  interTals  of  time,  these  war- 
rants have  been  issued  id  nearly  equal  number, 
by  the  several  Administrations  which  have 
been  in  power  from  the  commencement  of 
1799  until  now.  For  although  in  certain  years, 
in  consequence  of  internal  commotion,  it  hap- 
pened that  the  number  of  warrants,  issued  by 
certain  Secretaries  of  State,  was  unusually 
^reat,  yet  in  other  years,  if  they  continued  suf- 
ficiently long  in  office,  the  number  of  warrants 
they  issued  for  similar  purposes  proved  to  be 
onosoally  small ;  so  that  the  annual  average  of 
all  the  warrants  they  issued,  during  the  whole 
period  of  their  continuance  in  office,  did  not 
rise  materially  above  the  general  annual 
mean." 

Then  again,  at  page  19,  with  respect  to 
warrants  which  I  would  not  term  of  a  cri- 
minal but  of  apolitical  character,  the  Com- 
mittee say  :— 

''The  warrants  of  this  class  have  amounted 
on  the  average  to  little  more  than  two  a  year, 
which  would  extend  to  little  more  than  four 


persons.  The  greatest  number  of  warrants  of 
this  description  issued  in  any  year  within  the 
present  century  is  about  sixteen,  extending  in 
these  cases  to  between  forty  and  fifty  per* 


sons. 


Now,  Sir,  I  have  referred  hitherto  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  but  the  House  must  remember 
that  a  Committee  on  this  subject  was  also 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Lords.  I  think 
that  here,  where  the  honour  of  Members  is 
so  highly  esteemed  by  the  House  itself,  the 
declaration  of  a  Member  in  his  place  has 
ever  been  held  equivalent  to  his  oath.  It 
would  be  almost  inconsistent  with  our  pri- 
vileges to  consider  the  sanction  of  an  oath 
which  is  administered  by  the  Commit- 
tees of 'the  other  House  of  Parliament  more 
binding  than  such  declaration ;  but,  cer. 
tainly,  the  fact  is,  that  witnesses  examined 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  are  ex- 
amined on  oath.  Before  the  Committee  in 
the  other  House  I  underwent  an  examina- 
tion on  oath  as  searching  as  that  before  the 
Commons.  All  the  facilities  of  contradic- 
tion to  which  I  have  already  adverted  by  the 
calling  of  other  witnesses,  applied  equally  to 
the  investigation  before  the  Lords.  I  have 
read  you  the  names  of  the  persons  com- 
posing the  Committee  in  the  Commons. 
In  the  Lords,  also,  as  here,  by  the  advised 
act  of  the  Government,  a  majority  of  their 
political  opponents  was  put  upon  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry.  In  £he  Committee  of 
the  Commons,  there  was,  it  is  said,  no 
eminent  lawyer,  no  person  conversant  with 
the  examination  of  witnesses,  no  person 
apt  at  the  exhibition  of  that  torture  of 
cross-examination  by  which  the  truth,  in 
the  tribunals  of  this  country,  is  elicited 
with  greater  certainty  than  in  any  other 
tribunals  in  the  world.  In  the  other 
House  was  that  the  fact  ?  Was  there  no 
experienced  and  eminent  lawyer  on  the 
Committee.^  It  so  happens  that  upon 
that  Committee  sat  two  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished lawyers  now  living  in  this 
country,  both  of  whom  have  held  the  Great 
Seal,  and  have  been  at  the  head  of  the  pro- 
fession of  the  taw.  There  was  Lord  Cotten- 
ham,  late  Lord  Chancellor;  there  was 
Lord  Brougham,  who  also  held  the  Great 
Seal ;  Lord  Auckland,  Lord  Colchester, 
the  Bishop  of  London,  and  Lord  Somers, 
with  Lord  Col  borne  in  the  chair.  That 
was  the  composition  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Lords ;  and  they  went  into  the  case 
fully,  and  examined  all  the  witnesses  on 
oaih  :  and  now,  on  the  question  whether 
there  has  been  excess  of  the  exercise  of  the 
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power  entrusted  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  any  Department,  hear  the  juagment  of 
the  Lords'  Committee.    They  say  :-* 

'<  We  are  bound,  in  conclusion,  to  state, 
that  having  looked  back  into  the  practice 
under  several  Secretaries  of  State  during  suc- 
cessive Administrations,  for  more  than  twenty 
years,  we  have  found  that  the  practice  has 
been  nearly  uniform,  and  that  the  power  has 
been  very  sparingly  exercised,  and  never  from 
party  or  personal  motives.** 

Sir,  that  gives  a  negative  to  the  charge  of 
baseness  and  meanness.  The  Committee 
proceed  :— 

^  In  every  case  we  have  investigated,  the 
exercise  of  it  seems  to  have  been  directed  by 
an  earnest  and  faithful  desire  to  adopt  the 
course  which  appeared  to  be  necessary  to  pro- 
mote the  ends  of  public  justice,  or  to  prevent 
disturbance  of  public  tranquillity,  or  other- 
wise to  promote  the  best  interests  of  the 
country." 

That  was  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  as  to  this  part  of  the 
subject.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  proper  to  advert  to  a  paragraph  in 
a  newspaper,  to  the  effect  that  "  the  Secret 
Office/'  as  he  terms  it,  at  the  Post  Office, 
had  been  recently  suppressed  at  the  Home 
Office ;  but  notwithstanding  the  accuracy 
of  the  knowledge  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  upon  these  matters,  he  has  fallen 
into  some  errors  here.  He  appears  to 
think  that  apart  from  the  Foreign  Office, 
there  is  some  secret  office  at  the  Post  Office 
independent  of  that  establishment,  and 
connected  with  the  Home  Office.  At 
page  17  of  the  Report,  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  state,  with 
respect  to  the  Department  in  question,— 

"  This  Establishment  is  connected  with  the 
Department  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  ;  it  is  conducted  by  officers  paid 
and  appointed  by  him,  from  whom  alone  they 
receive  their  orders,  and  to  whom  alone  they 
are  responsible." 

The  passage  relating  to  this  subject  in  the 
Report  of  the  Lords*  Committee  was,  I 
think,  quoted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
in  the  concluding  passage  of  their  Report ; 
under  these  circumstances  I  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  stating  to  the  House,  that  this 
establishment  has  existed  in  connexion 
with  the  Foreign  Department  for  more 
than  a  century.  Its  existence  is  no  new 
intelligence  to  this  House ;  it  was  under 
the  solemn  consideration  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  1742;  in  the 
time  of  Sir  R.  Walpole,  that  Committee 
reported  to  the  House,  fully  detailing  the 


existence  of  the  establishment  TheygtFe 
the  names  of  the  persons  then  employed  in 
the  establishment,  and  they  entered  gene* 
rally  into  the  fullest  and  most  compiehen-  / 
sive  details ;  yet  this  House,  notwithstand- 
ing, took  no  measures  to  express  their  dis- 
approbation of  the  existence  of  such  an 
establishment ;  and  I  repeat,  that  above  a 
century  ago  this  establishment,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Foreign  Office,  did  exist 
in  connexion  with  the  Post  Office.  I  shall 
not  enter  into  the  historical  researches 
contained  in  the  Report  of  yoiur  Com* 
mittee ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
there,  that  the  greatest  constitutional 
authorities,  when  Secretaries  of  State, 
have  taken  part  in  the  transactions  there 
detailed.  Sir,  I  can  also  state  to  the  House 
that  this  establishment  for  several  years 
did  exist,  not  under  the  same  roof  with 
the  Post  Office;  and  I  now  state  that,  not 
by  an  order  of  the  Home  Office,  but  of  the 
Department  with  which  it  is  immediately 
connected,  this  establishment  has  been 
again  withdrawn  from  the  Post  Office, 
and  is  no  longer  in  use.  So  much  for 
that  Department.  The  next  accusation  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  witb  reference 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Mazaini;  and  he 
thought  it  consistent  with  his  public  duty 
to  declare  his  belief  that  the  warrant 
authorising  the  opening  of  Mr.  Maszini's 
letters,  which  had  been  presented  before 
the  Committees  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, was  fabricated  for  the  occasion.  This 
harsh  construction  (a  construction  which  I 
fear  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  disposed  to  put 
on  every  act  of  mine)  was  founded  by  him 
on  certain  terms  used  in  the  Lords'  Report, 
which  he  declared  were  inconsistent  with 
the  date  of  the  warrant,  as  presented  to 
both  Committees.     The  Report  states,-— 

**  It  is  true  that  Mr.  Mazzini's  letters  were 
stopped  and  opened  for  about  four  months, 
under  the  wariant  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department." 

From  the  evidence  before  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  it  appears 
that  the  warrant  was  issued  on  the  1st 
of  March,  and  withdrawn  on  the  3rd  of 
June ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  insists 
on  a  strict  construction  of  the  language 
used  in  the  Lords'  Report,  there  is  an 
apparent  discrepancy.  But  I  can 'solemn* 
ly  assert  that  the  warrant  was  issued 
on  the  1st  of  March,  and  was  withdrawn 
on  the  3rd  of  June;  and  that  the  original 
warrant,  if  I  mistake  not— for  I  have  not 
the  means  of  knowing — was  produced  be- 
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fbre  their  Lordships'  Committee,  as  well 
as  before  the  Committee  of  this  House. 
Now,  Sir,  though  this  power  has  been 
exercised  by  Statute  for  a  loog  period,  and 
has  been  given  to  successive  Secretaries  of 
State  from  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  aod 
has  been  continued  hj  several  statutes, 
altering,  amending,  or  consolidating  the 
Laws  lelating  to  the  Post  Office,  un- 
til the  present  time;  yet  I  would  re- 
call the  attention  of  the  House  to  that 
portion  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
where  they  state  the  fact  of  the  new 
checks  on  the  exercise  of  this  power 
which  have  been  introduced.  Since  the 
year  1822  all  the  original  warrants  have 
been  kept  as  records  of  the  Post  Office — 
all  have  been  so  kept ;  but  it  was  in  1806, 
when  the  late  Lord  Spencer  was  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  that  a 
regulation  was  made  imposing  the  most 
material  check  upon  the  issue  of  these 
warrants.  In  consequence  of  that  regula- 
tion it  is  not  possible  for  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  unknown  to  other 
persons,  to  issue  a  warrant.  By  the  regu- 
lations of  the  Home  Office,  both  the  Un£r- 
Secretaries  of  State  are  cognizant  of  the 
issue  of  these  warrants.  A  confidential 
clerky  to  whom  is  confided  the  drawing  up 
of  these  warrants,  is  also  necessarily  cog- 
nisant of  their  issuing.  Three  persons 
must,  therefore,  be  aware  of  the  whole 
of  the  proceedings,  as  well  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  So  much  for  the  fabri- 
cation of  the  warrant  in  Mr.  Mazzini's 
case,  and  the  assignment  of  a  felse  date 
to  it.  If  mjr  assertion  receive  no  cre- 
dit, at  least  it  is  manifestly  impossible 
that  I  could  have  done  so  base  an  act 
without  both  the  Under-Secretaries  of 
State  being  cognizant  of  it,  as  well  as  the 
clerk,  who  is  a  gentleman  in  every  sense  of 
the  word,  and  as  incapable  of  a  base  or 
false  transaction  as  any  hon.  Gentleman  I 
now  address.  I  now  pass  on  to  the  accu- 
sation which  the  hon.  Gentleman,  also,  no 
doubt,  in  discharge  of  what  he  felt  to  be 
his  public  duty,  has  thought  fit  to  bring 
against  my  noble  Colleague.  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  thought  fit  to  cast  an  im- 
putation on  the  honour  and  truth  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen.  That 
accusation,  I  must  say,  was  made  in  round 
terms,  and  certainly  in  the  most  harsh  and 
offensive  manner;  but  when  we  heard 
the  grounds  of  the  assertion,  the  imputa- 
tion appeared  to  me  altogether  baseless. 
The  assertion  to  which  I  allude  was  this— 
that  the  declaration  made  by  Lord  Aber* 
VOL.LXXVII.    {281} 


deen,  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
was  at  variance  with  the  Report  of  the 
Committees  of  the  two  Houses  with  re« 
gard  to  a  most  important  fact;  namely, 
whether  Mr.  Mazzini*s  correspondence, 
which  had  been  intercepted,  was  commu- 
nicated to  a  Foreign  Government  ?  Lord 
Aberdeen,  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  gave 
the  most  solemn  denial  to  the  assertion 
that  such  communication  had  been  made^ 
Hear  what  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  say  on  this  point  in  their  Re- 
port : — 

''  Sach  information  deduced  from  those 
letters  as  appeared  to  the  British  Government 
calculated  to  frustrate  this  attempt,  was  com- 
municated to  a  Foreign  Power ;  but  the  infor* 
mation  so  communicated  was  not  of  a  nature 
to  compromise,  and  did  not  compromise,  the 
safety  of  any  individual  within  the  reach  of 
that  Foreign  Power ;  nor  was  it  made  known 
to  that  Power  by  what  means  or  from  what 
source  that  information  had  been  obtained." 

Then,  what  was  the  statement  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
same  subject  ?— - 

^  Certain  parts  of  the  information  thus  ob- 
tained were  communicated  to  a  Foreign  Go- 
vernment, in  so  far  as  such  a  communication 
appeared  to  be  warranted,  but  without  the 
names  or  details  that  might  expose  any  indi- 
vidual then  residing  in  the  foreign  country  to 
which  the  information  was  transmitted  to 
danger.'' 

That  was  the  opinion  of  Lord  Cotten- 
ham  upon  the  whole  transaction  fully 
developed.  [Mr.  T,  Duncombe  here  made 
an  observation  across  the  Table  which 
was  inaudible  in  the  gallery.^]  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  says, 
he  does  not  know  that  But  does  he 
deny  the  accuracy  of  this  Report  ?  He 
himself  quoted  the  Lords'  Report,  and  I 
claim  a  right  to  be  allowed  also  to  quote  it, 
when  the  honour  of  a  noble  individual — a 
Peer  of  Parliament — is  assailed,  after  his 
truth  and  honour  have  been  vindicated  by 
the  decision  of  a  Committee  of  his  Peers,  a 
majority  of  whom  were  his  political  oppo- 
nents. But  I  will  pass  from  this  subject. 
I  cannot  think  the  House  will  be  of  opi- 
nion there  is  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  would  deliberately,  in  his 
place  in  Parliament,  have  made  a  declara- 
tion inconsistent  with  truth,  when  that 
statement  was  to  be  tested  by  an  examina« 
tion  before  Committees  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  I  may  perhaps 
be  permitted  to  express  an  opinion  which 
2A 
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I  stroDgly  entertaio  with  refereDce  to  this 
odious,  inyidious,  and  obnoxious  power 
Tested  in  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  may 
be  permitted  to  say  that,  for  domestic  pur- 
poses, it  is  generally  inoperative,  and  that 
the  exercise  of  it  is  open  to  many  grave 
objections.  It  is  only  to  be  defended  upon 
the  ground  of  the  necessity  for  its  exercise* 
But,  with  reference  to  our  foreign  relations, 
this  power  must  be  defended  on  different 
grounds.  The  House  must  remember — 
and  I  make  the  statement  advisedly — that 
this  is  the  only  country  in  Europe  in 
which,  whatever  danger  may  be  appre- 
hended to  the  public  interests  from  the 
presence  of  a  foreigner,  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment has  no  power  vested  in  it  by  law 
of  averting  such  danger  by  removing  the 
individual  who  thus  abuses  our  hospitality. 
The  facts  of  the  case  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  has  referred  are 
stated  pretty  fully  at  page  14  of  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commons'  Committee*  It  cer- 
tainly was  believed  hj  the  Government  of 
this  country — it  is  still  believed  by  me-— 
that,  at  that  particular  juncture,  a  conspi- 
racy had  been  formed  with  the  design  of 
making  a  descent  upon  the  coast  of  Italy, 
for  the  purpose  of  exciting  internal  dis- 
turbance in  that  country ;  that  the  danger 
was  not  imaginary,  but  real ;  that  the 
conspiracy  was  formidable ;  and  that  if  the 
design  had  been  carried  into  successful 
execution,  the  peace  of  Italy  would  have 
been  disturbed, *-and,  as  i  believe,  the 
peace  of  Europe  could  not  under  those  cir- 
cumstances have  been  preserved,  —  and 
if  war  had  ensued,  England  could  not 
have  remained  a  spectator  of  the  conflict. 
It  certainly  did  appear  to  me,  with  re- 
ference to  that  particular  transaction,  that 
great  public  interests  were  at  stake.  But  it 
is  asserted,  that  a  descent  on  the  coast  of 
Calabria  being  contemplated,  an  unfair 
use  was  made  by  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  of  the  information 
they  obtained,  and  that  a  trap  was  laid 
for  the  conspirators,  who  it  is  alleged, 
were  in  communication  with  Mr.  Mazzini 
with  this  country.  Now,  I  entirely  deny 
the  statement  upon  which  this  assump- 
tion is  made.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  when  he  made  this  statement, 
asserted  —  even  with  greater  harshness  than 
characterised  other  portions  of  his  speech 
— that  the  blood  which  was  unhappily 
shed  on  the  melancholy  occasion  to  which 
I  refer  must  be  held  to  remain  on  the 
heads  of  the  Government  of  this  country. 

I  denyi  ia  the  n^st  solemn  manner^  that 


any  trap  was  laid  for  the  individuals  in 
question.  In  the  first  placet  a  descent 
on  the  coast  of  Calabria  was  not  expected. 
The  conspirators  in  question  concocted 
their  plans  at  Corfu,  and  sailed  from  thence. 
It  is  not  true  that  the  point  of  their  desti<» 
nation  was  believed  to  be  the  coast  of  Ca- 
labria. No  information  whatever  had  been 
given  by  the  British  Government  to  the 
Neapolitan  Government  on  the  subject. 
So  far  from  the  Neapolitan  Government 
having  prepared  troops  for  the  reception  of 
the  persons  who,  it  is  alle^,  were  led 
into  a  trap,  they  landed  without  meeting 
any  troops.  They  were  opposed,  not  by 
troops,  but  bv  the  guardo  urbanot  a  force 
similar  to  the  fosse  comiUUu*  in  this 
country,  a  body  imperfectly  armed;  and 
it  was  not  till  after  the  lapse  of  a  consi^ 
derable  time,  when  troops  had  been  des- 
patched by  steam  boat,  that  the  insurgents, 
who  had  suddenly  landed  on  the  coast, 
came  in  contact  with  the  forces  of  the  Ne- 
apolitan Government.  It  must  also  be 
observed  that-— if  I  am  not  misinformed— 
only  one  of  the  persons  who  had  so  landed 
was  a  Neapolitan;  all  the  other  parties 
came  from  the  northern  parts  of  Italy,  and 
had  no  connexion  whatever  with  Naples. 
I  certainly  can  state  with  confidenoe  that 
all  the  information  received  through  the 
Post  Office  was  transmitted  unread  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foim^  Affiurs; 
and  I  repeat  the  solemn  assertion  of  that 
noble  I^rd,  that  he  never  transmitted 
to  any  Foreign  Minister  any  original 
document,  or  any  copy  of  a  document, 
but  that  he  only  communicated  the  sub* 
stance  of  the  information  he  obtained, 
suppressing  names.  We  have  frankly 
avowed  what  was  done ;  we  did  it  with  peri« 
haps  a  mistaken, but  certainly  honest, desire 
to  avert  public  danger.  We  aid  believe  that 
the  peace  of  Europe  was  compromised  by 
the  intended  insurrection  in  Italy;  we 
thought  it  our  duty  to  endeavour  to  defeat 
that  movement,  with  the  view  of  preserv- 
ing the  peace,  not  of  Europe  only,  but  of 
this  country,  as  connected  with  Europe. 
My  noble  Friend  (Lord  Aberdeen)  endea- 
voured to  effect  this  object  by  communica- 
ting such  information  to  a  Foreign  Power 
as  lie  thought  would  have  the  effect  of 
checking  the  movement.  I  am  satisfied, 
from  the  assertions  of  my  noble  Friend, 
that  he  imparted  to  that  Power  nothing 
which  could  compromise  the  individuals 
who,  unhappily,  have  since  paid  the  for- 
feit of  their  Jives  for  their  unsuooessful 
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I  am  oMTinced  that  he  imparted  no  iofor* 
mation  which  could  have  endaDgered  the 
liTCfl  of  thoee  iodi? iduals,  or  lulled  them 
into  a  false  eecurity.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  has  mentioned  the  name  of  a 
Pokf  Mr.  Grodicki,  whose  case  is  referred 
to  in  the  Commons'  Report,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  intimate  that  the 
Gofernment  of  this  country  had  given  in« 
formation  to  Foreign  Powers,  with  reference 
to  the  movements  of  Poles  generallv*  and 
that  such  information  had  compromised  the 
safety  of  many  innocent  persons,  even  wo- 
men, residing  in  Poland.  The  case  of 
Mr.  Grodicki,  as  I  have  stated,  is  men- 
tioned in  the  Report,  where  the  circum- 
stances of  the  transaction  are  most  accu- 
rately described.  A  warrant  was  issued 
against  him  on  the  3rd  of  June,  1844, 
which  was  cancelled  on  the  13th  of  the 
same  month.  I  am  bound  to  state,  on  my 
responsibility,  that  I  issued  that  warrant 
under  circumstances  which,  were  they 
again  to  occur,  would  lead  me  to  adopt  a 
similar  course.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  has  alluded  to  a  casual  expres- 
sion in  the  Report,  which  induced  him  to 
suppose  that  warrants  have  been  issued  to 
stop  letters  in  particular  handwritings. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  (and  in 
support  of  the  assertion  I  will  appeal  to 
the  Members  of  the  Committee,  who  re- 
ceived ample  evidence  on  the  subject— who 
have  seen  the  form  of  the  warrant — and 
who  have,  I  believe,  had  an  opportunity  of 
inspecting  every  warrant  issuea  within  the 
last  twenty  years)  that  no  warrant  of  that 
general  description  has  been  issued.  I  have 
myself  never  issued  any  warrant  of  this  na- 
ture in  which  the  name  of  the  party  to  whose 
letters  it  referred  was  not  set  forth.  I  can 
assert  that  on  no  one  occasion  have  I  is- 
sued anything  approaching  toa  general  war- 
rant, or  in  which  the  name  of  the  party 
was  not  distinctly  and  pointedlv  stated. 
Now,  I  think  I  may  with  propriety  drop 
for  the  present  the  discussion  of  this 
most  painful  subject.  With  regard  to  one 
brancn  connected  with  the  exercise  of  this 
particular  function — namely,  that  in  con- 
nexion with  the  Foreign  department,  I 
have  already  stated  that  it  was  withdrawn 
from  the  Post  Office  some  time  since.  As 
to  the  statuteable  power  vested  in  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  r  do  not  believe  that  any 
further  inquiry  that  can  be  instituted  can 
elicit  more  ample  information  than  was 
obtained  during  the  investigation  recently 
conducted  under  the  solemn  sanction  of 
lis  House.    The  real  practical  question 


is  ihi8,f<i»Will  you  revoke  the  power  which 
has  been  given  by  statute  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  ever  since  the  reign  of  Queen 
Anne?  You  cannot  require  further  in- 
formation on  the  subject ;  everything  in« 
quiry  can  give  is  now  befbre  you.  If  you 
should  be  of  opinion  that,  upon  the  whole, 
this  invidious  power  is  not  necessary  for 
the  public  safety,  then  the  proper  course 
will  be  either  to  revoke  the  power,  by .  re<4 
pealing  the  statute, — or,  if  you  should  con- 
sider that  further  safeguards  are  necessary 
with  regard  to  its  exercise,  without  re- 
jiealing  the  statute,  it  is  your  duty  to  im- 
pose the  necessary  checks,  fiut,  if  you 
think,  on  the  whole,  it  is  for  the  publio 
advantage  that  this  power  should  be  re* 
tained,  then  I  say  it  is  impossible  lor  any 
Member  of  this  House,  holding  the  office 
I  have  now  the  honour  to  fill,  to  exercise, 
faithfully,  fearlessly,  honestly  and  advan* 
tageously  to  the  public,  the  power  in- 
trusted to  him  by  his  Sovereign  through 
the  confidence  of  this  House  (for  if  the  con« 
fidence  of  this  House  be  withdrawn,  no 
Sovereign  can  retain  a  Secretary  of  Stat^ 
for  a  single  day),  if  he  is  to  be  called  upon, 
in  his  place  in  Parliament,  publicly  to 
declare  the  reasons  and  circumstances 
which  have  led  him  to  exercise  one  of  the 
roost  invidious  discretionary  powers  that 
can  be  intrusted  to  any  individuaL 

Mr.  Shell:  My  observations  shall  be 
very  short,  and  I  hope  very  temperate. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  unequivocally 
admitted  that  the  letters  addressed  to  Mr. 
Maxsini  were  opened,  and  that  the  8ub« 
stance  of  the  information  derived  from 
those  letters  was  communicated  to  a  Fo- 
reign Power.  "  The  substance  of  the  in. 
formation,"  the  Report  says;  and  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Banmet  is 
more  than  confirmatory  of  that  Report. 
The  rif;ht  hon*  Gentleman  justifies  that 
proceeding.  This  is  not  the  time  to  con* 
sider  whether  that  proceeding  was  just  or 
not ;  for  this  question  is  not  raised  by  the 
present  Motion.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe)  will  have  the  opportunity  of 
raising  this  question  by  bringing  the  sub" 
ject  before  the  House  and  the  country  on 
another  and  a  more  appropriate  occasion. 
But  there  stands  the  broad  fact — that  let* 
ters  of  Mr.  Maazini  were  opened  ^  that 
they  were  regularly  conveyed  to  him  after 
being  opened,  is,  I  believe,  not  denied;  nor 
is  it  questioned  that  Mr.  Maazini  was  him- 
self unaware  that  his  correspondence  had  been 
disclosed.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  says, 
that  no  trap  had  heea  laid ;  but  it  might 
2  A? 
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hare  been  as  wall  to  bave  infimned  Mr. 
Masami  tbat  bis  letters  bad  been  opened. 
Tbe  decoy,  if  I  may  uae  sacb  a  term,  not 
adopted  hj  tbe  xigbt  bon.  Banmet»  but  by 
tbe  Pott  Office,  was  continued ;  and  tbe 
substance  of  tbe  information  obtained  from 
Mr.  Masxini's  letters  was  communicated  to 
a  Foreign  Power.  Tbe  Omunittee  sute, 
tbat  *'  tbe  facts  of  tbe  case  so  far  as  your 
Committee  feel  tbemselves  at  liberty  to 
disclose  tbem,  appear  to  be  as  follows.** 
It  appears,  tben,  tbat  tbere  were  facts  tbat 
the  Committee  did  not  tbink  tbemselves  at 
liberty  to  disclose:  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
tbat  tbe  Committee  of  Secrecy  appointed 
under  sucb  peculiar  circumstanoes  were  not 
justified  in  using  sucb  a  discretion  ;  but  it 
is  dear  tbat  all  tbe  facts  tbey  ascertained 
are  not  disclosed,— tbat  tboogb  there  has 
been  a  suggesiio  falsi,  a  suppressio  veri  is 
admitted.  It  is  remarkable  that  this  pas- 
sage occurs  in  tbe  Report  of  tbe  Commons' 
Committee— 

**  Tbe  Committee  think  it  may  be  desirable 
for  them  to  make  known  that  tbe  above  three 
warrants  are  tbe  only  warrants  to  open  the 
letters  of  foreignen  which  the  present  Uovenw 
menthasissoed." 

Tbat  question  was  not  referred  to  them ; 
but  tbe  Committee  gratuitously  state  tbat 
these  three  were  tbe  only  instances  in 
which  the  present  Goyemment  eserdsed 
this  power  with  regard  to  foreigners. 
With  respect  to  Uie  ktters  of  foreigners 
opened  by  other  Goremments,  I  have  no- 
thing to  say.  I  pass  to  what  I  tbink  is 
still  more  material.  The  Committee  men- 
tion the  names  of  persons  who  are  not  now 
living,  in  reference  to  whose  letters  war- 
rants were  issued ;  and  they  then  proceed 
to  state  that  they  will  not  mention  tbe 
names  of  any  living  individuals,  with  cer- 
tain exceptions.    The  Report  proceeds,— 

*'  Your  Committee  would  have  abstained 
Irom  giving  particular  information  concerning 
any  warrant,  and  from  naming  a  single  indi- 
vidual whose  letters  have  been  directed  to  be 
opened :  but  for  the  notice  which  has  been 
taken  of  the  mode  of  executing  certain  war- 
rants, and  the  mention  which  has  been  made 
of  the  names  of  the  parties  included  in  certain 
others,  these  being  the  circumstances  which 
have  mainly  led  to  the  inquiry  which  your 
Committee  has  been  appointed  to  conduct.*' 

Tbey  then  proceeded  to  mention  the 
names  of  two  Poles*  and  of  Mr.  Max- 
xini.  Now,  I  want  to  know  why  there  is 
nothing  said  about  the  letters  addressed  to 
the  bon.  Member  for  Finsburr,  if  the 
hire  adhered  practically  to  the 


role  wbidiAeytbenisdves  laid  down?  The 
names  of  the  two  Poles  were  mentiooed, 
tbe  naaw  of  Mr.  Mazsini  was  mentioned ; 
were  those  tbe  only  names  sperififd  in  tbe 
Hooae  of  Commons?  The  Member  for 
Finsbory,  the  Representative  of  a  great 
section  of  this  metropolis,  got  up  and 
stated  in  the  House  of  Coounons  that  bis 
privil^^  as  a  Member  of  Parliament 
bad  bwn  vidated,  and  that  bis  letters 
bad  been  opened.  There  was  a  state- 
ment as  di^inct  and  as  ^ecific  as  tbat 
which  was  made  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Maaaini.  His  name  was  mentioned.  Why 
have  the  Committee  said  nothing  about 
that  name  ?  The  statement  was  repeated 
before  tbe  Committee,  from  wbidi  Mr. 
Dunoombe  was  excluded,  who  broogfat  the 
charge.  Mr.  Dunoombe  ofiered  to  appear 
before  the  Committee  to  conduct  bis  case, 
and  to  prove  bis  accusation.  The  Com- 
mittee refused  to  allow  him  to  conduct  bis 
case,  and  1  believe  to  bear  him.  Under 
these  circumstanoes,  it  is  a  matter  I  think 
of  legitimate  curiosity,  to  know  what  is 
the  justification  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  omitting  all  mention  of  Mr. 
Dunoombe.  How  stands  tbe  fiKt?  When 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Deputment,  was  first 
interrogated  upon  the  sijdgect,  be  refused  to 
give  any  answer.  He  sheltered  himself 
behind  his  official  privileges.  When  tbe 
public  clamour  was  raised,  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
who  observed— who  felt  tbe  beating  of  the 
public  pulse,  wisely  came  down  to  the 
House  and  said,  that  a  Committee  should 
be  conceded,  which  was  at  first  withheld. 
A  Committee  was  granted — a  great  fact— 
the  fact  of  all  others  the  most  important 
—the  opening  of  tbe  letters  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  has  not  been  reported  on  by 
that  Committee.  The  charge  was  made. 
Now,  I  ask  tbe  question,— ^ell  me,  you 
who  answer  with  regard  to  Mr.  Maxxini^ 
tell  me,  you  who  answer  with  respect  to 
the  Poles— tell  me,  whether  you  opened 
the  letters  of  Mr.  Dunoombe? 

Viscount  Saadba  said,  tbat  having  been 
speaking  to  an  bon.  Gentleman  behind  him 
when  uie  right  bon.  Gentleman  (^>posite 
closed  his  aodress,  he  bad  not  heard  the 
question.  Perhaps  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man would  repeat  it. 

Mr.  Sheil :  It  was  not  of  the  noUe  Lord 
I  asked  the  question,  but  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.    I  repeat  Use  interrogatoty. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  that  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  appealed  to  did  not  apparently 
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deem  it  consistent  with  his  public  duty  to 
answer  the  question,  it  became  his  duty» 
having  had  the  misfortune,  he  might  call 
it,  of  presiding  over  the  Committee  in 
question,  to  make  some  observations.  He 
might  remark  that  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  who  were  there,  as  it  seemed, 
on  their  defence,  were  put  in  a  position  of 
peculiar  embarrassment,  being  exposed  to 
every  kind  of  attack ;  and^  from  the  na- 
ture of  the  case,  being  deprived  of  almost 
every  means  of  defence.  The  House  had 
thought  proper  to  make  the  Committee  a 
secret  one.  In  doing  so,  it  intimated  that 
there  was  something  in  the  nature  of  the 
subject  which  might  make  it  advisable  that 
some  portions  of  the  matter  brought  before 
it  should  not  be  made  known.  From  the 
couriie  adopted  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
were  placed  in  the  embarrasnng  alterna- 
tive of  possibly  leaving  an  unfavourable 
impression  on  the  mind  of  the  country  and 
of  the  House,  or  of  being  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  that  duty  which  had  been  entrusted  to 
them.  Under  such  circumstances,  they 
could  only  rely  upon  their  characters,  and 
do  their  duty.  If  the  House  thought  it  had 
done  right  in  referring  the  question  to  a  Se- 
cret Committee,  so  long  as  the  decision  of  the 
House  on  that  point  was  unrecalled,  so  long 
would  the  Members  of  the  Committee  feel 
it  their  duty  not  to  say  more  on  the  sub- 
ject than  the  pages  a£  their  Report  con- 
tained. They  would  not  gratify  the  pru- 
rient curiosity  of  individuals  by  giving 
more  of  each  case  than  they  had  felt  it 
their  duty  to  report ;  they  had  drawn  up  a 
faithful  and  unbiassed  statement  of  the 
general  nature  of  the  transactions,  and  sup- 
plied ample  materials  for  the  House  to 
form  an  opinion  on  the  subject  of  the  ex- 
traordinary power  in  question.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  whether  his  letters  had 
been  opened  among  others.  If  the  Com- 
mittee answered  the  question,  every  Gen- 
tleman in  the  House  might  get  up,  one 
after  the  other,  and  put  the  Committee 
through  the  same  examination.  As  to  the 
amount  of  information  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee* he  believed  he  spoke  the  opinion  of 
all  its  Members  in  saying  that  it  was  most 
complete,  fuU,  and  unreserved.  The  au- 
thorities, high  and  low,  had  given  every  in- 
formation on  the  various  parts  of  the  subject, 
and  supplied  the  means  of  checking  their 
assertions  by  reference  to  documents.  No- 
thing further  in  the  way  of  information 
could  be  supplied.  This  country  had  ever 
exhibited  peculiar  sympathy  with  the  op- 
praBeJUiJuA  always  avoided  $  rtfuge  to 


political  refugees  of  every  description — and 
the  circumstances  connected  with  the  sub* 
ject  of  Mr.  Mazzini,  and  with  the  insurrec- 
tion which  had  taken  place,  naturally  ex- 
cited this  public  sympathy  in  a  peculiar 
degree.  He  could  fairly  say,  with  refer- 
ence to  that  point,  that  the  Committee  had 
the  best  means  of  knowing  that  the  in- 
formation given  to  a  Foreign  Power  had 
not  led  to  the  disastrous  consequences  as- 
cribed to  it;  that  every  care  had  been 
taken  that  no  man  should  be  compromised. 
As  to  the  alleged  contradiction  between 
Lord  Aberdeen's  statement  and  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  he  could  perceive  no 
such  contradiction.  There  was  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  conspiracies  afloat 
at  the  time  menaced  great  danger,  not  only 
to  Italy,  but  to  all  Europe;  and  precau- 
tions were  accordingly  taken,  which,  while 
they  were  designed  to  frustrate  those  con- 
spiracies, involved  the  lives  of  none  of  the 
parties ;  no  names  being  given,  and  no  facts 
which  could  identify  individuals  within  the 
power  of  the  Foreign  State  communicated 
with.  Lord  Aberdeen  had  asserted  that 
no  part  of  the  letters  of  Mr.  Mazjnni  had 
been  communicated ;  and  this  was  most 
accurately  the  fact.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  drawn  a  moving  picture  of  the  danger 
to  which,  he  said,  a  number  of  Poles  had 
been  subjected  by  similar  information  given 
to  another  Foreign  Power ;  but  he  might, 
without  breach  of  confidence,  reassure  those 
individuals,  by  informing  them  that  no 
communication  whatever,  either  as  to  the 
names  of  their  correspondents,  or  the  con- 
tents of  their  letters,  had  been  communicated 
to  any  Foreign  Power.  Thehon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  hsid  exercised  a  great  deal  of  that 
talent  for  ridicule  which  he  possessed,  in 
describing  the  Report  of  the  Committee  ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  had,  perhaps  not 
without  some  reason,  applied  it  particularly 
to  the  last  page  of  the  Report.  No  doubt 
that  page  was  composed  of  a  statement, 
alternately,  of  the  different  views  that 
might  he  taken  of  the  question,  and  of  the 
di&rent  grounds  for  such  opinions.  The 
Committee  had  done  this  advisedly ;  think- 
ing it  better  rather  to  furnish  the  House 
with  the  best  means  of  forming  an  opinion 
on  a  question  of  general  policy,  than  to 
record  an  opinion  of  their  own.  The 
investigation  had  been  full  and  perfect— 
the  evidence  had  been  such  as  to  obviate 
any  difficulty  in  coming  to  a  conclusion-^ 
and  if  the  House  had,  last  year,  thought 
the  nature  of  the  subject  such  as  to  require 
a  secret  investigation,  in  preference  to  a 
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consider  whether  anything  had  happened 
since  to  induce  them  to  come  to  a  dif- 
ferent opinion.  If  the  House  were  not 
satisfied  with  that  which  had  already 
taken  place  with  reference  to  this  mat* 
ter — ^if  hon.  Members  were  of  opinion 
that  another  course  ought  to  be  taken  now 
*^if  the  House  resoWed  to  gratify  its  cu- 
riosity— the  Members  of  the  Committee, 
of  course,  could  not  prevent  them;  but 
if  all  they  desired  was  the  result  of 
a  full  and  perfect  investigation  into  all 
the  circumstances  connected  with  the  is- 
suing of  those  warrants,  and  of  every 
practice  which  had  been  adopted  with  re- 
ference to  the  exercise  of  so  important  a 
function  as  that  in  question,  they  might 
safely  rely  on  the  Report  which  the  Com- 
mittee had  made.  The  Committee  had 
come  to  an  unanimous  opinion;  and,  he 
should  repeat  it,  they  had  no  difficulty  in 
coming  to  that  conclusion,  whatever  dif- 
ferences or  shades  of  opinion  might  exist  as 
to  the  expediency  of  the  course  which  may 
have  been  pursued  in  particular  cases  by 
successive  Ministers.  On  that  point,  of 
course,  as  on  any  other  point  of  executive 
discretion,  looking  back,  men  would  come 
to  different  conclusions;  As  to  the  honesty 
of  the  intention,  there  had  been  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion.  The  investigation  had 
been  full  and  ample ;  and  the  Committee 
had  seen  nothing  to  lead  them  to  believe 
that  the  exercise  of  this  most  important 
function  had  been  caused  by  any  private 
feeling  ;  that  either  private  or  party 
malice,  or  any  feeling  other  than  that 
of  the  due  and  proper  discharse  of  an 
important  public  duty,  had  any  influence 
in  causing  the  issue  of  those  warrants. 
The  Committee  had,  after  a  full  delibera- 
tion, come  to  an  unanimous  verdict,  which 
they  had  stated  to  the  House ;  and  if  the 
House  wished  to  be  put  in  posnession  of 
all  the  grounds  upon  which  that  decision 
was  grounded,  it  might,  of  course,  take 
steps  towards  effecting  such  an  object.  The 
course  was  open  to  the  House  of  appointing 
a  new  Committee,  and  fl^gdn  to  have  all 
the  witnesses  examined.  The  House  might 
thus  better  satisfy  itself  perhaps;  but  if 
the  examination  of  those  witnesses  were 
made  public,  the  Committee  believed  that, 
so  far  as  any  public  object  was  concerned, 
it  would  not  be  advanced  by  such  a  course. 
The  Committee  had  eiven  their  opinion  as 
to  the  past,  af^r  a  fiul  investigation  of  the 
evidence ;  but  whether  the  power  of  issuing 
those  warrants,  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
ought  to  be  retained  or  not,  was  altogether 
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his  own  opinion — on  which  the  Committee 
had  expressed  none;  but  on  which  he 
hoped  they  had  furnished  the  House  with 
ample  materials  for  coming  to  a  sound  con- 
clusion. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said :  Perhaps  the  House 
will  permit  me  again  to  address  it  for  one 
moment,  as  I  should  be  extremely  un- 
willing to  treat  with  disrespect  the  ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which 
he  put  to  me  in  so  pointed  a  manner. 
I  should  before  have  replied  to  it,  but  I 
thought  it  better  to  wait  till  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool  had  ad- 
dressed the  House,  as  my  noble  Friend 
filled  the  office  of  Chairman  of  the  Secret 
Committee.  The  House  will  recollect  that 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  when 
this  subject  was  first  brought  forward,  I 
said  that  I  did  not  think  it  would  be  con* 
sistent  with  my  duty  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions which  were  put  to  me  with  respect 
to  the  warrants  that  had  been  issued; 
but  that  I  said  I  was  perfectly  Willing 
that  the  House  should  appoint  a  tri- 
bunal to  investigate  the  matter  else- 
where; and  I  added  that  if  Her  Majesty 
would  give  me  Her  gracious  permission,  I 
would  give  to  such  a  tribumu  every  infor- 
mation that  I  possessed  upon  the  subject. 
It  was  the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  ap- 
point a  Secret  Committee.  As  I  said  he- 
fore,  that  Committee  was  so  constituted  that 
the  majority  were  politically  my  opponents ; 
but  I  repeat  that  there  was  not  one  atom 
of  the  power  which  I  exercised,  and  for 
which  I  am  responsible,  that  I  did  not 
fully  and  in  detail  lay  before  that  Com- 
mittee. Now  I  must  adhere  to  the  line 
which,  on  reflection,  1  laid  down  for  my- 
self last  Session,  and  I  cannot  consistently 
with  my  duty  answer  the  question  which 
has  been  put  to  me.  The  hon.  Member's 
name  has  not  been  alluded  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee in  their  Report  In  the  case  of 
Mafrini  and  the  other  Poles,  the  House  will 
see  that  there  was  this  difference,  via.,— 
that  they  were  mentioned  in  the  Report ; 
and  therefore  without  any  departure  from 
my  sense  of  duty  I  thought  myself  per- 
fectly at  liberty  to  discuss  the  question  of 
the  warrant  which  was  issued  against  them. 
If  it  had  been  the  pleasure  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  have  brought  before  Ptailkment 
and  the  country  any  other  warrant,  I  re- 
peat that  with  equal  firmness  I  should  have 
tieen  prepared  to  vindicate  the  issue  of  that 
warrant,  as  I  have  done  in  the  ease  of 
Maatiniand  OrodiekL 

Mr.  Hmme  said,  that  nothing  could,  hi 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  he  thought  that 
they  could  not  Uame  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  refusing  to  answer  the  question 
that  had  been  put  to  him  when  he  had 
stated  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal 
(Mr.  Warborton)  had  admitted  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  given  to  the  Secret 
Committee  the  fullest  information.  Hav- 
ing the  information,  the  Committee  exer- 
d^  their  own  discretion  as  to  what  part 
of  it  they  would  publish ;  and  as  they  had 
deemed  it  to  be  their  duty  not  to  publish 
that  information  entire,  what  was  the 
House  to  do  ?  When  the  Committee  was 
appointed,  he  told  them  that  the  transac- 
tion had  taken  so  strong  a  hold  upon  the 
public  mind,  that  they  might  appoint  a 
Secret  Committee  if  they  pleased,  but  that 
such  a  Committee  would  not  in  the  least 
satisfy  the  public  And  he  repeated  that 
now.  The  '  Secret  Committee,  however, 
having  been  appointed,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  should  not  say  that  the  House 
appointed  it,  and  not  himself;  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  the  first  to  suggest  a 
Secret  Committee.  The  right,  hon.  Baro- 
net must  excuse  him  from  believing  he 
could  have  read  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee without  seeing  that  there  were  no 
grounds  in  it  upon  which  any  individual 
could  form  an  opinion.  It  was  utterly  im- 
possible. The  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee,  indeed,  admitted  that  it  was 
so  drawn  up — black  and  while,  and  white 
and  black— that  no  opinion  could  be  formed 
upon  it.  But,  let  it  be  easy  or  otherwise  to 
form  an  opinion  from  it,  what  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  in  the  matter?  He 
put  that  question  to  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net. He  would  pledge  his  existenpe  that 
there  was  no  man  in  the  House,  no  matter 
to  what  party  he  belonged,  who,  if  he 
had  seen  these  proceedings  on  the  part  of 
Government,  would  have  sanctioned  them ; 
and  the  point  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  stated 
upon  the  first  mention  of  the  case  was,  not 
that  he  doubted  letters  had  been  opened 
connected  with  the  internal  safety  of  the 
country,  but  that  he  never  believed,  until 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  admitted  it, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  of  this  country  was  to  become 
a  police  officer  for  Foreign  Powers.  These 
were  the  words  he  then  used;  and  if  he 
expressed  himself  strongly  on  that  occasion, 
it  was  because  he  regretted  to  find  the  first 
Minister  of  the  first  country  in  the  world 
R)  demeaning  himself,  and  forgetting  his 
dignified  station  and  the  honour  of  the 
teuntry^  as  to  lend  himself  to  that  pro- 


ceeding. Let  him  also  tell  the  right  bon* 
Baronet  that  this  was  not  his  opinion  alone, 
but  it  was  the  general  impression ;  and  in 
the  opportunities  he  had  had  of  hearing 
the  popular  opinion,  even  to  the  extremity 
of  Scotland,  he  found  that  no  question  had 
ever  occupied  the  public  mind  more  tho- 
roughly. Through  all  grades  he  had  not 
found  one  to  defend,  but  all  to  condemn, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  And,  knowing 
the  impression  abroad  in  the  country,  after 
the  powerful  exposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury,  and  after  the 
charge  he  had  made  in  that  House  of  his 
own  correspondence  having  been  violated, 
be  asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  would 
venture  to  deny  it?  This  was  no  party 
qilbstion.  It  was  a  question  in  which  the 
honour  of  the  Members  of  that  House, 
and  the  honour  of  the  country  also,  was 
deeply  concerned.  It  was  the  truth  that 
was  wanted;  and  he  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  even  all  the  support  he 
could  command  was  insufficient  to  stifle 
inquiry,  and  that,  after  what  had  been  re- 
vealed, not  one  fact  in  which  had  been 
contradicted,  it  was  utterly  impossible  the 
matter  could  rest  where  it  was.  He  be- 
sought hon.  Members  to  consider  their 
own  character.  He  would  not  go  to  the 
length  of  saying  that  the  powers  given  to 
Ministers  200  years  ago  had  always  been 
exercised  improperly,  because  there  were 
times  in  which  they  might  have  been  exer- 
cised properly  and  with  advantage  to  the 
country ;  but  at  other  times,  undoubtedly, 
they  might  have  been  exercised  with  dire- 
ful effects  upon  individuals  who  had  entered 
this  country  as  a  refuge,  and  relied  upon 
the  protection  of  that  House.  Why  had 
the  Committee  been  appointed?  Was  it 
fit  that  this  power  should  be  continued,  or 
not  ?  This  was  the  ultimate  question  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  after  they 
should  have  heard  the  evidence.  For  his 
part,  he  confessed  that,  in  the  first  instance, 
he  did  not  believe  the  whole  of  the  facts 
stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Duncombe), 
though  the  hon.  Gentleman  assured  him 
he  had  the  information  from  others,  simply 
because  he  could  not  credit  that  such  things 
could  have  been  done  by  any  Government 
in  this  country.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  it  should  be  made  into  a  personal 
matter.  If  any  harsh  expressions  had  been 
applied  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  was 
sorry  for  them;  and  he  must  express  his 
wish  that  it  should  be  looked  upon  as  a 
power  which  all  preceding  Secretaries  of 
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state  had  exercised,  more  or  less,  as  they 
in  their  discretion  thought  i^roper.  Let 
bygones  be  bygones,  and  let  the  House 
now  endeavour  to  prevent  the  evil  for  the 
future.  He,  therefore,  entreated  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
(jovemment,  to  submit  to  tbe  House  the 
whole  of  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Com- 
mittee. Let  the  discussion  end,  for  the 
present,  witb  a  declaration  from  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  that  the  evidence  should  be 
laid  before  the  House,  and  every  Member 
would  then  be  prepared  to  give  an  honest 
opinion  as  to  the  best  mode  of  ending  this 
most  unpleasant  matter. 

Sir  John  Hanmcr  said,  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  that  there  was  any  accusation  then 
justly  resting  against  the  right  bon.  Bare- 
net  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hoine 
Department.  That  right  bon.  Gentleman, 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  exercising 
a  discretion  witb  wbicb  be  did  not  alto- 
gether agree — bad  thought  proper,  instead 
of  waiting  to  take  tbe  commands  of  his 
Sovereign,  and  acquiring  the  power  to  make 
a  communication,  to  resist  tbe  inquiries  of 
the  House.  He  did  not  agree  witb  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  upon  that  occasion, 
and  he  thought  it  one  on  wbicb  it  befit- 
ted the  House  to  resist  the  refusal  to  afford 
information.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  insist  upon  the  responsibi- 
lity of  Ministers  of  the  Crown ;  and  be 
(Sir  J.  Hanmer),  although  be  had  never 
entertained  harsh,  ungenerous^  or  unjust 
feelings  towards  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
was  not  disposed  to  yield  the  constitutional 
right  of  Parliament  to  any  of  those  vague 
notions  of  confidence  which  were  sometimes 
appealed  to  when  Gentlemen  in  office  were 
at  a  loss  for  better  reasons.  On  this  ground 
be  voted  last  year  that  inquiry  should  be 
made.  It  pleased  the  House  of  Commons 
to  appoint  a  Secret  Committee ;  and  every 
Member  would  agree,  that  men  of  more 
authority,  or  weight,  or  character,  could 
not  have  been  appointed.  The  Com- 
mittee met,  and  tbe  right  bon.  Baro- 
net bad  stated,  in  a  manner  admitting  of 
no  question  or  doubt,  that  before  that 
Committee  be  gave  every  information  it 
was  in  bis  power  to  afford.  In  tbe  exercise 
of  tbeir  discretion  the  Committee  made  a 
certain  Report ;  and  be  confessed  that  wben 
be  came  down  to  tbe  House  he  was  of 
opinion,  perhaps,  in  some  degree,  forget- 
ting what  bad  taken  place  last  year,  that 
tbe  matter  related  principally,  or  even  al- 
together, to  the  Polish  gentlemen,  and  Mr. 
Maiiini;  and  be  did  not  agree,  after  care- 


ftilly  rending  the  Report,  that  it  was  evasive 
or  unsatisfactory  with  regard  to  them.    He 
thought  in  that  respect,  everything  neces- 
sary had  been  stated.    Since  he  came  down 
to  the  House,  however,  other  matters  had 
occurred.     A  Member  of  that  House,  one 
of  the    Representatives   of  the  people — a 
man  enjoy  ing|  no  small  share  of  the  con- 
fidence and  love  of  the  people— a  man  who 
represented  one  of  the  great  metropolitan 
districts,  had   stated  in  his   place  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  his  letters  had 
been,  subjected  to  this  same  secret  investiga- 
tion.    It  was,  perhaps,  a  matter  altogether 
for  the  discretion  of  the  Committee  whether 
they  chose  to  represent  to  Parliament  that 
fact  or  not,  and  it  was  a  subject  upon 
which  be  (Sir  J.  Hanmer)  bad  no  **  pru- 
rient curiosity ;"  but  it  certainly  did  con- 
cern him,  as  a  representative  of  the  people, 
and  every  freeman  in  England  also,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  should  inquire  into 
such  a  charge — that  they  should  ascertain 
whether  or  no  tbe  letters  of  the  boo*  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Duncombe)bad  been  so  secretly 
opened ;  and  if  so^  whether  with  sufficient 
reason.    The  result  of  that  inquiry,  he 
thought,  would  be  no  inconsiderable  guide 
to  the  House  upon  the  question,  which 
must  in  a  very  short  time  come  under  its 
deliberate  consideration,  what  should  be 
done  with  that  extraordinary  power  which 
bad  been  exercised — a  power  of  which  he 
declared  that  although  he  was  not  unac- 
quainted with  the  history  of  his  country, 
and  although  be  had  now  had  a  seat  in 
Parliament  for  some  time,  he  had  never 
beard  until  tbe  whole  question  burst,  in 
1844,  into  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
took  him  as  much  by  surprise  as  it  would 
any  man  at  the  Land's  End.    He  should 
certainly  vote  for  inquiry.    He  would  not 
then  debate  in  what  manner  it  should  be 
conducted,  whether  by  the  appointment  of 
a  new  Committee,  or  the  reappointment  of 
tbe  old  one — ^but  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  inquire  into  this  all^tion,  and  he 
should  give  a  Motion  to  that  effect  his 
complete    support,     without    giving   the 
slightest  sanction  to  any  of  the  imputations 
which  had  been  made  against  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman.    He  could  not  for  one  moment 
entertain  the  idea  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  been  guilty  of  anything  which 
would  justify  the  expressions  which  had 
been  used  towards  him  to-night ;  he  belicvod 
be  had  in  no  respect  done  more  than  official 
precedent  would  warrant  him  in,  and  he 
did  not  entertain  the  question  as  one  which 
by  possibility  could  asiunie  a  petaooal  bear* 
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ing;  at  the  same  time  he  demanded  in- 
quiry, in  order  that  the  mode  and  reasons 
of  the  practice  might  be  fully  known.  In 
what  other  way  could  this  be  attained  ?  In 
what  other  way  could  they  enforce  the  re- 
sponsibility of  a  Minister,  if  Parliament  re- 
fused to  inquire  into  the  acts  of  power  ? 
He  insisted  on  responsibility,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  respoasibility  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  Parliament  had  been  suffi- 
ciently answered^  by  his  statements  before 
the  Secret  Committee.  So  far  as  regarded  at 
least  the  case  of  the  Member  for  Finsbury 
—the  case  of  one  Member  wounded  in  his 
right  was  the  case  of  the  whole  House  of 
Parliament  itself — there  was  no  need  to  pre- 
judge the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  say 
before  inquiry  that  he  had  violated  right;  but 
if,  when  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
who  considered  himself  inculpated  by  having 
had  his  letters  subjected  to  this  inspection, 
rose  in  his  place  and  made  a  demand  for  in- 
quiry, the  House  would  altogether  abdicate 
die  relation  in  which  it  stood  towards  the 
people  of  England  if  it  were  refused. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Murphy  said,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  approach  the  consideration 
of  this  question  in  an  acrimonious  or  party 
spirit.  Before  he  came  down  to  the  House 
he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  perusing  the 
Report  of  the  Committee— -he  had  since 
perused  it  carefully  and  with  attention, 
and  the  effect  of  that  Report  upon  his  mind 
was,  that  this  privilege  was  useless  for  the 
well-being  of  a  Government,  and  ought  to 
be  abandoned  for  the  safety  and  honour 
of  the  country.  That  was  the  impression 
which  an  attentive  perusal  of  the  Report 
produced  upon  his  mind,  and  he  should 
now  calmly  and  dispassionately,  and  free 
from  any  acrimonious  feeling,  lay  before 
the  House  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
him  to  come  to  that  conclusion.  He  was 
certainly  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  have  felt  himself  justified  in  apply- 
ing to  these  observations  of  his  hon.  Fnend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury,  when  calling 
for  an  inquiry  in  a  matter  deeply  involving 
his  own  personal  interest,  the  charge  that 
he  was  guilty  of  a  prurient  curiosity ;  but 
more  particularly  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
look  at  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  of 
which  he  himself  had  been  the  Chairman, 
he  would  find  tliat  it  recited  a  peculiar 
statement  which  he  be^ed  to  impress  upon 
the  House,  not  as  a  justification  merely  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury, 
in  demanding,  in  satisfaction  of  his  own 
personal  feelings,  that  an  answer  should  be 
openly  md  tangibly  given  tobiidemand. 


but  as  involving  the  individual  feelings,  and 
the  individual  privileges  of  every  indepen- 
dent Member  of  Parliament.  He  would 
ask,  when  he  had  read  the  passage,  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  to  conceive  any  terms 
which  could  more  stringently  and  more 
forcibly  convey  to  the  House,  and  through 
the  House  to  the  country,  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  privilege  conferred  upon  the 
Representatives  of  the  people.  The  terms 
were  as  follow : — 


a 


In  1735,  complaiot  being  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  certain  of  the  Members 
that  their  letters  had  been  opened  and  read 
by  the  clerks  of  the  Post  Office,  on  the  pretence 
of  ascertaining  whether  or  no  the  franks  of 
those  Members  were  counterfeited,  and  a  copy 
of  Hit  Majesty's  warrant,  whereby  letters  of 
Members  and  certain  public  functionaries 
w^re  permitted  to  pass  free  from  postage, 
being  read ;  it  was  ordered  that  the  copy  of  the 
said  warrant  be  referred  to  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee,  and  that  they  do  examine  the 
matter  thereof,  and  report  the  same,  with 
their  opinions  thereon,  to  the  House ;  and  on 
the  Committee  making  its  report  the  House 
resolved,  inter  alia^  *  That  it  is  a  high  infringe- 
ment of  the  privilege  of  the  Knights,  Citizens, 
and  Burgesses,  chosen  to  represent  the  Com* 
roons  of  Great  Britain  in  Parliament,  for  any 
Postmaster,  his  Deputies  or  Agents,  in  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland,  to  open  or  look  into,  by 
any  means  whatsoever,  any  letter  directed  to, 
or  signed  by  the  proper  hand  of  any  Member, 
without  an  express  warrant  in  writing,  under 
the  hand  of  one  of  the  Principal  Secretaries  of 
State,  for  every  such  opening  and  looking 
into ;  or  to  detain  or  delay  any  letter  directed 
to  or  signed  with  the  name  of  any  Member, 
unless  there  shall  be  good  reason  to  suspect 
some  counterfeit  of  it,  without  an  express  war- 
rant of  a  Principal  Secretary  of  State,  as  afore- 
said, for  every  such  detaining  or  delaying.'  *^ 

His  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Finsbury, 
relying  on  this  forcible  Resolution  of  the 
House,  came  forward  in  his  place  in  Par- 
liament to  demand  an  answer;  and  he 
repeated  aeain,  that  notwithstanding  the 
reasons  assigned  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  not  answering,  the  impression  made 
upon  the  country  by  his  silence  would  be 
unsatisfactory*  And  why  did  he  state 
this  ?  Because  it  would  be  recollected  that 
all  the  difficulties  which  were  created  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  sense  of  public 
duty  might  have  been  avoided  if  he  had 
adopted  the  same  course  in  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  which  he  had 
pursued  with  respect  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath,  when  he 
made  in  that  House  strong,  forcible,  and 
impressive  charges  upon  several  Membem 
of  that  House.    He  recollected  that  when 
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his  hoo.  Friend  brought  that  subject  for- 
ward,  objections  were  made  against  his 
beioff  upon  the  Committee.  He  was  after- 
waiu  selected  as  the  Chairman  of  it,  and 
he  defied  any  one  who  had  sat  upon  the 
Committee^  or  was  acquainted  with  what 
had  taken  place  before  it,  to  say  that  his 
hon.  Friend's  character  was  not  raised  still 
higher  in  the  estimation  of  every  inde- 
pendent person  by  his  impartiality  and 
integrity  in  those  proceedings.  If  he,  who 
had  no  personal  interest  in  the  matter,  had 
been  appointed  Chairman,  with  power  to 
direct  the  whole  proceeding,  and  to  bring 
his  great  acumen  of  every  kind,  in  addi- 
tion to  his  legal  acumen,  to  sift  those  ques- 
tions,  he  asked  whether  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  the  hon*  Member  for  Finsbury, 
whose  privOeges,  appertaining  as  they  did, 
not  merely  to  himself,  but  belonging  to  the 
ODuntry>  had  been  violated— he  asked  whe- 
ther it  would  not  have  been  but  fair  and 
reasonable  to  add  him  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee?  And  it  was  because  he  had 
not  been  so  added  that  he  said  the  answer 
of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentlemauj  cloaking  him- 
self in  his  official  station,  was  unsatisfac- 
tory, and  would  be  so  considered  by  the 
country.  Reverting  more  particularly  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  he  must 
sav  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had,  af^er 
all,  no  great  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  course  pursued  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  batinff  the  fact  that  he  did  not  feel 
himself  called  upon  by  a  sense  of  public 
duty  to  make  public  revelations  to  that 
House,  had  made  to  Committees  of  that 
House  and  of  the  House  of  Lords  full  and 
unreserved  communications  of  what  he 
knew*  Of  course  he  was  bound  to  believe 
that  declaration,  but  he  now  came  to  an- 
other statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  had  told  the  House  that  no  communi- 
catfen  of  his  had  led,  in  any  degree,  to  the 
intervention  by  Forei^  States  lor  the  |nir. 
pose  of  repressing  faction  or  sedition  against 
them.  lie  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
would  he  go  the  length  of  saying  that  no 
other  person  had  ever  imparted  any  such 
information  which  might  have  led  to  the 
results  which  had  occurred?  He  would 
ask  him  to  tell  the  House  whether,  even 
in  the  shadowy  way  in  which  it  was  inti- 
mated, thexB  had  not  been  enough  to  convey 
to  those  Powers  which  had  able  diplomatic 
asents  in  this  country,  an  intimation  as 
jHafai  as  if  parties  had  been  designated  by 
name?  Washenotaware  that  this  country 
was  swanung  with  dipbmatia  agents  of 


foreign  countries*  remarkable  for  their 
sagacity  in  following  up  questions  of  this 
kind  ?  Did  he  not  know  that  Russia  par« 
ticularly  employed  persons  notoriously  for 
the  purpose  of  pursuing  such  investiganons, 
and  countervailing  any  machinations  that 
might  be  set  on  foot  against  her?  He, 
therefore,  asked  the  question,  and  he  said 
it  would  not  be  satisfactorily  answered,  un- 
less the  right  hon.  Baronet  stated  with  the 
same  distinctness  with  which  he  had  ex- 
onerated himself,  that  Lord  Aberdeen^ 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AflTairs,  was  equally  absolved 
from  any  participation  in  communications 
made  to  Foreign  States.  He  (Mr.  Sergeant 
Murphy)  believed  it  would  be  useful  to  do 
away  with  these  warrants  altogether.  They 
might  be  classified  under  three  separate 
hewls  :-^Firstly,  those  which  related  to  mat* 
ters  purely  criminal ;  secondly,  transactions 
of  a  seditious  and  political  tendency;  and 
thirdly,  questions  involving  ns  with  foreign 
countries  by  reason  of  persons  residing 
here.  With  regard  to  the  first  head,  he 
would  ask  upon  what  nounds  they  wen 
maintained  generally  ?  One  of  the  grounds 
possibly  mi^t  be  their  antiquity,  and  that 
antiquity  took  its  first  date  from  a  Statute 
of  Anne,  which  seemed  to  be  traced  by  the 
Report  to  proclamations  antecedent  to  that 
period ;  but  he  believed  a  House  of  Com* 
mons  which  was  attached  to  liberty  would 
hardly  go  back  to  the  time  of  James  or 
Charles,  or  of  Cromwell,  to  find  precedents 
to  justify  the  adoption  of  such  measures. 
With  regard  to  criminal  matters,  he  was 
not  aware,  from  the  experience  he  had  had 
in  the  criminal  business  of  the  country, 
that  letters  so  produced  ever  elucidated  any 
points  of  criminal  jurisprudence.  And  he 
was  confirmed  in  his  opinion  of  the  inu- 
tility of  these  warrants  as  connected  with 
Home  Government,  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, who  said  they  were  unsatisfactory 
and  inconvenient ;  and  he  believed  be  had 
gone  the  length  of  saying  that  they  might 
be  dispensed  with.  lie  asked  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  if  he  was  aware  of  the  deep 
feeling  against  this  privilege  in  the  public 
mind.  Did  he  recollect  the  ferment  which 
prevailed  in  the  country  when  this  subjeet 
was  brought  forward  last  year;  and  that 
every  newspaper  in  the  country,  of  what- 
ever politics,  every  society,  every  dub,  and 
every  coterie  into  which  a  man  went  to 
learn  what  was  passing  in  public  life, 
joined  in  the  outoy  agdnst  the  Govern- 
ment which  was  snpposed  to  have  origin 
nated  this  system?  [''No^iw.*!  HesdA 
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**  Yes,  yes."  He  did  not  say  whether  that 
outcry  was  just  or  otherwise.  He  admitted 
that  the  present  Home  Secretary  was  no 
more  answerable  than  the  Secretaries  who 
had  preceded  him ;  but  when  the  matter 
was  first  brought  forward,  it  came  upon 
the  country  with  startling  notelty.  The 
public  mind  was  greatly  excited;  and,  so 
far  as  his  own  experience  went,  he  could 
say  that,  irrespective  of  creed  or  party,  an 
unitersal  sense  of  distrust  was  diffused 
throughout  the  country.  He  said  it 
was  80,  and  he  appealed  to  all  who  had 
seen  the  statements  and  strictures  with 
which  the  newspapers  teemed  at  the  time. 
Then,  he  askea,  whether  there  was  any 
advantage  to  counterbalance  this  disadvan* 
tage  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  admitted 
that  for  home  purposes  it  was  not  counter* 
balanced.  Well,  he  asked  whether  the  power 
was  useful  for  foreign  purposes?  He  said 
that  other  modes  might  be  adopted  which 
would  be  more  useful.  It  Would  be  pre- 
ferable to  pass  a  stringent  Alien  Act  which 
should  enable  the  Ck)vernment  to  deport 
from  this  country  persons  who  were  plot- 
ting agaiilst  Foreign  States,  rather  than 
iJiat  we  should  act  as  spies  to  those 
Foreign  States.  He  believed  that  would 
be  a  better  system  than  the  present,  be-^ 
cause  it  was  the  boast  at  present  that 
the  information  communicated  could  not 
impart  an  intimation  of  individuals.  In 
hia  judgment  this,  so  far  from  being  use- 
fulf  was  injurious,  because  the  very  vague- 
ness of  the  information  would  involve 
others,  besides  the  person  really  implicated, 
in  suspicion  and  condemnation.  For  these 
reasons  he  wished  that  the  oountiy  should 
be  rid,  not  only  fbr  home  but  for  foreign 
purposes,  of  what,  instead  of  strengthening 
this  country,  had  a  tendency  to  degrade  US| 
and  made  us  be  regarded-xinstead  of  hold* 
iiig  out  an  a^Ium  for  the  oppressed  from 
all  parts  of  the  worlds  as  spies  to  foreign 
nations,  to  enable  them  to  commit  oppres- 
sion  and  injustice. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said :  I  apprehend  that  the 
question  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  iust  adverted  is  not  the 
question  before  the  House.  A  great  part 
m  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman W2i8  occupied  with  a  discussion  of 
the  question,  whether  it  be  desirable  or 
not  that  a  power  should  be  continued  to 
ihe  Secretary  of  State,  at  his  discretion, 
by  the  issue  of  a  warrant  upon  his  reSpon- 
ribility,  to  dim;t  the  opening  of  letters. 
The  discussion  of  that  question,  which  is 
iei  now  before  the  Housei  would  be  mudi 


better  brought  forward  upon  a  distinct 
Motion  for  altering  the  existing  law  and 
altering  the  existing  usage,  rather  than 
upon  the  particular  Motion  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  has  to-night  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  But  if  i  want  a 
proof  of  the  difficulties  which  attend  the 
consideration  of  this  question,  I  find  it  in 
the  alternatire  offerea  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  while  he  says  it  is  de- 
sirable to  deprive  the  Secretary  of  State 
of  the  power  of  opening  letters;  as  the 
hon.  Member  recommends  an  alternative, 
to  substitute,  not  the  re-enactment  of  the 
old  Alien  Act,  but  the  enactment  of  k  new 
and  more  stringent  Alien  Act.  I  know 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
not  frequently  taken  part  in  the  discus- 
sions on  this  subject ;  but  if  he  had  been 
present  on  some  of  those  occasions  he 
would  ha?e  found  that  the  Alien  Act  was 
repealed,  from  an  impression  that  it  might 
be  made  subservient,  not  to  the  interests 
of  this  country,  but  to  promote  some  im- 
proper purposes  of  other  States.  Does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  really  believe 
that  an  alien  resident  in  this  country  is 
exposed  in  all  ordinary  circumstances,  and, 
speaking  generally,  to  more  danger  or  in- 
convenience in  having  his  letters  opetaed, 
than  if  there  was  an  absolute  power  to  im- 
mediately remove  him,  because  he  might 
be  engaged  in  designs  dangerous  to  another 
State?  Why,  you  would  expose  him  to 
positive  ana  immediate  danger  if  you 
adopted  the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  expelled  him  from 
the  asylum  which  he  had  found  in  this 
country.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  House  will 
not  allow  the  prior  consideration  of  the 
present  question  to  be  prejudiced  by  the 
introduction  of  a  greater  subject,  when 
they  hear  the  alternative  which  the  hon. 
and  learned.  Member — the  warmest  advo- 
cate for  giving  up  this  power — proposes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  has  offered 
a  suggestion  at  variance  with  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
brought  forward  the  question.  The  Mo- 
tion is  fbr  a  new  Committee ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  thinks  it  would  be 
better,  in  place  of  appointing  a  new  Com- 
mittee, to  make  public  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  of  last 
year.  Now,  what  are  the  fects?  This 
House,  after  mature  consideration  and  dis- 
cussion, determined  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  and  determined  that 
that  Committee  should  be  a  Secret  Com- 
mittee.   That  was  the  act  of  the  House. 
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The  Committee  was  appointed ;  and  I  ap. 
prehend  it  was  made  secret  in  order  that 
its  Members  might  obtain  a  full  and  un- 
reserved disclosure  from  the  Ministers  of 
State,  and  those  who  acted  with  the  Mi- 
nisters of  State,  of  every  thing  within 
their  knowledge  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject of  the  inquiry.  The  Members  of  the 
present  Government  and  of  the  late  Go* 
vemment  solicited  from  Her  Majesty  per- 
mission to  make  m  disclosure  of  every  fact 
that  came  within  their  knowledge.  They 
received  that  permission  on  the  statement 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  the  Committee  was 
to  be  secret,  and  that  they  could,  without 
prejudice  to  the  public  interests,  disclose 
the  fects  which  had  come  within  their 
knowledge.  The  permission  was  given  on 
that  assurance ;  and  by  each  of  those  indi- 
viduals there  was  made,  as  far  as  I  know, 
a  full  and  unqualified  disclosure  of  every 
fact  of  which  they  were  cognizant.  I  be- 
lieve the  noble  Lord  opposite  was  examined 
before  that  Committee.  I  know  the  noble 
Lord  the  late  Secretarv  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs was  examined  berore  it.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  examined.  Lord  Alwr- 
deen  was  examined,  and  I  was  examined 
before  the  Committee,  each  of  us  bavins 
received  the  royal  permissipn  to  make  full 
and  unreserved  disclosures.  We  did  make 
such  disclosures.  We  withheld  no  fact, 
whether  connected  with  the  interests  of 
individuals,  or  of  the  country,  in  order 
that  the  Committee  might  be  enabled  to 
judge  whether  the  power  had  been  abused. 
On  those  conditions  the  evidence  was 
given ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  now  asks 
that  the  evidence  given  and  completed 
under  those  conditions,  in  order  that  the 
elements  of  judgment  might  be  perfect, 
shall  be,  without  reserve,  made  .public.  I 
think  the  House  will  hardly  ame  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  that  view.  Upon  the 
course  of  policy  to  be  adopted  in  reference 
to  the  greater  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  I  reserve  any  de* 
claration  of  my  opinion,  and  will  not  enter 
into  the  subject  when  the  detiate  is  upon 
a  different  question.  The  question  now 
before  the  House  affects  the  character  and 
conduct  of  the  present  Government.  If 
we  have  assumed  a  power  not  sanctioned 
by  usage,  or  contrary  to  law,  our  conduct 
is  liable  to  censure  or  condemnation ;  but 
if  the  principle  of  this  power  is  wrons,  it 
ia  not  tne  Executive  Government  whicn  is 
responsible,  but  Parliament  It  is  yon,  the 
House  of  Commons,  who,  with  a  full  know. 
Mge  of  all  tho  axcuioitMiceii  or  widi  tbe 


knowledge  which  you  ought  to  have  bad, 
have  placed  in  our  hands  this  instrument 
for  maintaining  internal  tranquillity  and 
preserving  general  peace.  For  no  less 
than  150  years  this  power  has  been  ex- 
ercised by  the  Executive  Government. 
[**  Hear."]  Don't  pretend  ignorance  of  your 
own  acts.  At  various  periods  you  have 
had  the  whole  of  this  subject  under  your 
consideration.  In  the  year  1735  ^A  iaugk] 
—oh,  I  will  come  down  to  later  periods ; 
it  may  be  very  well  for  yoQ  now  to  pretend 
ignorance  of  your  own  history ;  it  may  be 
very  well  for  you  to  charge  us,  the  Execu* 
tive  Government,  with  misconduct,  and 
with  assuming  a  power  which  our  prede- 
cessors had  not,— but  that  power  was  con- 
ferred by  you,  and  you  are  responsible  for 
its  existence.  In  1735,  it  was  expressly 
admitted  by  the  Resolutions  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  when  it  was  declared  to  be  a 
breach  of  privilege  of  any  nostmaster,  or 
agent,  to  open  any  letter  ot  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  unless  under  a 
warrant  from  the  Secretary  of  State.  That 
was  your  own  Resolution.  Well,  in  1745, 
the  power  was  exercised.  Of  that  you, 
perhaps,  were  not  cognixant;  but  it  has 
been  exercised  by  Seo^taries  of  State  the 
most  remarkable  for  their  knowledee  of 
constitutional  privileges,  and  for  their  de- 
fence of  civil  liberty.  But  if  the  House  of 
Commons  is  ignorant  of  what  passed  in 
1745,  what  does  it  say  to  its  own  recorded 
acts  in  1837  ?  In  that  year  you  were  par* 
ties  to  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  ex- 
pressly recognised  the  existence  of  the 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  I  do  not  say  that  that  Act,  in  ex* 
press  terms  and  for  the  first  time,  gave  the 
power ;  but  as  a  legal  Member  denies  that 
Parliament  recognised  the  power,  I  refer 
him  to  the  Act  of  1837,  which  sulvjects  to 
a  penalty  any  officer  of  the  Post  Office  for 
delaying,  opening,  or  detaining  the  post 
letter  of  any  person,  except  in  obedience  to 
an  express  warrant  in  writing,  in  Great 
Britain,  under  the  band  of  one  of  the  Prin- 
cipal Secretaries  of  State,  and  in  Ireland 
with  the  sign  manual  of  the  Lord  Lieut^ 
nant  If  tfis  be  not  u  acm«M  and  diieet 
recognition  of  the  power  oy  a  recent  Act 
of  Parliament,  I  know  not  what  can  be.  I 
say,  then,  the  Government  exerciaea  this 
power  under  the  authority  and  sanction  of 
this  House.  You  hold  us  reqwrnsiUe 
for  the  maintenance  of  public  tranqail* 
lity  and  the  preservation  of  intonal 
peace.  This  is  one  of  the  inatnunenta 
whtdi  yoa  hare  committed  to  oar  baadi 
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for  the  maintenaDce  of  that  public  tran- 
quillity,  for  the  preseryatioa  of  that  id- 
teraal  peace.  If  we  allow  that  peace 
to  be  disturbed,  that  tranquillity  to  be 
compromised  from  a  cowardly  abandon- 
ment of  the  trust  which  you  yourselres 
have  committed  to  us,  then  in  the  hour  of 
danger  you  will  be  the  parties  to  remind 
us  of  the  power  you  ha?e  given  us.  You 
would  hayelieen  ready  to  remind  us  that 
in  1745  it  was  made  use  offer  the  purpose 
of  diyertinff  the  evils  of  external  attack  and 
internal  disorder  i— and  you  would  have 
been  the  first  to  call  us  in  question  for  re. 
fusing  to  exercise  these  powers^  when  their 
exercise  might  be  necessary>  held  under 
your  sanction,  and  which  in  former  times 
the  highest  authorities  had  not  shrunk 
from  exercising.  It  is  well  now  to  con- 
demn my  right  hon.  Friend  for  issuing 
some  seventeen  or  eighteen  warrants  in  the 
month  of  August,  1842.  I  wish  it  were 
possible  to  recall  to  hon.  Members  now 

g resent  the  feelings  with  which  hon.  Mem- 
ers  listened  to  the  debates  on  the  state  of 
the  country  at  that  time,  and  the  warnings 
which  we  had  of  danger  and  civil  war.  I 
recollect  the  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
rising  in  his  place,  in  August,  in  1842 ;  it 
was  on  the  Motion  implying  that  we  should 
not  permit  Parliament  to  be  prorogued, 
for  we  were  told  of  the  imminent  danger 
and  confusion  which  then  prevailed,  and 
that  it  would  be  madness  for  us  to  permit 
Parliament,  under  these  circumstances,  to 
separate ;  and  when  a  Motion  was  made, 
limiting  the  period  of  prorogation  to  the 
month  of  October,  on  the  presumption 
that  the  country  was  in  a  state  of  immi- 
nent danger,  I  recollect  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  rising  in  his  place,  on  the  2l8t 
of  July  in  that  very  year,  when  it  appears 
that  an  unusual  number  of  warrants  were 
issued,  and  reading  letters  from  labourers 
in  the  district  which  he  represented,  which 
gave  this  most  deplorable  account  of  the 
state  of  that  district.  The  hon.  Member 
read  on  the  whole  three  letters,  the  first 
of  which  was  dated  the  20th  July,  and 
was  to  this  effect  :— 

''The  disturbances  in  this  neighbourhood 
have  indeed  assumed  a  very  serious  aspect, 
and  what  is  to  be  the  end  of  them  I  know  not. 
That  a  general  feeling  of  discontent  with  the 

S reseat  state  of  things,  worked  upon  most  in- 
ustriously  by  designing  men,  of  which  we 
have  too  many  amongst  us,  is  at  the  bottom 
of  what  is  passing,  there  can  be  no  doubt ; 
but  I  regret  to  say,  that  some  mistaken  and 
rather  arbitrary  proceedings  on  the  part  of 


one  of  our  ironmasters,  in  which  it  is  pretty 
generally  admitted  that  the  men  have  been 
hardly  used,  have  been  the  more  immediate 
cause  of  it.  At  the  concern  to  which  I  allude 
there  has,  in  fact  been  a  turn-out  of  colliers, 
&c.  for  several  weeks  past ;  a  part  of  those 
who  had  been  discharged,  or  whose  wages  had 
been  reduced,  I  believe,  without  proper  notice, 
appealed  to  the  magistrates,  and  obtained  a 
decision  in  their  favour ;  but  in  consequence 
of  some  subterfuge,  as  I  understand,  on  the 
part  of  their  employers,  were  never  able  to  en- 
force  the  redress  to  which  they  were  pro- 
nounced to  be  entitled.  Tliis  led  to  a  stoppage 
of  the  works;  angry  feelings  have  naturally 
followed,  and  have  gradually  spread  through 
the  whole  mining  population  of  the  district ; 
and  not  only  those  who  may  have  grievances, 
bnt  the  far  greater  portion  who  have  none, 
and  between  whom  and  their  employees  there 
is  really  no  difierence,  have  now  placed  them- 
selves in  an  attitude  of  defiance;  and  have 
successively  visited  in  large  bodies,  and  stop- 
ped every  colliery  within  ten  miles  of  Han« 
ley,  have  assembled  there  from  day  to  day,  to 
the  amount  of  some  thousands,  armed  with 
tremendous  bludgeons  (and  often,  I  am  told, 
with  other  weapons),  and  have  succeeded  in 
exciting  that  sort  of  terror  and  panic  amongst 
those  who  are  disposed  to  work,  as  many  I 
believe  are,  that  they  dare  not  do  so ;  and  the 
destitution  of  their  wretched  families  is  be- 
coming  more  intolerable  every  hoar.  The 
first  outbreak  was  at  Lane  End,  on  the  Mon- 
day in  last  week ;  and  in  the  course  of  that  and 
the  three  following  days  all  the  collieries  in 
this  part  of  the  country  were  taken  possession 
of  by  the  malcontents,  and  whenever  resistance 
was  ofiered  by  the  managers  or  bailiffs  they 
were  treated  in  the  most  brutal  manner." 

The  object  of  stopping  the  collieries  was 
to  prevent  the  supply  of  labour  to  the 
manufactories,  under  the  expectation  that, 
the  manufiurtories  being  compelled  to  stop 
working,  there  would  ensue  general  con- 
fusion and  disorder*  I  am  now  quoting 
the  authority  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton. It  is  not  my  own  testimony 
I  am  dealing  with  and  presenting  to  this 
House.    This  letter  further  says  :— 

**  You  are  aware  that  if  the  colliers  do  not 
go  to  work  again  immediately,  from  20,000  to 
30,000  potters  must  be  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment, and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  many 
of  them  are  quite  as  ill-disposed  and  as  ripe 

for  mischief  as  their  neighbours 

There  are  now  10^000  potters  of  all  grades  out, 
and  by  the  week's  end  the  numl^r  will  be 
20,000.  Only  think  what  a  state  we  shall  be 
in !  And  how  we  shall  stand  our  ground,  or 
the  neighbourhood  be  kept  in  peace,  I  know 
not.  .  .  As  I  have  usually  thirty  or  forty 
servants,  &c.  within  a  minute  s  call,  I  dare  say 
I  shall  be  able  to  protect  myself.'' 

Such  was  the  testimony  givea  u  to  the 
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•UtQ  of  ont  part  of  the  country  id  1849, 
in  the  month  of  Jnly,  and  given  to  ns  as  a 
warning  of  the  consequences  which  might 
arise  from  permitting  Parliament  to  sepa- 
rate. On  the  very  day  on  which  the 
Queen  delivered  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  proroguing  Parliament,  before  that 
Speech  waa  delivered,  a  discussion  took 
place  in  this  House,  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  assured  the  Go- 
vernment that  there  was  every  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  magistrates  of  Man« 
Chester  to  suppress  the  evils  which  then 
eiiaied,  threatening  to  disorganize  societyi 
and  to  spread  wider  and  wider,  until  they 
at  length  involved  the  entire  country  in 
one  common  ruin  and  downfall.  He  was 
followed  by  the  hon.  Grentleman  the  Mem« 
ber  for  Stockport,  who,  on  his  own  be- 
balff  and  that  of  his  Friends,  indignantly 
repelled  an  insinuation  of  inciting  to  the 
spread  and  continuance  of  disorder ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  said  then 
that  be  would  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  position  in  which  the  manufacturers 
were  placed  : — 

''Who,"  said  the  hon.  Member,  "were 
more  liable  than  they  to  the  destruction  of 
their  property  ?  Children  had  been  instmcted 
to  destroy  the  spinning  machines  with  knitting 
needles,  and  a  box  of  lucifers  could  destrov 
the  greatest  amount  of  manufacturing  capital. 
...  He  would  tell  the  Government  that 
there  was  danger  of  dire  confusion." 

That  waa  the  language  listened  to  here, 
honestly  given,  and  representing  the  sin- 
cere opinions  of  those  who  spoke — that 
waa  the  lawgwaga  to  which  we  listened  in 
the  month  of  Angust,  184t — and  yet  we 
asked  for  no  extraordinary  powers  to  re« 
press  the  disorder  there  referred  to.  But 
if  we  had  neglected  to  exercise  any  right 
or  power  for  the  maintenance  of  the  public 

Ceace  which  you,  the  House  of  Commons, 
ad  entrusted  to  us,  I  ask  again  whether 
— after  these  statements  with  regard  to  the 
then  condition  of  the  country — if  dire 
confusion  had  ensued— if  our  manufacto- 
ries had  been  at  the  mercy  of  thousands 
and  tens  of  thousands  assembled  in  tu- 
multuous mobs,  and  if  you  could  justly 
charge  us  with  apathy,  with  indifference, 
and  with  the  neglect  of  any  power  which 
we  hold  under  the  law  and  through  your 
sanction— I  ask  whether  you  would  not 
have  been  among  the  first  to  lay  the 
blame  of  all  the  calamity  that  might  have 
ensued  at  our  doors,  and  to  make  us  re- 
sponsible hi  the  non-exercise  of  those 


powers,  for  the  exercise  of  which  youtnov 
that  tranqaillity  ia  reatored,  seek  to  snaka 
us  solely  and  exclusively  accountable  ?  I 
know  nothing  more  painful  than  the  pos- 
session of  powers  of  this  nature.  With 
regard  to  the  duty  which  Is  devolved  upon 
us  fbr  the  maintenance  of  external  tran- 
quillity, if  we  have  reason  to  believe  that 
in  this  firee  country  plans  were  concocted 
for  disturbing  the  tranquillity  of  other 
countries,  then  it  becomes,  no  doubt,  a 
painful  and  difficult  consideration  to  de- 
cide, not  whether  you  will  betray  indivi« 
duals,  but  whether  you  will  give  notice  to 
foreign  and  friendly  Governments  of  the 
danger.  But  if  in  addition  to  that  consi« 
deration,  which  I  admit  can  rarely  alone 
justify  the  exercise  of  this  power,  you 
foresee  that  in  that  internal  disturbance 
of  another  country  there  are  the  elements 
of  a  general  war --if  you  foresee  that  one 
country  will  advance  for  the  purpose  of 
repressing  the  disorder,  and  that  another, 
jealous  of  such  interference,  will  also  ad- 
vance, and  that  these  two  Powers,  thui 
advancing,  will  be  brought  into  conflict-— 
then  the  original  difficulties  as  to  the 
exercise  of  this  power  becomes  greatly  in- 
creased, and  it  is  a  most  serious  question 
whether  or  not  you  will  exercise  the  power 
thus  conferred  upon  you  by  the  law.  I  am 
quite  aware  that  this  Houae  and  the  coun- 
try were  not  generally  aware  of  the  exercise 
of  this  power,  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
presumption  at  first  was,  that  we  hud  arro- 
gated to  ourselves  a  power  which  none  of 
our  predecessors  in  office  had  poesessed. 
We  bore  the  first  brunt  of  the  public  storm ; 
and  seeing  the  state  of  the  public  feeling 
on  this  question,  it  became  ultimately  ne- 
cessary to  depart  from  the  course  which, 
under  ordinary  circumitances,  it  might 
have  been  better  to  observe,  and  to 
permit  a  Committee  to  be  appointed  to 
investigate  the  subject.  That  Committee 
was  appointed.  In  that  Committee  there 
was  a  majority  of  our  political  opponents. 
Before  that  Committee  we  stated  every 
fact— concealing  nothing  with  regard  to 
the  exercise  of  this  power.  Our  political 
opponents — our  predecessors  in  office- 
did  the  same.  They  stated  what  waa 
within  their  knowledge  with  regard  to  the 
exercise  of  this  power,  and  in  so  doing 
made  disclosures  as  unreserved  as  did  we. 
In  times  of  imminent  danger  you  have  the 
choice  of  exercising  the  power  of  opening 
the  letters  of  persons,  whose  letters  when 
so  opened  may  be  perfectly  free  from 
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blama,  or  of  incurriog  all  the  aviU  which 
may  arise  frooi  abataining  from  ezercitiog 
the  authority  so  reposed  id  you.  During 
the  visit  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  from 
civcumBtances  which  came  to  our  know- 
ledge, we  deemed  it  necessary  to  open 
certain  letters,  which,  when  opened,  dia* 
closed  nothing  which  could  involve  any 
parties;  and  it  then  appeared  that  in 
these  cases  there  was  no  necessity  for  exer- 
cising auch  a  power.  But  if  any  of  you  had 
been  a  Secretary  of  State  when  the  Em- 
peror of  Rusaia  was  in  thia  country,  you 
would  then  have  better  known  the  anxiety 
and  aoliciiude  which,  under  auch  circum- 
aiancea»  embarraaa  the  courae  of  a  Mi- 
nister. Had  there  been  a  fatal  issue  of 
that  visit,  that  Minister  of  State  who  had 
neglected  the  care  and  caution  which  you 
now  think  unnecessary,  would  never  have 
been  permitted  to  forget  his  imprudence 
and  want  of  foresight.  It  is  asked,  whe- 
ther there  is  not  great  cause  for  the  sus- 
picion that  this  power  hss  been  perverted 
for  political  purposes,  or  made  use  of 
merely  for  the  purposes  of  a  prying 
curiosity?  The  hon.  Members  who  com. 
posed  the  Committee  had  all  the  facts  of 
the  case  before  them.  A  Committee  had 
also  been  appointed  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  Of  that  Committee  Lord  Cotten- 
ham  was  a  Member,  and  over  it  Lord 
Colborne  preaided.  Looking  at  the  Mem- 
bera  who  compoaed  both  Committees,  the 
Committee  of  thia  Houae,  and  that  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  ia  it  likely  that  theae  men 
would  be  base  enough  not  to  aay,  if  auch 
were  the  case,  that  men  poaaessing  this 
power  had  exercised  it  to  any  unworthy 
purpose  ?  The  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  made  this  Report: — 

*<  The  Committee  are  hound,  in  conclusion, 
to  state,  that  havtog  looked  back  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  aeveral  Secretaries  of  State  during 
successive  Adroinistrations  more  than  twenty 
years,  they  have  found  the  practice  has  been 
nearly  uniform,  that  the  power  has  been  very 
sparingly  exercised,  and  never  from  personal 
or  party  motives,  and  that  in  eveiy  case  in- 
veatigaied  it  seems  to  have  been  directed  by 
an  earnest  and  faithful  desire  to  adopt  that 
course  which  appeared  to  be  necessary,  either 
to  promote  the  ends  of  justice,  or  to  prevent  a 
disturbance  of  the  public  tranquillity,  or  other- 
wise to  promote  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.'* 

I  will  cooelude,  then,  by  saying  that  we 
may,  in  the  exercise  of  this  power,  under 
doubtful  circumatanoes,    and   in  critical 

timely  have  made  a  miatak^  i  but  lanember 


what  would  have  been  our  poaitioo  if,  by 
a  refuaal  to  exerciae  it,  we  had  andaQgered 
the  life  of  any  man,  or  oompromisad  the 
intereats  of  the  nation—- if  yon  believe, 
will)  that  Committee  of  the  Houae  of 
Lords,  that  we  have  not  exercised  the 
power  from  personal  or  party  motivea— if 
you  believe  with  them  who  had  every  faet 
before  them,  that  when  we  exercised  the 
power,  the  exercise  of  it  has  been  directed 
with  an  earnest  and  faithful  desire  to 
adopt  the  course  which  appeared  to  be 
necessary  to  promote  the  enda  of  joatice, 
or  prevent  the  diaturbanoe  of  the  pnblic 
tranquillity — then  I  ask  you,  who  gave  us 
thia  power;  you, who  made  us  responsible 
for  the  exercise  of  it:  you  who  would 
have  been  the  first  to  blame  us  had  cala- 
mity ensued  from  the  non-exercise  of  it ; 
you,  who  appointed  that  tribunal,  wboao 
Ueport  you  have  got  before  you—not  to 
imply  a  condemnation  of  your  own  Com- 
mittee, and  not  to  imply  a  suspicion  of  us 
by  subjecting  ua  to  another  Committee,  to 
another  tribunal. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that,  as  a  Mem« 
her  of  the  Committee  appointed  by  th 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  in  his  power  to 
state  that  a  roost  unreserved  communica* 
tion  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case  had,  as  he 
believed,  been  made,  both  by  the  Mem« 
hers  of  the  present  Government  and  of 
former  Governments.  He  felt  also  bound 
to  state,  that  he  concurred  with  the  terma 
of  the  paragraph,  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  that — 

**  So  far  as  the  criminal  warrants  go,  no 
suspicion  arises  that  unfairness  or  partiality 
has  directed  their  issue.  With  regard  to  the 
other  class  of  warrants,  though  there  have 
been  some  few  issued  by  different  Administra- 
tions that  have  been  in  power  during  the  laal 
twenty-two  years,  in  regard  to  which  it  is  ob- 
vious that  on  a  subsequent  review  of  the  facts, 
a  difference  of  opinion  might  arise,  as  to  the 
discretion  exercised  in  each  particular  case, 
yet  your  Committee  see  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Secretaries  of  State 
belonging  to  each  of  those  Administrations  has 
been  guided  by  no  other  motive  than  an  anxious 
desire  to  preserve  the  public  peace,  with  the 
maintenance  of  which  they  were  charged." 

In  that  general  statement,  reserving  to 
himself  his  own  opinion  as  to  the  discre- 
tion which  might  have  guided  the  opoduet 
of  different  Ministers  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Houae  on  any  particular  oocaaion,  bo 
entirely  concurred.  He  might  be  allowed 
to  state  a  few  words  in  confirmation  of 
what  bad  fallen  from  the  nobla  Lord,  the 
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Member  ibr  livefpool,  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  CoBOUttee.  Much  hid  been  said 
of  the  impertielity  which  had  guided  the 
Minbtets  m  the  appointment  of  that  Com- 
mittee. That  Committee  had  no  desire 
to  criminate  the  Members  of  the  Adminis- 
tration, and  had  adopted  the  wise,  the  sen- 
sible, and  practical  poarse  of  not  wasting 
its  time  in  debating  matters  on  which  the 
Meml>ers  might  have  disagreed,  or  on 
which  they  might  have  been  so  nearly 
Imlanced  as  to  prevent  their  coming  to  any 
practical  results.  He  need  scarcely  re- 
mind the  House  that  there  had  been  much 
doubt  as  to  the  times  and  circumstances 
in  which  the  power  now  under  considera- 
tion had  arisen ;  and  even  it  had  been  dis- 
puted whether  the  power  claimed  had  its 
foundation  in  the  Statute  or  in  the  Com- 
mon Law  of  the  land.  Now,  nothing 
could  be  more  evident  than  that  if  they 
were  to  found  the  right  upon  the  Common 
Law,  the  investigation  of  that  right  would 
plunge  them  into  all  the  depths  of  anti- 
quity ;  for  the  Common  Law  consisted  of 
practices  **  time  whereof  the  memory  of 
man  runneth  not  to  the  contrary.^  The 
natural  and  interesting  question  must 
elearlj  be  this  :-*  Under  what  circum- 
stances had  the  practice  been  enforced  ? 
He  thought  that  without  any  breach  of 
the  confidence  imposed  upon  him  by  the 
fact  of  bis  being  a-  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  might  be  permitted  to  say  that 
he  himself  had  been  somewhat  active  in 
the  business  of  looking  back  into  ancient 
times  for  the  real  state  of  the  practice.  On 
this  point  then,  he  must  say,  that  he  found 
no  justification  under  old  precedents  for 
the  practice  which  formed  the  subject  of 
the  present  Motion.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, regret  that  he  had  gone  into  that  in- 
quiry, for  the  result  had  been  that  he 
found  no  iustification  whatever  for  the 
practice.  To  this  he  might  add,  that 
other  papers  had  been  moved  for,  and 
they  had  been  laid  before  the  Committee ; 
and  this  likewise  was  an  occurrence  which 
he  did  not  regret,  for  the  effect  of  reading 
those  other  papers  was  to  confirm  him  in 
the  opinions  which  he  had  previously  en- 
tertained. He  hoped,  also,  without  any 
breach  of  confidence  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  he  might  state,  that  some 
cases  were  especially  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee;  and 
after  what  had  occurred,  he  need  scarcely 
tell  the  House  that  Mazzini's  case  had 
been  very  carefully  investigated.    In  that 


case,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  been  guided  by  his  own 
notions  of  public  policy ;  however,  he 
must  be  allowed  to  say,  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  that  the  right  boo.  Baronet  had  by 
any  means  exercised  a  sound  discretion. 
The  production  of  the  Report  on  opening 
letters  connected  with  representations  from 
Foreign  Governments — 

Mr.  B.  Escott  rose  to  order.  The 
House  should  have  the  whole  or  none  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee.  The 
course  of  the  bon.  Memlier  was  most  un- 
fair and  disorderly,  to  state  the  opinion  of 
an  bon.  Member  of  a  Secret  Committee 
on  one  particular  fact  on  which  he  is  com- 
menting, which  fact  took  place  before  the 
Secret  Committee  when  the  House  had 
no  opportunity  whatever,  and  no  power 
whatever,  of  ascertaining  all  the  other 
facts  bearing  on  the  particular  instance  of 
propriety,  or  impropriety,  which  he  ia 
quoting  to  the  House ;  and  when  the 
House  had  no  power  whatever  of  examin- 
ing all  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee, it  was  not  a  proper  course  to 
pursue. 

Mr.  Warburion  resumed :  He  said  that 
his  judgment  on  the  facts  of  the  case  waa 
already  liefore  the  Committee,  and  thai 
opinion  was  formed  upon  all  the  state, 
ments  brought  l>efore  them,  as  well  in  the 
case  of  Mazzini  as  in  any  other  cases 
which  had  l>een  brought  under  their  con- 
sideration. Now,  Mazzini's  was  one  of 
those  cases  in  which  the  Committee  re- 
served to  each  Member  the  right  of  form- 
ing an  opinion  for  himself.  He  exercised 
that  power,  and  he  humbly  conceived 
himself  as  free  to  exercise  that  power  aa 
any  other  Member.  This  part  of  the  sul>- 
ject,  however,  was  one  which  he  should 
not  pursue  any  further.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly true  that  in  the  course  of  the 
present  discussion  bon.  Memliers  of  that 
House  had  expressed  strong  and  decided 
opinions  as  to  the  facts  in  Maazini's  case ; 
but  he  thought  it  important  that  they 
should  not  state  matters  as  facu  within 
their  own  cognizance,  the  knowledge  of 
which  they  had  acquired  merely  from  the 
statements  of  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  Still  the  great  question  on 
which  the  House  had  to  decide  waa  this-* 
did  they  or  did  they  not  think  it  expedient 
to  grant  the  Committee  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  Meml)er  for  Finsbory  ?  Now  be,  as 
a  Member  of  the  former  Committee,  must 
be  permitted  to  aay  that  he  thought  they 
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had  already  sufficiently  ezpresied  an  opi- 
nion  upon  the  question  now  brought  be- 
fore them.     He  thought  that  a  sufficient 
opinion  had  been  expressed  as  far  as  the 
expression  of  opinion  was  at  all  useful  for 
the  public  good.     He  doubted  that  it  was 
for  the  public  good  to  communicate  all 
the  names  and  circumstances  of  the  cases 
which  had  been  brought  before  them,  and 
he  therefore  did  not  concur  in  the  Motion 
of  his  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury.     The  object  of  the  Committee  was 
to  get  at  the  general  state  of  the  facts,  in 
order  to  form  a  judgment  as  to  the  public 
policy  of  continuing  the  practice ;  but  for 
the  purpose  of  arriving  at  such  a  conclu- 
sion it  was  not  necessary  that  they  should 
make  known  to  the  public  all  the  facts 
of  each  particular  case.     Finally,  looking 
at  all  the  circumstances  which  had  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee,  he  should  say  that  the  gene- 
ral impression  on  his  mind  was,  that  the 
continuance  of  the  practice  was  not  worth 
cooteniling  for  by  any  popular  Govern- 
ment. Eight  warrants  formed  the  average 
of  the  whole  year,  and  the  greater  part  of 
those  occurred  in  criminal  cases ;  and  no 
one  said  that  in  such  cases  any  advantage 
accrued  from  the  practice,  which  at  all 
counterbalanced  the  evil  and  the  incon- 
venience  of  it.    To  be  of  any  practical 
use  in  criminal  cases  it  ought  to  be  gene- 
rally known ;  but  be  did  not  believe  that  it 
waa  generally  known ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
had  made  inquiry  of  his  own  law  agent — a 
solicitor  in  large  practice  in  Loudon — and 
that  gentleman  said  he  had  never  heard 
of  the  practice.     On  all  these  grounds, 
then,  he  repeated  that  it  was  not  well  for 
a  popular  Qovernment — it  was  not  worth 
their  while  to  retain  a  power  which  the 
moral  feeling  of  the  country  repudiated  ; 
the  more  especially  was  it  unworthy  of  their 
attention,  when  they  recollected  the  great 
power  which  they  had  recently  acquired. 
By  means  of  the  electric  telegraph,   the 
centre  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  might 
communicate    with  the    whole    circum- 
ference in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye,  and 
armies  might  be  transported  from  Edin- 
burgh  to  Exeter    in    forty-eight  hours. 
With  such  great  and  novel  powers — with 
such  ready  means  of  suppressing  any  tu- 
mult, no  Government  need  contend  for  so 
unpopular  and  so  unimportant  a  privilege. 

Mr.  WakUy  remarked,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed  his  seat 
had  informed  them  that  they  were  in* 
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debted  to  him  for  all  the  evidence  as  to 
antiquity  which  was  to  be  discovered  in 
the  report  of  the  Committee.  At  the  same 
time  the  hon.  Member  admitted  that  all 
his  antique  researches  had  tended  to  a 
negative  result — that  he  had  not  disco- 
vered in  ancient  usage  any  authority  for 
the  Secretary  of  State  opening  letters, 
such  as  had  been  practised  in  the  case 
before  the  House.  And  in  connexion 
with  these  facts,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  he  believed  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  alleged,  on  his  own 
authority,  that  the  opening  of  letters  by 
him  was  founded  on  the  Statute  of  Anne. 
[|Sir  J.  Graham :  No,  no.].  Then  by 
Statute  Law.  [Sir  J,  Graham :  No,  no.] 
As  he  understood,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  it  was  founded  on  the 
Statute. 

Sir  J.  Graham :  It  was  exercised  on 
the  authority  of  the  Statute,  introduced  in 
the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  subsequently 
adopted,  confirmed,  and  enlarged  by 
other  statutes. 

Mr.  Wakley  continued  :  Then  it  was 
substantially  founded  on  the  Statute  made 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  statement  that  he 
made  formerly  to  the  House,  stated  as  the 
foundation — as  that  which  justified  him 
in  opening  letters,  the  Statute  of  Anne. 
That  was  the  foundation — that  was  the 
original  source  from  which  he  derived  his 
authority.  But  then  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kendal  stated  that  there  was  no  au- 
thority to  be  found  in  ancient  usage. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
what  was  in  his  opinion  the  foundation  of 
his  authority.  He  thought  that  in  such  a 
debate  this  was  a  point  with  respect  to 
which  there  ought  to  be  neither  doubt  nor 
mystery.  They  ought  to  have  a  distinct 
acknowledgment  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  to  the  source  of  his  authority 
with  regard  to  the  opening  of  letters.  He 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
state  that  his  authority  was  the  Statute  of 
Anne.  In  the  course  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  remarked 
upon  the  constitution  of  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords — he  spoke  in  the 
highest  terms  of  praise  of  the  great  legal 
ability  which  was  to  be  found  on  that 
Committee.  Looking  then  to  the  legal 
knowledge  of  the  Members  of  that  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords — yielding 
obedience  to  them  as  an  authority — let 
them  see  what  that  Committee  said  as  to 
2B 
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the  Statute  of  Anne;  because  it  appeared 
to  him,  that  in  their  judgment  there  was 
no  legal  authority  for  the  exercise  of  this 
power — that  it  was  to  be  justified  but  by  a 
great  emergency,  and  that  Ministers  were 
responsible  for  it — responsible  to  public 
opinion,  and  to  the  House  of  Commoos, 
where  they  should  justify  themselves  for 
the  exercise  of  such  an  Act.  This  most 
important  admission  was  to  be  found  in 
the  ix>rds'  Report.  He  would  read  the 
passage  for  them  :— 

"  In  letting  to  farm  the  Post  Office  to  indi- 
viduals, and  in  proclamation  of  the  25th  of 
May,  1663,  and  25th  August,  1683,  the  power 
is  distinctly  claimed  and  reserved.  The  terms 
in  which  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  9  Anne, 
cap.  10,  upon  this  subject,  are  enacted,  can 
only  be  explained  upon  the  supposition  that 
this  power  was  at  the  time  fully  recognised, 
for  that  Act  gives  no  power  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  detain  or  open  letters,  but  prohibits 
others  from  doing  so,  except  by  an  express 
warrant  in  writing,  under  the  hand  of  the 
Principal  Secretary,  for  every  such  opening  or 
detaining." 

That,  then,  was  the  Report  of  the  House 
of  T^ords.  The  Statute  of  Anne  gave  no 
power  to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but 
what  it  appeared  to  him  to  recognise  was 
this— it  appeared  to  be  that  under  cer- 
tain circumstances  the  Secretary  of  State 
might  have  exercised  this  authority ;  but 
what  he  wanted  to  know  was,  where  was 
the  foundation  for  that  authority?  Let 
them  look  to  the  Lords'  Report.  They 
could  not  forget  the  terms  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  now 
they  saw  that  Committee  in  its  Report 
say,  that  by  the  Statute  of  Anne  no  power 
was  given  for  the  opening  letters.  It 
scarcely  amounted  to  a  recognition  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Statute,  or  it  did  not  do 
more  than  this.     It  said  that  the  Secretarv 
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of  State,  on  his  own  responsibility,  and  for 
the  public  safety,  might  deem  it  proper 
to  order  the  opening  of  letters  fur  the 
purpose  of  discovering  the  seditious  and 
treasonable  practices  of  parties,  and  that 
then  the  parties  obeying,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, the  warrant  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  should  be  free  from  all  responsi- 
bility. The  Report  of  the  Lords  ap- 
peared to  him  to  amount  only  to  that. 
He  said,  then,  that  this  admission  on  the 
part  of  the  Lords  was  a  most  important  one. 
Now,  it  lay  upon  the  Government  to  show 
that  it  was  justified  in  what  it  had  done;  and 
if  it  ware  not,  an  action  at  law  would  lie 


against  the  Secretary  of  State,  unless  he 
could  show  that  he  was  justified  in  issuing 
his  warrant.  Now,  after  what  had  passed 
on  this  and  on  a  former  occaaion,  he  most 
say  that  his  hon.  Colleague  had  been 
placed  in  a  most  unfair  position.  His 
hon.  Colleague  was  a  man  of  great  ability 
and  great  valour.  His  hon,  Colleague  bad 
the  confidence  of  the  country,  and  he  was 
entitled  to  that  confidence  :  and  no  man, 
he  must  say,  exercised  his  functions  as  m 
Member  of  that  House  in  a  more  honest, 
a  more  able,  or  a  more  independent 
manner.  What,  then,  was  the  position 
of  his  hon.  Colleague  ?  A  foreigner,  re« 
lying  upon  his  abilities,  entrusts  to  him  a 
petition  ;  that  foreigner  said,  **  My  letters 
have  been  opened  in  your  Post  Office.  I 
consider  myself  an  ill-used  man.  1  rely 
upon  you  to  bring  forward  my  case.'*  The 
subject  was  first  mentioned  in  that  form  ; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
asked  a  question  as  to  the  number  of  war- 
rants that  he  had  issued,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  when  he  was  so  asked, 
as  to  the  warrants  he  had  issued,  if  he  had 
issued  one  against  another  individual 
named  Stolzman,  his  reply  was,  that 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  him 
notice,  he  (Sir  James  Graham)  might  have 
told  him  whether  he  had  done  so  or  not. 
This  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  reply 
as  to  the  names  of  two  foreigners.  What 
then,  was  stated  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  on  this 
point  ?  His  (Mr.  Wakley's)  remark,  upon 
hearing  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  this— had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man issued  so  many  warrants  that  be  could 
not  recollect  one  name  out  of  the  numb  r, 
and  that  one  the  name  of  Stolzman, 
which  was  certainly  not  a  common  one? 
Now,  the  allegation  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commons  was,  that  three  warrants  only 
had  been  issued;  and  this  happened 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
quired notice  as  to  one  name  when  there 
were  but  two  remaining,  for  the  name  of 
Mr.  Mazzini  was  then  before  the  House. 
So,  then,  the  case  progressed.  The  Secret 
Committee  was  appointed.  It  was  a  use- 
ful lesson  to  them:  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  they  might  never  appoint  another.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  they  were  nothing 
more  than  whitewashing  machines  for 
Government — these  Secret  Select  Com- 
mittees. They  made  a  Report  in  which 
they  mentioned  but  a  few  names,  exclud- 
ing the  great  mass ;  and  then  individual 
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Members  of  the  Committee  stood  up,  to 
give  to  these  labours  their  weight  and  au- 
thority by  declaring  that  they  bad  exposed 
all  that  it  was  for  the  public  good  to  have 
mentioned,  intimating  that  it  would  be  for 
the  public  disadvantage  to  state  anything 
more.  But  here  his  hon.  Colleague  as- 
sumed a  new  case.  It  was  to  be  observed 
that  he  was  the  first  man  who  presented  a 
petition  upon  this  subject— that  he  laid 
before  them  that  petition^  of  Mr.  Mezzioi 
that  had  led  to  the  preseSt  inquiry ;  and 
that  it  was  through  his  exertions  that  a 
Seleet  Committee  had  been  appointed. 
Welly  then,  out  comes  the  Report,  and 
there  was  no  allusion  made  to  him.  He 
was  not  allowed  to  act  on  the  Committee ; 
and  he  believed  he  was  not  allowed  even 
to  conduct  the  case  of  Mr.  Mazsini.  His 
name  was  excluded ;  and  what  was  now 
the  case  of  his  hon.  Colleague  ?  He  said 
to  the  Secretary  of  State — '*  I  charge  you 
with  opening  my  letters.  I  charge  you, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  with  having  done 
this."  What,  then,  was  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman?  He  was  not  ab- 
solved. The  name  of  the  Queen  was  in- 
troduced into  this  discussion  in  the  most 
extraordinary  manner.  It  was,  he  must 
say,  new  to  him.  He  considered  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  Ministers  to  allow  no  personal 
responsibility  to  attach  to  the  Sovereign. 
He  thought  that  it  was  the  constitutional 
doctrine  that  the  Sovereign  was  not  to  be 
responsible— that  the  Sovereign  could  do 
no  wrong — that  the  Sovereign  could  do 
nothing  but  with  the  advice  of  Her  Mi« 
nisters.  Who  was  it,  then,  who  advised 
the  Sovereign  to  absolve  the  Secretary  of 
State— to  absolve  him  from  his  oath  be- 
fore the  Secret  Committee^  and  not  in 
that  House?  Who  took  the  respoosi- 
bility  on  him  to  do  this  ?  He  should  like 
to  know  on  whom  rested  that  responsibi- 
lity. He  thought  it  was  not  right  in  any 
Minister  to  throw  the  responsibility  that 
should  rest  upon  himself  upon  his  Sove- 
reign, and  to  shield  himself  under  her  in- 
dividual authority.  He  must  say,  that  he 
did  not  think  this  a  just  or  right  exercise 
of  the  prerogative  of  I  he  Crown.  His  hon. 
Colleague  repeated  the  charge — he  did 
not  speak  in  any  confused  manner-— there 
was  no  misunderstanding  him.  His  ac- 
cusation was  this,  *'  You  have  opened  my 
tetters."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  deny  the  charge ;  but  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  by  implication^  made,  or  af- 


fected to  offer  a  justification  for  the  open- 
ing of  his  hon.  Colleague's  letters ;  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  the  country 
was  in  a  very  disturbed  state   in  1842, 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated  that  there 
had  been  commotions,  that  there  had  been 
incendiarism ;     that    threats    had    been 
held  out,  and  that  large  masses  of  the 
people  were  in  a  state  of  disturbance. 
Thus,    then,    his    boo.    Colleague    was 
connected  with  the  seditious  movements 
of  that  time.    That,  he  said,  was  the  in- 
ference, and  that  too  was  the  justification 
for  opening  the  letters  of  an  individual 
Member  of  that  House.    He  put,  he  said, 
the  fair  interpretation  upon  the  language 
of  the    right  hon.  Gentleman,  and   he 
wished  to  put  the  House  in  possession  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  plain  and  ob- 
vious meaning.     It  was  not  to  be  mis- 
understood.    [**  No,  no."]     If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  that,  what 
did  he  mean  ?    Why  was  this  done  with 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
whose  political  course  was  well  known, 
whose  proceedings  were  well  known,  who 
chose  for  the  objects  of  his  attack  those 
who  were  of  high  quality,  and  amongst 
others  the  Home  Secretary  himself,  who 
was  considered  by  his  hon.  Colleagues  a 
proper  object  of  attack,  fair  g^me  and 
worthy  of  being  hunted  down  ?    His  hon. 
Colleague,  too,  occasionally  attacked  the 
Judges.    He  remembered  on  one  occasion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saying,  that  his 
hon.  Colleague  seemed  to  think  himself 
justified  in  calling  them  to  account.     His 
hon.  Colleague,  then  a  Member  of  that 
House,  in  the  exercise  of  his  useful  func- 
tions, had  his  letters  opened,  and  that 
too,  by  the  party  that  he  attacked  in  that 
House,  and  that,  too,  an  ^individual  who 
said  that  all  his  political  acts  were  per- 
formed by  him  upon  his  responsibility.  His 
responsibility !    What  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  responsibility  ?  What  was  re- 
sponsibility ?     He  never  could  see  it-^no- 
body  could  touch  it — and  no  human  being, 
gifted   with   the    greatest   sagacity,  and 
aided  by  the  keenest  subtlety,  could  ever 
discover  it.     What  was  the  meaning  of 
responsibility  ?    The  ofiicial  character  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  implicated 
in  this  transaction.    But  now  insinuations 
were  thrown  out — now  they  were  told  that 
commotion  was  threatened— -that  rebellion 
and  civil  war  were  impending;  and  were 
they,  because  such  things  existed,  to  be 
also  told  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  was 
2B2 
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jattt6ed  io  looking  into  the  letters  of  a 
Member  of  that  House,  and  casting  upon 
him  such  odious  reflections,  branding  him 
with  favouring  sedition  ?     {^Criesqf^*  Oh, 
oh.*']    Then  why  were  his  letters  opened  ? 
AVhat  was  the  justification  ?    Who  was 
responsible?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  said,  was  bound  to  state  the  reasons — 
he  was  bound  to  show  how  he  came  to  l>e 
justified  in  opening  the  letters  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House.     But  even  supposing 
the  law  justified  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
prying  into  letters,  where  was  the  law  to 
justify  the  opening  letters  and  sealing  them 
up  again,  and  then  sending  them  to  parties 
who  never  suspected    what   was  done? 
Where  was  the  justification  for  that?  Let 
the  House  liken  the  proceeding  to  that 
of  a  search  warrant  issued  by  a  magistrate 
*— and  whether  the  warrant  was  for  opening 
a  letter  or  a  house,  it  partook  of  the  same 
character,  A  magistrate  before  he  granted 
a  search  warrant,  must  have  an  informa- 
tion before  him,  made  upon  oath,  to  jus- 
tify such  a  step,  and  that  information  was 
recorded.    But  where  was  the  information 
in  this  case  ?    Then  let  them  suppose  a 
magistrate  in  London  had  been  guilty  of 
an  act  which  induced  anch  a  man  as 
Mazzini,  or  half  a  dozen  such  men,  to 
petition  the  House  of  Commons,  and  that 
they    complained    that    policemen  had, 
acting  under  the  directions  of  that  magis- 
trate, gone  to  their  houses  in  their  ab- 
sence, opened  their  doors,  at  night,  and 
searched  their  houses,  and,  having  done 
so,  that  they  had  fastened  up  the  doors 
again,  and  gone  away,  without  informing 
the  parlies  whose  houses  they  had  entered 
what  they  had  done;  and  that  the  fact 
that  they  had  been  subjected  to  such  in- 
justice was  subsequently  discovered   by 
them  accidently,  as  it  were.    What  would 
hon.  Gentleman  say  of  the  magistrate  who 
had  so  acted?    What  would  they  say  of 
a  man  who  had  sent  policemen  secretly 
into  a  man's  house  for  such  a  purpose, 
and  in  such  a  way,  to  make  search  for, 
and  examine  all  his  private  documents 
and  papers;  and  having  satisfied  them- 
selves of  all  that  was  in  the  house,  to  leave 
it  in  the  same  quiet  and  secret  way,  not 
leaving  a  trace  of  their  presence,  or  any 
intimation  to  the  parties  that  such  a  visit 
had   been  paid,  or  such  an  examination 
made.     What  would  hon.  Gentlemen  say 
—what  would  the  Government  say — of  a 
magistrate  who  had  so  acted  ?     Would 
they  not  call  him  one  of  the  basest  of 


spies-^and  would  they  permit  him  to  con- 
tinue in  his  office  another  hour  ? — would 
they  not  say  he  had  grossly  violated  bis 
trust,  and  was  no  longer  fit  to  sit  on  the 
bench.  The  condemnation  of  such  a  man 
would  be  unanimous,  and  the  circum- 
stances must  be  strong  indeed  that  would 
extenuate,  much  less  justify,  his  condocL 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secre- 
tary was  now  called  upon  to  justify  bis 
conduct  in  regard  to  the  opening  of  these 
letters ;  but  bow  could  he  do  so  unless 
the  whole  of  the  circumstances  connected 
with  these  transactions  were  known  to  the 
House  and  the  country  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  bound  to  show  that  he 
had  good  reason  to  believe  that  his  (Mr. 
Wakley's)  hon.  Colleague  was  engaged  in 
some  practices  or  other  that  would  justify 
the  unusual  and  extraordinary  course  he 
had  adopted  of  opening  his  letters — a  pro. 
ceeding  which,  as  waa  stated  in  one  of  the 
Reports,  amounted,  in  fact,  to  a  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House.  Then 
look  at  the  position  in  which  the  two 
gentlemen.  Captain  Stolzman  and  M. 
Worcell  were  placed  by  the  proceedings  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Look  at  their 
position,  as  described  in  the  Report  of  the 
Committee ;  for  the  right  hon,  Biaronet  had 
stated  no  grounds  for  connecting  them 
with  the  transaction  in  which  it  had  been 
insinuated  they  were  implicated.  The 
Report  states,— 

**  A  warrant  to  open  and  detain  all  letters 
addressed  to  Mr.  Worcell  and  to  Mr.  Stolx* 
roan  was  issued  on  the  17th  of  April,  1844, 
and  cancelled  on  the  20lh  of  June,  A  warrant 
to  open  and  detain  all  letters  addressed  to  Mr. 
Grodicki  at  Paris,  and  to  another  foreign  gen- 
tleman, was  issued  on  the  3rd  June,  1844, 
and  cancelled  on  the  18th  of  the  same  roooih.** 

Then,  the  last  two  warrants.  Now,  ob- 
serve, these  were  the  warrants  in  reference 
to  Mr.  Stolzman  and  M.  Worcell : — 

"  Tlie  last  two  warrants  rested  on  grounds 
connected  with  the  personal  safety  of  a  Foreign 
Sovereign,  entrusted  to  the  protection  of  Eng- 
land." 

Insinuating  thereby  that  there  waa  soose 
ground  for  lialieving  that  those  gentle- 
men were  engaged  in  a  transaction  likely 
to  lead  to  assasainatioo.  Now,  were  they 
acquitted  of  that  implied  charge  by  the 
Report?  Let  the  House  read  the  sentence 
as  it  appeared  in  the  Report,  and  say 
whether  or  not  the  Committee  bad  ac* 
quitted  them.     It  stated,— > 

**  It  appears  to  your  Connittee  ibal,  under 
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circumstances  so  peculiar,  even  a  slight  sus- 
picion of  danger  would  juslify  a  Minister  in 
taking  extraordinary  measures  of  precaution. 
The  Committee  have  not  learned  that  there 
appeared  in  the  letters  that  were  detained , 
anything  to  criminate  the  Gentlemen  whom  the 
Committee  have  very  reluctantly  named.*' 

The  Committee  had  not  learned  that  there 
appeared  in  the  letters  themselves  anything 
to  criminate  these  gentlemen  ;  but  bad  they 
acquitted  them  ?  He  understood  that  the 
•py  who  was  here,  and  who  gave  the  in- 
formation against  these  two  gentlemen, 
upon  which  the  warrant  for  opening  their 
letters  had  been  issued,  had  been  rewarded 
for  his  infamy.  Now  was  this  a  system  to 
be  justified— could  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  justify  it? 
Whether  the  power,  if  it  existed  in  law, 
was  to  be  maintained  or  not,  was  not  then 
the  question ;  the  case  was  simply  this :  his 
hon.  Colleague  stated — a  Member  of  the 
House  stated — that  his  letters  had  been 
opened  by  order  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department ;  and  the  answer 
of  that  Secretary  of  State  to  the  charge 
wasy  that  he  would  say  nothing  at  all 
about  it,  as  he  was  not  absolved  Iroin  his 
oath  of  secrecy  as  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  said  that,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  impossible  for  that 
House  to  be  satisfied,  or  the  country  to  be 
satisfied ;  and  that  House  would  not  do 
justice  to  its  character,  and  its  position 
with  the  public,  or  fulfil  those  high  functions 
which  it  was  destined  to  perform,  if  it  did 
not  demand  a  full,  complete,  and  search- 
ing inquiry  into  the  direct,  pointed,  and 
personal  charge  which  his  boo.  Colleague 
had  made. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  one. 
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HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  FAruary  19,  1845. 

lliNOTBS.]  Bills.  Ihi&Be.— !*•  Labouiiqg  Clanes  Im« 
prowmcnt  Society. 

IViitfff.— 1*'  MandMter  and  Binningbain  Railwiy  (Aah- 
tan  Bniich)  i  York  and  SeutMirough  lUUway  Devia* 
Uoo ;  Leeds  and  Bradlbrd  Railway  Extanuon  (Shipley  to 
Ooliie)  \  Piidiey  Oai ;  Maadierter  and  Leeds  Railway  i 
AditoD,  Staleybridge*  and  Liverpool  Junction  Railway 
(Ardwick  and  Guide  Bridge  Brandiei)  t  Manchester  and 
Leeds  Railway  (Burnley  Bnmchf  and  Oldham  and  Hay- 
wood BiaudiBS  Kxlension)!  Leeds  and  West  Riding 
Junction  Railwayit  Leeds,  Dewdmry,  and  Manchester 
Junction  RaOways  i  West  Yorkshire  Railways;  EUesmere 
and  Chester,  and  Birmingham  and  Liverpool  Junction 
Canab  tlnioni  Ridmiond  Railway;  Liverpool  Docks t 
KinigBton-upao-llull  Dodu;  Plymouth  and  Stonehouse 
Gas;  London  and  South  Wotem  Railway  (No.  Ij  Me- 
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PariTioifB  PnsBirTBn.  By  Mr.  Shaw,  ftom  Antrfan  and 
Creeve,  for  Encouragement  to  Churdi  Education  Society. 
—By  Viscount  Sandon,  fkom  Bethnal  Green,  for  better 
Observance  of  the  Lord**  Day^^By  Sir  C.  Douglas,  Sir 
J.  Mordaunt  (3),  from  Warwick,  and  Mr.  Wibhere,  from 
Great  Yarmouth,  and  Presteign,  against  Renewal  of 
Property  Tax  Act — By  Mr.  R.  Clive,  from  Bnmugrove 
Union,  for  Rating  Owners  of  Tenements.~By  Mr.  Hogg, 
from  East  India  and  China  Associatk>n,  against  Discri- 
minating Duties  on  Sugar  ;  and  ftxim  Bengal  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  suggesting  Attentions  in  Duties.— By  Mr. 
Malnwaring,  from  DenUf^,  in  flivour  of  County  Courts 
BilL— By  several  hon.  Members  (5),  for  Alteration  of 
Medical  Prsctice  BUl.^By  Viscount  Sandon,  fiom  Liver- 
pool Peace  Society,  against  Increase  in  Military  Estal»- 
lishments.— By  Lord  G.  Somerset,  from  Trevethin,  and 
Panteague,  against  Parochial  Settlement  Bill^— By  Earl 
of  Arundel,  from  Burton-in-Lonsdale,  for  diminishing 
Public  Houses. 

Railways.]  On  the  Order  of  the  Day 
being  read  for  the  Committee  on  the 
Companies'!  Clauses  Consolidation  Bill. 

LordjG.  Somerset  said,  it  would  be  better 
to  postpone  the  six  Consolidation  Bills 
regarding  railway  affairs,  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  and  to  take  them  on  Friday, 
at  twelve  o'clock. 

Sir  •/.  Graham  hoped,  as  they  were 
now  on  the  subject  of  railways,  the  House 
would  permit  him  to  correct  an  error  in  a 
statement  of  fact  which  he  had  made  on  a 
former  evening,  when  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  addressing  them  on  that  subject. 
He  had  stated,  in  positive  and  very  gene- 
ral terms,  that  he  never,  at  any  period 
since  he  had  had  the  honour  of  bavins:  a 
seat  in  that  House,  had  any  connexion 
with  any  railway.  He  need  not  say  that 
he  had  made  the  statement  under  the 
most  entire  impression  that  those  general 
terms  were  to  the  fullest  extent  correct. 
At  the  moment  it  had  escaped  him  that, 
in  1827,  when  he  represented  the  city  of 
Carlisle,  and  a  railway  was  proposed  to 
be  formed  between  Newcastle  and  Carlisle, 
considering  it  was  an  object  of  local  im« 
portance,  and  with  a  view  to  further  that 
object,  he  had  purchased  a  share  of  100/. 
He  would  only  add,  that  on  parting  with 
that  share  it  was  not  a  source  of  profit  to 
him.  As  this  circumstance  was  not  en- 
tirely consistent  with  the  general  terms  of 
his  denial,  he  had  thought  it  right  to  make 
this  statement. 

Committee  deferred. 

The  Affair  in  Calabria.]  Mr. 
Milnes  wished  to  put  the  question,  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. Seeing  that  the  late  Report  on  the 
practice  of  opening  letters  at  the  Pose 
Office  was  in  the  hands  of  Members,  aQd| 
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after  the  discussion  of  last  night,  il  could 
not  be  necessary  for  him  to  detain  the 
House  by  any  preliminary  remarks.  He 
believed  he  should  best  perform  his  duty 
by  putting  the  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  simply  as  possible,  and  he  was 
glad  to  have  an  opportunity  to  do  so ;  be- 
cause, though  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
already  spoken,  he  was  very  anxious  to 
obtain  a  satisfactory  answer  on  a  point 
which,  he  could  assure  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  had  already  created  much  interest 
among  the  Members  of  that  House.  He 
was  anxious  to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
as  the  representative  of  the  administration 
of  Foreign  Affairs  in  that  House,  whether, 
at  the  time  when  Lord  Aberdeen  commu- 
nicated to  the  Austrian,  Italian,  or  any 
other  Government^  from  his  own  know- 
ledge, the  fact  of  a  conspiracy  being  or- 
ganised in  the  island  of  Corfu  or  some  other 
English  possession;  and  whether  Lord 
Aberdeen,  at  the  same  time  communicated, 
gave,  or  caused  to  be  given,  full  information 
and  warning  tothe  sons  of  Admiral  Bandiera 
and  other  persons,  conspiring  against  the 
Italian  Governments,  that  they  were  un- 
der the  surveillance  of  the  English  Go- 
vernment, and  that  their  intentions  had 
been  made  known  to  the  Austrian  and 
Italian  Governments ;  and  also,  whether 
Lord  Aberdeen  and  the  authorities  of 
Corfu  had  taken  all  possible  means  in 
their  power  to  impede  and  frustrate  this 
disastrous  expedition  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  it  would  not  be  pos* 
sible  for  him  to  give  a  satbfactory  answer 
to  the  question  put  by  his  hon.  Friend  in 
one  or  two  sentences.  If  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  House  that  be  should  give  a  full 
answer  to  that  question,  they  must  allow 
him  to  enter  into  the  subject  at  some 
length.  He  had  bad  communication  re- 
garding it  with  bis  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Foreign  Department,  and  he 
would  state  to  the  House  at  briefly,  and 
at  the  same  time  as  fully  as  be  coold,  an 
answer  which  he  thought  would  be  satb- 
factory to  his  hon.  Friend  and  the  House; 
but  still,  as  he  had  said  before,  he  could 
not  answer  that  question  in  one  or  two 
sentences.  In  the  early  period  of  the  last 
year,  information  was  conveyed  to  the 
British  Government  that  a  number  of  Iu« 
lian  refugees  and  others,  subjects  of  Aus- 
tria, were,  in  different  parts  of  the  British 
possessions  in  the  Mediterranean,  organb- 
ing  attempts  hostile  to  the  tranquillity  of 
Italy,  particularly  the  Papal  Sutes,  and 


calculated  to  excite  insurrection  in  thai 
country.  A  remonstrance  was  made  to 
the  British  Government  against  those  par- 
ties making  use  of  the  British  territories, 
which  had  furnished  them  an  asylum,  and 
then  converting  that  asylum  into  the  means 
of  disturbing  the  tranquillity  of  other  coun- 
tries. That  communication,  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Austrian  Government  to  his 
noble  Friend,  was  accompanied  with  this 
distinct  notification,  that  in  the  event  of 
there  being  any  insurrectionary  movement 
in  the  Papal  States — and  that  was  a  part 
of  Italy  where  it  was  supposed  roost  pro- 
bable that  insurrection  would  break  out — 
it  was  distinctly  intimated  to  this  Govern, 
ment,  on  the  part  of  the  Austrian,  that 
upon  the  occurrence  of  an  insurrectionary 
movement  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the 
Austrian  troops  at  Milan  had  positive  in- 
structions to  advance  into  the  States  of  the 
Church — that  he  need  not  wait  for  instmc* 
tions  from  Vienna,  but  might  advance 
into  the  Papal  States  at  once.  There  had 
certainly  been  an  intimation  conveyed  to 
the  Government,  which  led  them  to  appre- 
hend a  disturbance  tothe  public  tranquil- 
lity ;  and  his  noble  Friend  had  conveved 
to  the  Austrian  Government,  from  time 
to  time,  the  purport  of  the  information  he 
had  received  in  respect  to  the  proceedings 
of  those  who  had  designs  against  the  pub- 
lic tranquillity ;  but  he  had  not  commu- 
nicated any  letter,  nor  any  extracts 
from  any  letter,  neither  had  he  stated 
the  name  of  any  individual  within  the 
power  of  the  Austrian  Government.  Re 
had,  as  stated  in  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee,  from  time  to  time,  communi- 
cated to  the  Representatives  of  the  Aus- 
trian Government,  the  general  purport  of 
the  information  he  had  received  relative 
to  the  designs  of  those  persons  who  were 
residing  in  the  dominions  of  Her  Majesty, 
particularly  those  in  the  Mediterranean, 
and  which  designs  ware  calculated  to  en- 
danger the  public  peace.  His  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Aberdeen),  bad  not  a  verv 
perfect  recollection  of  the  purport  of  all 
the  letters  be  bad  received  opoii  the  tub* 
ject;  for  he  had  destroyed  such  of  tbsn 
as  were  not  of  an  official  cbanoter;  bat 
so  far  as  his  remembrance  served  biip, 
be  had  never  seen  any  oonmuDicalioii  of 
a  public  or  private  nature  which  coaM 
lead  him  to  apprehend  that  that  particalar 
attack  from  Corfu  woold  be  made.  There- 
fore,  bo  had  never  taken  any  step  what- 
erer  with  regard  to  that  parttcular  nal* 
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ter.  He  had  never  communicated  to 
the  Austrian  Government,  or  to  the  Ne- 
apolitan Government,  or  to  the  autho- 
rities at  Rome ;  he  had  never  made  any 
communication  whatever  to  any  of  these 
with  respect  to  any  particular  design  to  be 
directed  from  Corfu  against  any  part  of 
Italy.  Consequently  the  impression  which 
some  gentlemen  appeared  to  entertain  that 
these  individuals  bad  been  entrapped  by 
an  act  of  the  British  Government,  was 
entirely  unfounded.  So  little  reason  had 
his  noble  Friend  to  apprehend  that  that 
particular  attempt  would  be  made  from 
Corfu,  that  no  communication  had  been 
made  to  Lord  Seaton,  the  Governor  of 
the  Ionian  Islands,  until  after  the  occur- 
rence. The  truth  was,  that  the  affair  took 
every  one  by  surprise — it  took  Lord  Seaton 
by  surprise;  took  the  Consul  for  Austria 
by  surprise ;  and  it  took  the  Consul  for 
the  Papal  States  residing  in  the  Ionian 
Islands  completely  by  surprise.  He  would 
state  the  facts  shortly  to  the  House,  witb- 
oul  referring  at  length  to  the  despatches; 
but  he  repeated  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  put  Lord  Seaton  on  his 
guard,  nor  had  they  put  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment on  their  guard.  It  appeared 
that  there  were  residing  in  Malta  and  the 
Ionian  Islands  several  persons,  refugees 
from  their  own  country  on  account  of 
political  reasons.  The  two  sons  of  Ad- 
miral Bandeira  resided  in  Corfu.  These 
persons  were  permitted  to  reside  there 
without  any  molestation.  They  conducted 
themselves  very  quietly,  and  without  ex- 
citing the  suspicion  of  the  Government  of 
the  Ionian  Islands.  It  appeared  that  on 
the  night  of  the  12th  of  June  twenty-two 
individuals — and  twenty-two  individuals 
only — left  Corfu  in  two  small  boats. 
They  were  without  arms,  without  ammu- 
nition, and  without  any  preparation  what- 
ever for  directing  a  foreign  attack.  It  was 
not  until  after  that  expedition — if  it  could 
be  called  an  expedition  which  consisted 
of  twenty- two  unarmed  individuals — had 
sailed  from  Corfu,  that  the  Austrian 
Consal,  thu  Consul  for  the  Papal  States, 
and  the  Russian  Consul,  made  strong  re- 
presentations to  Lord  Seaton  on  the  sub- 
ject. They  remonstrated  strongly  against 
it.  The  answer  of  Lord  Seaton  was  that 
be  had  been  taken  by  surprise,  and  that 
they  must  have  been  taken  by  surprise  too, 
or  they  would  have  made  a  previous  com- 
munication. The  Austrian  Consul  re- 
qoested  Uiat  the  British  war-steamer  there 


should  be  sent  after  the  boats  containing 
the  twenty-two  individuals.  Lord  Seaton 
said  he  must  decline  sending  an  armed 
steamer  in  order  to  arrest  them,  for  that 
he  did  not  think  he  was  authorised  to  do 
so;  he  said  also  that  he  thought  the  re- 
ports were  exaggerated.  Lord  Seaton  said 
he  fell  confident  no  descent  could  be  me- 
ditated on  the  coast  of  Calabria  ;  but  he 
would  send  a  small  boat  as  quietly  as 
possible  to  Tareoto,  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  nature  of  the  project,  and  to  commu- 
nicate with  the  Government  of  Naples  for 
the  purpose  of  defeating  this  attempt. 
The  boat  did  not  sail  to  Tarento  on  the 
12ih,  the  night  of  which  the  twenty-two 
individuals  had  set  sail,  but  it  sailed  in 
the  course  of  the  13ih.  No  information 
upon  this  subject  had  been  received  by 
the  British  Government  until  July,  when 
they  received  a  letter  from  Sir  Robert 
Gordon,  our  Ambassador  at  Vienna,  stat- 
ing the  facts  of  the  case.  That  was  the 
first  intimation  of  the  affair  received  by 
this  Government;  and  Sir  Robert  Gordon's 
letter  contained  a  strong  remonstrance 
from  the  Austrian  Government  concerning 
the  expedition,  and  complaining  that  it 
should  have  set  out  from  a  British  pos- 
session. That  was  a  strong  proof  that  the 
British  Government  were  not  acting  in 
concert  with  the  Austrian  Government  in 
order  to  entrap  those  individualu  Those 
twenty-two  individuals  did  land;  the  only 
account  the  British  Government  had  re- 
ceived was  conveyed  to  them  in  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Temple,  the  British  Minister  at' 
Naples.  The  British  Government  had,  as 
he  had  said  before,  made  no  communica- 
tion whatever  to  Mr.  Temple,  because  his 
noble  Friend  never  suspected  that  twenty- 
two  individuals,  unarmed,  and  seemingly 
defenceless,  would  direct  a  project  against 
the  coast  of  Calabria.  By  a  letter  dated 
the  26th  of  June,  Mr.  Temple  informed 
the  Government  of  what  had  occurred  on 
the  landing  of  these  individuals.  He  said 
that  a  party  had  landed,  twenty-two  in 
number,  thus  confirming  the  previous  re* 
port;  that  on  the  16lh  they  had  arrived 
at  Cortooa ;  and  on  the  night  of  the  19th 
of  June,  they  fell  in  with  a  small  force, 
consisting  of  a  few  of  the  city  guard  and 
three  gens-d'armes.  An  engagement  took 
place,  in  which  one  life  was  lost.  On  the 
19th  of  June  they  marched  to  a  town 
called  Giovenazzo.  There  the  authorities 
collected  a  force,  consisting  of  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  place,  supported  by  a  fevr 
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gens-d'armes ;  ao  engagement  look  place, 
in  which  the  geot-d'armet  were  entirely 
successful.  Some  individuals  loit  their 
lives,  and  others  were  captured.  Thus 
the  defeat  of  the  attempt  was  owing  en- 
tirely to  the  inhabitants,  without  any  mili- 
tary force.  His  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  answer, 
therefore,  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Milnes) 
was  this,  that  the  Government,  never  sus- 
pecting that  twenty-two  individuals,  who 
had  up  to  that  period  resided  quietly  in 
Corfu,  would  attempt  to  invade  the  Italian 
shore  with  two  boats,  had  never  made 
any  communication  to  those  individuals, 
warning  them  of  the  consequences  of 
such  an  attempt;  therefore  it  was  the 
British  Government  had  made  no  commu- 
nication to  the  Austrian,  Neapolitan,  or 
Roman  Governments,  or  to  the  Governor 
of  oar  own  Colonies;  and  the  reason  that 
no  such  communication  had  ever  been 
made  was,  that  the  Government  had 
not  suspected  that  such  an  attempt  would 
be  made.  The  House  would  see  that  it 
was  necessary  for  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  to 
enter  into  these  details  in  order  to  give  a 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  question  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  now  assured  the  House, 
that  any  impression  that  the  Government 
had  allured  those  individuals  on,  or  had 
abstained  from  giving  them  notice  of  their 
danger  when  there  was  the  opportunity  of 
so  doing,  was  entirely  erroneous,  and 
without  foundation. 

Sperm  Oil.]  Mr.  George  Smt^the 
wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  which  was  of  importance 
to  a  large  class  of  persons.  It  was,  whe* 
ther  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern, 
nient  only  to  reduce,  or  altogether  to  take 
olf,  the  duty  on  Sperm  Oil. 

Sir  H.  Peel  said,  the  duty  on  sperm 
oil  was  not  to  be  given  up  at  once,  but 
the  Government  did  intend  to  provide  for 
ultimately  relinquishing  that  duty ;  but 
they  would  postpone  it  to  such  a  period 
as  not  to  interfere  injuriously  with  existing 
interests.  lie  might  as  well  state  now,  that 
after  the  5th  of  January,  1849,  the  duty 
on  sperm  oil  would  cease.     {^Laughter. '\ 

The  House  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  Mr.  Greene  in  the  Chair, 

The  Income  Tax.]]  Original  ques- 
tion again  proposed,  that  towards  raising 
the  Supplies,  etc.,  the  duties  on  property, 
professions,  trades,  be  continued,  etc. 

Mr,  Rothuek  then  rote  and  itidi^I 


will  now  state  the  reasons  which  have  in. 
duced  me  to  propose  the  addition  of  the 
words  extending  the  Property  Tax  to 
Ireland  ;  and  in  stating  them  I  shall  ap- 
peal to  the  principles  of  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  himself,  and  there- 
fore shall  hope  to  have  his  vote  for  my 
Motion.  I  shall  appeal  also  to  the  landed 
Gentlemen  in  this  House — the  Repre* 
sentatives  of  the  landed  aristocracy,  or,  as 
it  is  called,  the  agricvltoral  interest.  I 
shall  appeal  to  their  principles  and  their 
declarations,  and  shall  hope  for  their 
votes.  I  shall  appeal  likewise  to  the  mer- 
cantile Gentlemen  in  this  House, — to  their 
principles  and  declarations,  and  shall  hope 
for  their  votes ;  and  lastly,  I  shall  appeal 
to  the  Irish  Members,  excepting  only 
those  who  may  be  considered  to  be  the 
Representatives  of  the  landed .  interest  of 
Ireland ; — I  shall  appeal  to  the  principles 
and  declarations  of  the  Irish  Member*, 
and  shall  hope  for  their  votes.  Whatever 
my  real  anticipations  may  be,  I  ought  to 
expect  a  majority  on  this  occasion.  What 
are  the  principles  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  ?  He  is  about,  he  saya,  to 
meet  a  deficiency  :  to  meet  that  deficiency 
he  proposes  to  continue  the  Income  Tax  ; 
but  he  goes  a  step  further,  and  says,  that 
while  he  is  about  to  meet  the  deficiency, 
he  will  also  make  alterations  in  the  Tariff, 
in  order  to  increase  trade,  and  give  energy 
to  all  the  great  interests  of  this  large 
manufacturing  commanity.  I  appeal  to 
the  principles  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet has  laid  down.  He  has  stated  thai 
it  is  his  desire  to  relieve  the  springs  of  in* 
dustry.  That  is,  I  believe,  his  own  ex- 
pression. He  desires  to  allow  them  to 
work  unfettered,  by  fiscal  imposts,  as  far  at 
is  possible  consistently  with  the  exigeo* 
cies  of  the  State.  To  meet  those  exigen- 
cies the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposes  to 
levy  a  tax  on  Property  and  Income,  which 
is  to  apply  only  to  Great  Britain— to 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales.  By  tome 
extraordinary  circumstance,  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  is  induced  to  make  an  exception  ■• 
regards  Ireland.  The  right  bon.  Ba. 
ronet  laid  down  a  principle,  which,  be 
says,  is  the  true  one,  that  all  ought  to  pay 
according  to  their  means ;  and  I,  acknow* 
ledging  the  truth  of  that  entirely,  shall 
throw  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  onus 
of  showing  what  it  is  that  has  led  bim  to 
depart  from  that  principle,  and  not  ftpply 
the  Propertv  Tax  to  Ireland.  He  must 
•how  what  It  11  that  baa  iodocad  htm  to 
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depart  in  this  remarkable  instance  from 
the  rale  which  has  governed  his  conduct 
hitherto  with  respect  to  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales.  It  is  said  that  there  is 
an  exigency  ;  but  the  exigency  is  common 
to  the  whole  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  ought  therefore 
to  be  met  by  the  united  means  of  all.  That 
18  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  first  assertion. 
These  united  means,  then,  would  include 
the  property  and  income  of  all  the  united 
popttlation.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  deserts  his  principle,  and  de- 
claring that  the  exigency  is  common,  yet 
proposes  only  to  tax  the  property  and  in- 
come of  the  people  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Wales.  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  go  one  step  further,  and  to  tax  property 
in  Ireland-^the  realized  capital  of  that 
kingdom.  I  do  not  ask  him  to  tax  trades, 
professional  incomes,  or  offices.  I  merely 
ask  him  to  tax  the  realized  capital  of 
Ireland ;  and  I  say  that  the  onus  lies  on 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  show  that  the 
realized  capital  of  Ireland  was  under  cir- 
cumstances so  remarkable  as  to  with- 
draw it  from  the  principle  established  by 
his  own  declaration,  viz.,  that  the  exigency 
of  the  United  Kingdom  demanded  the 
means  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  meet  it. 
Having  thrown  upon  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  onus  of  showing  in  what  respect 
the  realized  capital  of  Ireland  stands  on  a 
different  footing  from  the  realized  capital 
of  the  other  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom, I  shall  now  leave  this  part  of  my 
statement,  and  shall  approach  the  next 
part.  I  ask  the  agricultural  Representa- 
tives in  this  House,  how  they  can  square 
it  with  their  declarations  to  vote  against 
my  Motion?  I  hear  them  constantly 
whiotng  over  their  declining  condition. 
With  short  and  bated  breath,  they  go  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and,  in  mingled 
tones  of  hope  and  despair,  they  ask  for 
relief  at  his  hands;  and  when  he  asks 
them,  "What  injury  have  I  done  you?" 
—they  say,  like  a  puling  infant  who  has 
fallen  on  the  floor  over  a  footstool,  ''You 
have  not  kissed  the  place  that  is  hurt, 

50U  have  not  expressed  commiseration." 
low,  I  ask  the  agricultural  Members  not 
to  whine  in  that  manner :  I  will  point  out 
to  them  the  means  by  which  they  can  re- 
lieve their  constituents  without  doing  in- 
jury to  a  human  being,  and  yet  meet  all 
the  exigencies  which  have  been  spoken  of. 
They  complain  of  the  distress  of  the  agri- 
cvltaral  interest;  and  the  houi  Member  for 


Somersetshire  described  that  distress  in 
*'  touching"  phrase,  which  brought  out  a 
*'  touching "  declaration  of  the  way  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  was 
'*  touched"  by  the  ^*  touching"  statements 
of  the  agriculturists.  I  hope  to  have  the 
vote  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire. He  complains— of  what?  The 
misery  of  the  agricultural  classes ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  turns  round,  and  says, 
**  I  acknowledge  your  statement  to  be  very 
true;  but  what  do  you  want?"  ''Oh," 
says  the  hon.  Member,  "  I  cannot  propose 
the  remission  of  the  Malt  Tax — I  cannot 
propose  anything,  but  I  think  you  might 
have  expressed  sorrow."  Sorrow!  Is 
this  the  condition  to  which  this  preponde- 
rating interest  have  fallen  ?  Sorrow  to  be 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet !  By 
him  who  is  the  work  of  their  own  hands ; 
into  whose  nostrils  they  breathed  the 
breath  of  life;  who  was  made  Minister  by 
their  word ;  and  who  was  put  into  his 
present  office  because  of  their  expecta*- 
tions  that  he  would  be  their  humble  tool. 
Now  they  find  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  an  opinion  and  a  will  of  his  own : 
and  now  they  might  say,  "  We  made  you 
— we  called  you  into  existence ;  but,  like 
the  man  in  the  fable  whom  the  philoso- 
pher created,  you  are  about  to  strangle 
your  creator."  The  right  hon.  Baronet  is 
another  Frankenstein.  Now,  I  appeal  to 
these  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  I  hope  they 
will  now  have  more  courage,  and  act  more 
like  an  independent  body,  as  they  describe 
themselves,  and  more  in  conformity  with 
that  preponderating  influence  which  they 
assume,  and  which  1  admit  them  to  pos- 
sess, in  this  House,-— and  this  House,  be 
it  remembered,  governs  the  country, — I 
ask  them  to  pluck  op  a  little  courage,  and 
no  longer  to  crawl  on  their  bellies  before 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  If  they  do  not 
exhibit  a  little  independence,  what  will  be 
said  of  them  out  of  doors  ?  It  will  be  said 
that  these  gentlemen,  '*  whose  talk  is  of 
bullocks,"  have  not  intellect  enough  to 
govern  the  country — that  they  are  obliged 
to  get  a  leader,  and  when  they  have 
chosen  him,  they  find  that,  like  King 
Stork  in  the  fable,  he  is  very  destructive 
to  them.  Now  I  am  about  to  appeal  to 
the  courage  of  the  agricultural  party. 
They  complain  of  the  misery  of  their  XC" 
nants— they  do  not  talk  of  their  own  s 
but  when  I  allude  to  the  landed  interest 
of  Ireland,  I  will  mention  what  an  Irish 
Representative  said  about  the  advantagQ 
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which  the  locome  Tax.  impoted  oo  Eo^- 
land,  Scoilaod»  and  Waks»  has  been  lo 
him.  Whatever  may  be  the  opiDioiia  of 
that  Irish  Repraseotative*  I  certainly  have 
not  found  any  English  gentleman  ready  to 
say  that  he  is  gratified  by  the  Income  Tax 
— because  it  relieved  him  from  the  pres* 
sure  of  mortgages,  and  enabled  him  to 
borrow  money  at  a  lower  rate  of  interest. 
But  I  am  now  about  to  appeal  to  the 
English  Gentlemen.  They  say  that  they 
feel  for  their  tenantry,  and  for  the  agri- 
cultural  labourers,  whose  wages  arc  lowered 
because  of  the  diminution  of  means  of 
their  tenants,  occasioned  by  this  Income 
Tax.  How,  then,  can  you  relieve  the 
agricultural  tenant?  By  extending  the 
tax  to  the  realized  capital  of  Ireland.  If 
the  Representatives  of  the  agricultural 
classes  object  to  this  proposition,  how 
could  they  ever  appear  before  their  con- 
Btitueota  and  make  such  a  declaration  as 
this :— ^'  It  is  true  that  a  proposition  was 
made  for  your  relief,  by  taxing  land  in 
Ireland  quite  as  fertile  and  valuable 
as  any  acres  in  Somersetshire,  Sussex, 
or  in  any  part  of  Great  Britain ;  but  I 
was  so  compelled  to  vote  for  party  pur- 
poses  that  I  could  not  relieve  those  agri- 
cultural labourers,  and  that  agricultural 
tenantry,  whom  I  have  all  along  pretended 
to  represent  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons T  I  should  now  like  to  know  what 
tho  manufacturing  interest  in  this  House 
will  say  to  my  proposition.  They  are 
delighted  with  the  scheme  of  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  for  relieving  the  springs  of 
industry.  Manchester  is  bribed ;  Glasgow 
is  bribed ;  Newcastle  is  bribed ;  Sunder- 
land  is  bribed ;  and  yet  you,  the  manufac- 
turing Representatives,  say,  that  unleu 
your  labouring  population  worked  a  very 
considerable  number  of  hours  a*day,  you 
could  not  compete  with  foreign  nations, 
you  are  so  pressed  by  taxatmn.  Very 
well.  I  admit  that  your  statements  are 
very  "  touching,*'  as  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  say;  but  why  not  aid  me  in 
lessening  the  impositions  on  English  la- 
boor  ;  for  i  say  that  the  tax,  extending  as 
it  does  to  incomes  proceeding  from  pro- 
fessions, trades,  and  offices,  diminishes 
the  capital  which  might  otherwise  be  ex- 
pended in  giving  better  wages?  If  yon 
are  honest,  then,  you  will  aid  me  in  apply- 
ing the  Property  Tax  to  the  rich  Irish 
laoidlord.  1  will  now  appeal  to  the  Irish 
Members^  always  excepting  the  Irish 
laadloids.    1  can  well  uodentand  that 


an  Irish  landlord  should  aee  a  great  bene- 
fit in  the  English  Income  Tax.  The 
gallant  Member  for  Donegal  (GoIomI 
Conolly)  fancied  that  there  was  soom  hal- 
lucination on  the  minds  of  the  Members 
of  this  House  when  they  burst  into  laugh- 
ter at  his  declaration  the  other  night.  It 
was  a  laugh  such  as  men  give  way  to  on 
the  scaffold.  Men  are  sometimes  merry 
at  the  boor  of  death ;  and  we  could  not 
help  laughing  at  a  man  coming  here  and 
with  a  grave  face  telling  us  that  he  con- 
sidered it  a  mighty  benefit  that  the 
English  people  should  pay  a  tax  for  his 
advantage.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  boo. 
Member  for  Donegal  called  together  his 
creditors  on  the  occaaion— [Col.  ComoUy :  I 
have  none ;]  or,  if  he  has  none,  probably 
some  of  his  friends  have;  for  the  boo. 
Member  staled  that  the  English  looooae 
Tax  was  a  great  benefit  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords, and  that  it  enabled  them  to  get 
money  cheaper.  That  means,  that  an 
Irish  landlord,  having  mortgaged  his  es- 
tate, and  having  been  in  the  habit  of  pay- 
ing five  per  cent,  might  now  go  to  his 
crediton  and  say, — **  The  right  boo.  fie^ 
ronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government  has 
put  on  an  Income  Tax  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales,  which  relieves  mt  in 
such  a  way  that  i  can  get  money  for  so 
much  less,  and  should  now  have  my  debt 
lessened.''  That  is  what  the  gallant 
Member  means  by  describing  the  English 
Income  Tax  as  a  benefit  to  Ireland.  I  am 
not  going  to  appeal  to  that  class  of  per- 
sons. Any  appeal  I  could  make  to  theas 
would  be  nseiesa.  If  I  were  a  money 
lender,  I  might  possibly  make  an  appeal 
to  them,  but,  not  dealing  in  that  com- 
modity, I  cannot  reach  their  understand- 
ing. But  1  appeal  to  those  who  pretend 
to  represent  the  Irish  people*  I  attend 
carefully  to  what  falls  from  the  right  boo* 
Baronet  opposite.  All  his  phrases  are 
significant.  I  watch  him,  but  not  to  find, 
as  an  hon.  Member  expressed  himself  the 
other  evening,  that  he  is  a  difficult  bird 
to  put  salt  on  his  taiL  **  Did  we  not 
agree,"  said  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  **  to 
put  Stamp  Duties  oo  Ireland,  when  we  pot 
the  Income  Tax  on  England?'  Now 
mark ;  I  ask  you  to  tax  theland  in  Ireland; 
but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  taxed  that 
portion  of  Uie  capital  in  Ireland  which 
is  engaged  in  the  employment  of  labour 
in  Ireland.  The  Stamp  Duties  are  a  tax 
on  the  transfer  of  all  sorts  of  property, 
and  a  large  portion  of  it  waa  paid  by  tba 
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middliog  and  labouring  population.  I  ask 
jou  to  relieve  Ireland  of  that  tax,  and  to 
place  it  on  the  land.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvon  advised  roe  the 
other  night  to  read,  previoui  to  bringing 
forward  my  present  proposition,  Burke's 
speech  OQ  the  conciliation  of  America.  Now, 
whenever  an  individual  makes  an  observa- 
lioni  I  like  more  to  consider  bis  meaning 
than  his  mere  expressions.  What  then 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  when 
he  reminded  me  of  America?  Revolu- 
tion! and  that  the  English  Government 
was  to  be  frightened  into  an  unjust  tax 
upon  the  English  people,  because  the  Irish 
were  in  a  turbulent  state  ;  and  that  for  the 
same  reason  the  English  Government 
durst  not  impose  a  just  tax  on  Ireland. 
That  is  my  interpretation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  observation.  But  I  believe 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
could  not  have  well  considered  Mr.  Burke's 
speech,  for  the  grand  argument  in  it  is 
that  America  was  not  represented  in  this 
House.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  Ireland  is  not  represented  ?  [Mr. 
SkeU :  Not  equally.]  Not  equally,  says 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  We  have  given 
Ireland  some  Members.  Where  be  they? 
[Ao  hoD.  Member:  What's  the  use 
of  their  coming  here?]*- What's  the 
use?  Why,  has  not  my  hon.  Friend  near 
me  (Mr.  Hume)  been  in  a  minority  all  his 
life,  and  has  he  therefore  done  no  good,  I 
ask  ?  What  would  be  the  use,  I  say,  of 
giving  Ireland  more  Members,  when  those 
we  have  given  her  we  have  not  got  here  ? 
They  have  run  from  their  posts,  which 
they  have  deserted,  like  a  sentinel  placed 
in  a  dangerous  position,  who  could  not 
keep  up  his  heart  to  look  at  the  difficulties 
of  bis  position,  but  threw  down  his  mus* 
Icety  turned  tail,  and  ran  away.  Shame 
be  on  the  coward  who  deserts  the  people 
of  Ireland  on  that  spot  where  their  battle 
must  be  fought !  And  I  honour  the  right 
bon.  Gentlemen  who,  as  an  Irish  Repre- 
seDtative»  continues  to  take  his  seat  in  this 
House;  and  I  honour  too  another  boo. 
Gentleman,  also  an  Irish  Representative, 
who  has  been  subject  to  base  phrase  for 
perlbrfflinf  his  duty  here.  Why  have  the 
Irish  Members  to  whom  1  have  before 
alluded  deserted  this  House,  and  fre- 
quented the  Conciliation  Hall  ?  Because, 
with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin — whomi  of  course, 
I  do  not  include  in  the  following  observe- 
tioOf  becaose,  in  this  House»  they  are 


totally  unable,  by  their  personal  insignifi. 
cance,  to  gain  attention.  Now,  that  1  take 
to  be  the  rationale  of  the  Conciliation 
Hall.  They  have  left  here  because  of  the 
feeling  which  they  have  generated  in  this 
House ;  and  I  hope  that  hon.  Members 
will  not  hereafter  adduce  the  unequal  re- 
presentation of  Ireland  as  a  justiBcalion 
of  unequal  taxation  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. Now,  what  I  am  about  to  propose, 
Sir,  will  not  be  an  injustice  to  anybody. 
If  it  were  unjust,  I  at  once  acknowledge 
that  it  ought  not  on  any  plea  to  be  sanc- 
tioned ;  but  I  deny  that  the  Irish  Members 
can  show  me  that  my  proposal  will  be 
unjust.  If  they  point  to  the  Stamp  Duties^ 
I  say  change  them.  They  fall  now  in  a 
large  proportion  on  the  active  capital  of 
the  country.  Put  the  impost  on  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  I  again  appeal  to  those 
who  talk  to  me  of  injustice  to  Ireland, 
whether  it  be  not  that  England  has  unduly 
favoured  the  landlords  of  that  country. 
They  have  had  the  powei^— they  have 
governed  the  country — they  have  had  con- 
ceded to  them  by  this  House  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  tithe  of  the  country  to  which 
they  had  no  claim.  Is  it,  then,  for  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  to  turn  round  and 
claim  exemption  from  taxation ;  to  ask  that 
they  should  not  be  taxed  in  the  same  way 
as  the  landlords  of  England  are  taxed,  or 
as  the  hard-worked  peasantry  of  England 
are  taxed?  Is  the  Irish  landlord  to  have 
the  debt  he  owes  to  the  State  paid  by  the 
English  peasantry? 

**  By  heaven,  I  had  rather  coin  my  heart, 
And  drop  ny  blood  for  drachmas,  than  to 

wring 
From  the  hard  bands  of  peasants  their 

vile  trash 
By  any  indirection.'' 

I  appeal,  then,  to  that  powerful  interest 
who  have  great  strength,  though  not  much 
moral  firmness — I  appeal  to  the  agricuU 
tural  interest,  ay,  and  to  the  manufac- 
turing interest,  who  are  shortsighted 
enough  to  be  caught  by  this  small  bribe-^ 
I  use  the  short  phrase — and  diverted  from 
all  those  great  principles  which  ought  to 
sanction  our  conduct,  and  who  are  ready 
to  sanction  extra  taxation  of  this  commu- 
nity for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland, — I  appeal  to  them ;  and 
I  repeat,  that  my  fight  is  only  with  the 
untaxed  landlords  of  Ireland.  I  will  not 
apply  my  remarks  to  those  who  employ 
capital  in  manufactures,  or  trade,  or 
to  professional  men,,  or  to  official  personsy 
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the  Statute  of  Anne ;  because  it  appeared 
to  him,  that  in  their  judgment  there  was 
no  legal  authority  for  the  exercise  of  this 
power — that  it  was  to  be  justified  but  by  a 
great  emergency,  and  that  Ministers  were 
responsible  for  it — responsible  to  public 
opinion,  and  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
where  they  should  justify  themselves  for 
the  exercise  of  such  an  Act.  This  most 
important  admission  was  to  be  found  in 
the  Lords'  Report.  He  would  read  the 
passage  for  them  : — 

^*  In  letting  to  farm  the  Post  Office  to  indi- 
viduals, and  in  proclamation  of  the  25lh  of 
May,  1663,  and  25th  August,  1683,  the  power 
is  distinctly  claimed  and  reserved.  The  terms 
in  which  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  9  Anne, 
cap.  10,  upon  this  subject,  are  enacted,  can 
only  be  explained  upon  the  supposition  that 
this  power  was  at  the  time  fully  recognised, 
for  that  Act  gives  no  power  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  detain  or  open  letters,  but  prohibits 
others  from  doing  so,  except  by  an  express 
warrant  in  writing,  under  the  hand  of  the 
Principal  Secretary,  for  every  such  opening  or 
detaining/' 

That,  then,  was  the  Report  of  the  House 
of  I^ords.  The  Statute  of  Anne  gave  no 
power  to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but 
what  it  appeared  to  him  to  recognise  was 
this-*it  appeared  to  be  that  under  cer- 
tain circumstances  the  Secretary  of  State 
might  have  exercised  this  authority;  but 
what  he  wanted  to  know  was,  where  was 
the  foundation  for  that  authority?  Let 
them  look  to  the  Lords'  Report.  They 
eould  not  forget  the  terms  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  now 
they  saw  that  Committee  in  its  Report 
say,  that  by  the  Statute  of  Anne  no  power 
was  given  for  the  opening  letters.  It 
scarcely  amounted  to  a  recognition  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Statute,  or  it  did  not  do 
more  tbsn  this.  It  said  that  the  Secretarv 
of  State,  on  his  own  responsibility,  and  for 
the  public  safety,  might  deem  it  proper 
to  order  the  opening  of  letters  fur  the 
purpose  of  discovering  the  seditious  and 
treasonable  practices  of  parties,  and  that 
then  the  parties  obeying,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, the  warrant  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  should  be  free  from  all  responsi- 
bility. The  Report  of  the  Lords  ap- 
G«red  to  him  to  amount  only  to  that, 
e  said,  then,  that  this  admission  on  the 
part  of  the  Lords  was  a  most  importsnt  one. 
Now,  it  lay  upon  the  Government  to  show 
that  it  wasjostified  in  what  it  had  done ;  and 
if  it  ware  oot^  an  action  at  law  would  lie 


against  the  Secretary  of  State,  unless  he 
could  show  that  he  was  justified  in  isaaing 
his  warrant.     Now,  after  what  had  passed 
on  this  and  on  a  former  occasion,  he  most 
say  that  his   hon.  Colleague  had   been 
placed  in   a  most  unfair  position.     His 
hon.  Colleague  was  a  man  of  great  ability 
and  great  valour.  His  hon,  Colleague  bad 
the  conBdence  of  the  country,  and  be  was 
entitled  to  that  confidence :  and  no  man, 
he  must  say,  exercised  his  functions  as  a 
Member  of  that  House  in  a  more  honest, 
a  more    able,  or    a    more    independent 
manner.     What,   then,  was  the  position 
of  his  hon.  Colleague  ?    A  foreigner,  re- 
lying upon  his  abilities,  entrusts  to  him  a 
petition  ;  that  foreigner  said,  *'  My  letters 
have  been  opeued  in  your  Post  Office.    I 
consider  myself  an  ill-used  asan.    1  rely 
upon  you  to  bring  forward  my  case."  The 
subject  was  first  mentioned  in  that  fom  ; 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
asked  a  question  as  to  the  number  of  war- 
rants that  he  had  issued,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  when  he  was  so  asked, 
as  to  the  warrants  he  had  issued,  if  he  had 
issued    one    against    another    individual 
named    Stolzman,   his  reply    was,  that 
if  the  hon.   Gentleman   had  given  him 
notice,  he  (Sir  James  Graham)  might  have 
told  him  whether  he  bad  done  so  or  not. 
This  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  reply 
as  to  the  names  of  two  foreigners.    What 
then,  was  stated  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  on  this 
point  ?    His  (Mr.  Wakley's)  remark,  upon 
hearing  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  this^had  the  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man issued  so  many  warrants  that  he  could 
not  recollect  one  name  out  of  the  numb  r, 
and    that  one    the  name  of  Stolzman, 
which  was  certainly  not  a  common  one  T 
Now,  the  allegation  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commons  was,  that  three  warrants  only 
had    been    issued;    and    this  happened 
though   the  right    hon.   Gentleman    re* 
quired  notice  as  to  one  name  when  there 
were  but  two  remaining,  for  the  name  of 
Mr.  Mszzini  was  then  before  the  House. 
So,  then,  the  case  progressed.  The  Secret 
Committee  was  appointed.     It  was  a  nse- 
ful   lesson  to  them:  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  they  might  never  appoint  another.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  they  were  nothing 
more  than    whitewashing  machines    for 
Government — these  Secret  Select  Com- 
mittees.    They  made  a  Report  in  which 
they  mentioned  but  a  few  names*  escind- 
ing  the  great  mass ;  and  then  individnnl 
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Members  of  the  Committee  stood  up,  to 
give  to  these  labours  their  weight  and  au- 
thority by  declaring  that  they  bad  exposed 
all  that  it  was  for  the  public  good  to  have 
mentioned,  intimating  that  it  would  be  for 
the  public  disadvantage  to  state  anything 
more.  But  here  his  hon.  Colleague  as- 
sumed a  new  case.  It  was  to  be  observed 
that  he  was  the  first  roan  who  presented  a 
petition  upon  this  subject— that  he  laid 
before  them  that  petition^  of  Mr.  Maxzini 
that  had  led  to  the  preseSt  inquiry ;  and 
that  it  was  through  his  exertions  that  a 
Select  Committee  had  been  appointed. 
Welly  then,  out  comes  the  Report,  and 
there  was  no  allusion  made  to  him.  He 
was  not  allowed  to  act  on  the  Committee  ; 
and  he  believed  he  was  not  allowed  even 
to  conduct  the  case  of  Mr.  Mazsini.  His 
name  was  excluded ;  and  what  was  now 
the  case  of  his  hon.  Colleague  ?  He  said 
to  the  Secretary  of  State — '<  I  charge  you 
with  opening  my  letters.  I  charge  you, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  with  having  done 
this."  What,  then,  was  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  He  was  not  ab- 
solved. The  name  of  the  Queen  was  in- 
troduced into  this  discussion  in  the  most 
extraordinary  manner.  It  was,  he  must 
say,  new  to  him.  He  considered  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  Ministers  to  allow  no  personal 
responsibility  to  attach  to  the  Sovereign. 
He  thought  that  it  was  the  constitutional 
doctrine  that  the  Sovereign  was  not  to  be 
responsible — that  the  Sovereign  could  do 
no  wrong — that  the  Sovereign  could  do 
nothing  but  with  the  advice  of  Her  Mi- 
nisters. Who  was  it,  then,  who  advised 
the  Sovereign  to  absolve  the  Secretary  of 
State— to  absolve  him  from  his  oath  be- 
fore the  Secret  Committee^  and  not  in 
that  House?  Who  took  the  respoosi- 
bility  on  him  to  do  this  ?  He  should  like 
to  know  on  whom  rested  that  responsibi- 
lity. He  thought  it  was  not  right  in  any 
Minister  to  throw  the  responsibility  that 
should  rest  upon  himself  upon  his  Sove- 
reign, and  to  shield  himself  under  her  in- 
dividual authority.  He  must  say,  that  he 
did  not  think  this  a  just  or  right  exercise 
of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  His  hon. 
Colleague  repeated  the  charge — he  did 
not  speak  in  any  confused  manner — there 
was  no  misunderstanding  him.  His  ac- 
cusation was  this,  **  You  have  opened  my 
letters."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  deny  the  charge ;  but  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  by  implication,  made,  or  af- 


fected to  offer  a  justification  for  the  open- 
ing of  his  hon.  Colleague's  letters;  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  the  country 
was  in  a  very  disturbed  state  in  1842. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated  that  there 
had  been  commotions,  that  there  had  been 
incendiarism ;     that    threats    had    been 
held  out,  and  that  large  masses  of  the 
people  were  in  a  state  of  disturbance. 
Thus^    then,    his    hon.    Colleague    was 
connected  with  the  seditious  movements 
of  that  time.    That,  he  said,  was  the  in- 
ference, and  that  too  was  the  justification 
for  opening  the  letters  of  an  individual 
Member  of  that  House.     He  put,  he  said, 
the  fair  interpretation  upon  the  language 
of  the    right  hon.  Gentleman,  and   be 
wished  to  put  the  House  in  possession  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  plain  and  ob- 
vious meaning.     It  was  not  to  be  mis- 
understood.    [*'  No,  no."]     If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  that,  what 
did  he  mean  ?     Why  was  this  done  with 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
whose  political  course  was  well  known, 
whose  proceedings  were  well  known,  who 
chose  for  the  objects  of  his  attack  those 
who  were  of  high  quality,  and  amongst 
others  the  Home  Secretary  himself,  who 
was  considered  by  his  hon.  Colleagues  a 
proper  object  of  attack,  fair  game  and 
worthy  of  being  hunted  down  ?     His  hon. 
Colleague,  too,  occasionally  attacked  the 
Judges.    He  remembered  on  one  occasion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saying,  that  his 
hon.  Colleague  seemed  to  think  himself 
justified  in  calling  them  to  account.     His 
hon.  Colleague,  then  a  Member  of  that 
House,  in  the  exercise  of  his  useful  func- 
tions, had  his  letters  opened,  and  that 
too,  by  the  party  that  he  attacked  in  that 
House,  and  that,  too,  an  ^individual  who 
said  that  all  his  political  acts  were  per- 
formed by  him  upon  his  responsibility.  His 
responsibility !    What  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  responsibility  ?  What  was  re- 
sponsibility ?     He  never  could  see  it— no- 
body could  touch  it — and  no  human  being, 
gifted   with   the    greatest   sagacity,  and 
aided  by  the  keenest  subtlety,  could  ever 
discover  it.     What  was  the  meaning  of 
responsibility  ?    The  official  character  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  implicated 
in  this  transaction.     But  now  insinuations 
were  thrown  ont — now  they  were  told  that 
commotion  was  threatened— that  rebellion 
and  civil  war  were  impending ;  and  were 
they,  because  such  things  existed,  to  be 
also  told  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  was 
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however  much  might  be  said  with  regard 
to  them ;  I  only  fight  the  untaxed  land- 
lord of  Ireland.  Now,  mark,  in  the  first 
place  he  has  no  assessed  taxes.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  may  bring  their  Irish  horses 
and  Irish  carriages  over  here.  They  may 
enjoy  here  all  the  luxuries  of  their  station. 
The  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dungarvon  (Mr.  Shell)— I  think  he 
will  allow  me  to  call  him  my  right  hon. 
Friend— he  may  bring  over  his  horses  and 
bis  carriages,  and  enjoy  them  free  of  tax- 
ation. Why  should  I,  if  1  could  afford 
to  have  horses  and  carriages,  be  placed 
in  a  different  situation  ?  He  may  bring 
over  his  three  horses  and  not  pay  for  one 
of  them ;  but  if  I  should  require  a  horse 
to  ease  my  infirmities,  down  comes  the 
tax-gatherer  and  compels  me  to  pay 
for  them.  Now,  on  what  principle  is  it 
that  Irish  landlords  are  placed  in  this 
position  ?  They  may  enjoy  London  life; 
they  may  occupy  their  lodgings  here; 
and,  when  the  fine  weather  comes,  they 
may  go  to  France,or  to  Brussels,  or  up  the 
Rhine,  and  they  pay  no  taxes*  But  I,  if 
I  leave  my  house,  if  1  can  providentially 
get  abroad, — I  leave  It  in  the  iron  grasp 
of  the  tax-gatherer.  Quarter-day  comes 
round,  and,  whether  I  am  at  home  or  not, 
round  comes  the  tax-gatherer.  The  Irish 
landlord,  on  the  other  hand,  can  leave  bis 
own  country*-can  come  to  London,  go  to 
Paris,  to  Vienna,  to  Naples,  back  to  Dub- 
lin, and  then  again  to  London;  but  no 
tax-gatherer  follows  him.  How  gay  his 
condition  I  How  happy  his  estate !  But 
look  to  the  condition  of  the  peasantry  of 
his  country ;  to  the  vicissitudes  that  attend 
the  profeuional  life  in  this  country;  to  the 
hard- worked  days  and  nights  of  the  maou- 
factunng  population,  the  anxieties  of  trade, 
the  sleepless  nights  of  the  merchant  who 
has  his  ventures  on  all  the  seas— looking  at 
all  these  things,  I  torn  round  to  this  gmy 
lord  of  many  thousands,  and  ask  how  be 
has  the  face  to  talk  to  the  House  of  Com. 
roons  of  the  advantages  of  the  Income 
tax  ?  I  hope  that  sometimes  he  may  feel 
some  motion  of  shame  on  this  account,  and 
that  if  he  does  derive  advantage  from 
the  injustice,  he  will  at  least  not  have  the 
face  to  glorv  in  it.  Sir,  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  further,  but  move  the  addition 
of  the  words  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

Mr.  Sknl :  Sir/  my  hon.  Friend— he 
will  permit  me  to  reaprocate  the  phrase  of 
Ptrliemeatary  eadeariacDi -*  bis  often 


expressed  his  solicitude  for  Ireland ;  bill 
as  the  dismal  agriculturists,  by  whom  that 
locslity  is  occupied  in  this  House,  which « 
in  the  vocabulary  of  an  American  review, 
may  be  designated  as  *'  the  bench  of  re- 
pentance," have  reason  to  offer  op  m 
prayer  that  *'  Heaven  should  save  them 
from  their  friends/'  in  that  proverbial  ejaco* 
lation  Irishmen  have  cause  to  coincide.  My 
hon.  Fiiend  is  determined  to  give  us,  in 
the  form  of  an  Income  Tax,  the  benefit  of 
British  institutions — a  benefit  analogoM 
to  that  which  we  derive  from  the  English 
Church.  My  hon.  Friend  has  thought  it 
judicious  to  advert  to  his  '*  absent  friends" 
in  Ireland  in  language  of  exceedingly  uih 
qualified  and  exceedingly  unprovoked 
condemnation.  I  do  not  agree  with  them 
in  the  view  which  they  adopti  because  I 
consider  it  to  be  wiser  to  attend  in  Par* 
liament,  and  to  do  my  utmost  to  obtain 
redress  for  the  grievances  of  my  country ; 
but  if  my  hoo.  Friend  will  reflect  ft  little, 
he  will  see  that  his  censure  of  Mr.  O'Coo* 
nell  and  his  associates  is  most  undeserved* 
The  case  they  make  is  this — they  insist, 
and  with  melancholy  truth,  that  year  after 
^ear  they  have  endeavoured  to  obtain 
justice  for  their  country,  and  that  all  their 
efforts  have  been  vain;  that  the  Irish 
Members  are  swamped  and  overwhelmed 
by  a  great  and  prejudiced  English  majo* 
rity;  that  Ireland  has  not  an  adequate 
representation  in  this  House;  that  while 
Wales  sends  thirty-three  Members  to  Par- 
liament, with  a  population  of  700,000, 
the  great  county  of  Cork,  with  800,000, 
returns  only  five  Members;  that  while 
towns  in  England,  with  a  population  of 
2,000  or  3,000,  (return  two  Meaben, 
there  are  towns  in  Ireland,  Carriek-on* 
Suir  and  Thurles  for  example,  with  a  po» 
pulation  of  12,000  each,  which  do  not 
return  a  single  Representative ;  that  the 
elective  franchise  of  the  two  countries  ia 
not  the  same,  and  that  Ireland  has  a 
miserable  constituency,  because  yon  deny 
her  a  fair  Registration  Bill.  This  is  the 
justification  of  my  Irish  Parliamentary 
friends,  who  conceive  that  a  bitter  Pariia- 
mentary  experience  affords  a  warrant  fee 
their  recession.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
has  often  expressed  a  coincidence  with  the 
views  of  Irish  Members  in  refeieoce  to  the 
denial  of  justice  in  these  important  i»* 
gards;  and  when  these  men  remain  in  thdr 
own  country,  he  surely  ought  not  to  visk 
them  with  such  unmeasurM  repiobatioa, 
I  do  not  coincide  in  the  f  iew  whidi  llMy 
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hara  adopted  respecting  the  policy  of 
staying  away ;  but,  while  I  state  this,  I 
caoDot  forbear  from  adding,  that  there  is 
more  than  plausibility  in  the  suggestion, 
that  it  is  better  to  array  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  form  them  into  a  vast  and 
united  mass,  in  order  by  a  "  gentle 
violence,"  a  pressure  from  without,  the 
Minister  maybe  induced  to  afford  redress 
where  redress  is  so  much  required,  than 
to  deliver  themselves  of  speeches  in  this 
House  which  will  not  be  followed  by  any 
practical  advantage  to  the  country.  I  have 
thought  myself  bound  to  state  thus  much 
on  behalf  of  the  men  of  whose  love  of 
country  I  have  seen  such  proof,  and  I 
turn  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kendal  wishes  the  Income  Tax  to  be  perpe- 
tual ;  my  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath  wishes 
it  to  be  universal.  '*  Eternity  !*'  cries  out 
the  one — "  Infinity!"  exclaims  the  other. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  would  spread 
the  perpetual  blister  over  the  whole  impe- 
rial frame.  But  not  the  whole  of  the  blister, 
because  while  schedule  D.  and  all  the 
otherschedules  are  fastened  upon  England, 
he  would  put  schedule  A.  only  upon  my 
impoverished  and  emaciated  country.  He 
is  in  this  particular  singularly  inconsistent 
with  himself.  My  hon.  Friend  has  ad- 
verted to  a  recommendation  I  presumed  to 
give  him.  I  ventured,  indeed,  to  tell  him, 
Uiat  he  might  usefully  avail  himself  of  the 
interval  which  should  elapse  between 
Tuesday  morning  and  Wednesday  night, 
in  order  to  peruse  with  attention  the  great 
speech  of  Edmund  Burke  upon  the  conci* 
liation  of  America.  I  submit  that  in  my 
judgment  that  speech  might  have  been 
perused  by  my  hon.  Friend  with  singular 
benefit  to  himself,  because  there  are  con- 
tained in  it  many  most  salutary  admoni- 
tions, given  by  that  great  and  prophetic 
statesman  with  an  almost  unparalleled 
eloquence.  Bright  as  was  his  imagin- 
ation, and  although  subjects  the  most 
obacure  were  illuminated  and  became 
transparent  in  the  blaze  of  his  fancy,  yet 
his  philosophy  was  as  profound  as  his 
power  of  illustration  was  astonishing ;  and 
his  wisdom  was  not  the  less  oracular  for 
the  magnificent  embellishment  of  the  tem- 
ple, the  gorgeousness  of  the  shrine,  from 
which  his  predictions  were  announced.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  intimated  that  I  meant  more 
in  speaking  of  Edmund  Burke  and  of  Ame- 
rica than  I  expressed.  I  was  sufficiently 
intelligible,  and  do  not  shrink  from  the  con* 


struction  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  pot 
upon  the  reference  which  he  thinks  it  ad« 
venturous  on  iny  part  to  have  made.  But  I 
might  have  referred  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  to  the  authority  of  another  great  states- 
man— the  distinguished  advocate  of  Lower 
Canada  and  its  Assembly  in  this  House.  Of 
that  eminent  person  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  may  think  humbly,  but  everybody  else 
must  form  the  highest  estimate  of  him.  In 
the  speeches  of  the  champion  of  Lower  Ca- 
nada principles  will  be  found,  which  it  were 
well  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  were  to 
apply  practically  to  Ireland.  He  warns  the 
Qovernment  not  to  lay  their  hands  on  the 
revenue  of  Lower  Canada — I  warn  him  not 
to  attempt  to  extort  from  Ireland  a  revenue 
which  she  cannot  afford,  and  which  we 
ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  pay.  No  Mi- 
nister by  whom  an  Income  Tax  has  ever  yet 
been  proposed  ever  thought  it  possible  to 
extend  it  to  Ireland.  Before  the  Union, 
Mr.  Pitr,  although  he  had  fatal  proofs  of 
the  ignominious  complaisance  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  which  surrendered  itself  at 
last  in  a  moment  of  fatal  and  weak  com- 
pliance, never  availed  himself  of  his  influ- 
ence, and  of  those  seductive  means  at  his 
disposal,  to  induce  the  Irish  Parliament 
to  impose  an  Income  Tax  upon  Ireland. 
After  the  Union  the  Income  Tax  was  re« 
pealed  at  the  peace  of  Amiens,  because  it 
was  held  to  be  a  war  tax, — a  tax  to  be  re- 
served for  danger,  a  tax  sacred  to  public 
peril,  and  to  which,  excepting  in  a  season 
of  great  emergency,  no  Minister  was  justi- 
fied in  resorting.  The  tax  was,  however, 
renewed  when  the  war  broke  out  again, 
and  the  terrific  struggle  with  Napoleon 
was  renewed.  Yet  in  the  midst  of  the 
fearful  exigencies  of  England  the  Income 
Tax  was  not  extended  to  Ireland.  It  was 
renewed  by  Mr.  Fox,  by  Mr.  Perceval,  by 
Lord  Liverpool,  yet  by  no  one  of  those 
Ministers  was  the  Income  Tax  extended 
to  Ireland ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet became  Prime  Minister,  and  pro- 
pounded his  projects  of  fiscal  innovation, 
he  explicitly  declared  that  this  grievous 
impost  should  not  be  inflicted  upon  the 
sister  island.  I  do  not  rely  upon  the  fact 
that  there  is  no  machinery  in  Ireland 
adapted  to  its  exaction.  The  imposition 
of  an  Income  Tax  upon  Ireland  would  be 
unjust ;  and,  what  is  unfortunately  of  still 
more  importance  in  the  estimate  of  public 
men,  would  be  in  the  last  degree  impolitic 
and  unsafe.  The  Income  Tax  in  Ireland 
would  be  most  inequitable*    Before  the 
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Union  (relind  hid  a  sorplos  revenue  ex- 
pended  in  Ireland,  and  the  conntry  floo- 
rished.  You  induced  ns  to  enter  with  yoa 
into  a  ruinoui  copartnership,  of  which  you 
have  had  all  the  profits,  while  we  have 
deeply  participated  in  the  loss.  The  im- 
policy of  England  plunged  her  into  deht, 
of  whoee  load  we  are  compelled  to  bear  a 
part :  had  we  remained  in  the  enjoyment 
of  our  legislative  independence,  of  3rour 
ruinous  expenditure  we  should  not  be  the 
victims.  It  ia  most  unfair  that  you  should 
now  call  on  us,  after  all  the  detriment 
which  we  have  already  suffered,  to  bear  a 
portion  of  the  vast  cost  incidental  to  this 
experiment.  You  drain  us  through  the 
absentee  system  (an  inevitable  attendant 
on  the  Union)  of  millions  of  money,  which, 
instead  of  circulating  through  Ireland, 
swell  the  overflowings  of  the  deep  and 
broad  Pactolus  of  British  opulence*  You 
have  transferred  all  our  public  establish- 
ments to  this  single  point  of  imperial  cen- 
traliystiont    the    revenue  which   Ireland 

ifi<*lds  is  extiended  not  in  Ireland,  but 
lere  )  and  of  this  evil  I  cannot  present  to 
J^nu  a  more  striking  exemplificatu^o  than 
II  »p|Hialing  to  the  fact  th«t  the  Crown, 
renii  and  (iuit«rents  of  Ireland  have  been 
Isid  out  on  the  splendours  of  Windsor 
i'Mtle,  and  the  embeUishnent  of  tbis  vest 
mDtrupolis,  I  may  parenthetically  su^^est 
to  the  head  of  the  Government,  thli  in 
the  c|ult-renta  and  Crown-rents  of  beiaad. 
he  haa  a  fund  at  hand  with  which  h»  pro- 
jects in  refefenee  to  educattoo  can  be 
leaddv  and  largely  accoiBp(':ih«d.  When 
ftom  Ireland  yon  already  take  so  much,  it 
would  be  SMSt  nnju»t  Ibkst  yon  sho«.  d  en- 
dto^onr  to  extmci  still  snore.  B«t,  if  the 
piopotttion  bn  »ntt  n3j>ist«  it  is  sti.I  snore 
wnwwe.  If  $wtl>  wttSk  Wood's  ha  >i£ 
wtts  aUe  to  «lk>  so  mwch«  «h«c  w^u^d 
tko  mntt  cf  whoon  Swttt  woe  me 

be  abiie  to  nc^arro  wt.a  thte  Incuoie 
t  TVe  peeasnie  n^  tike  loconie  Tnx 
>«l  cwnan  Cftthciiciss«  Protest la ism. 
Cahnmssnk  to  ceoleKtr  mco  gae  «-»€ 
oi focssidi^e  iiacoafen'.  Wic 
dnwbc  tliAC  ue  3i«iiioer  rbr  DcQtid.. 


ment  in  its  independence  may  be  ezian! 
from  you.     Have  a  cam  tbeo  ham  jz 
deal  rashly  with  Ireland.     Do  MOt,  far  c 
sake  of  a  small  accesaion  to  tke  leios 
do  us  an  injustice,  and  a  aignml  detrwc 
to  yourselves.    There  are  other  sDcaas  ; 
obtaining  a  revenue  from  f  relamd  beam 
an  Inoome  Tax.     There  in  an  alehyaif  : 
good  government.     By  dotn^  peifccc  jn- 
lice  you  can  largely  save,   nod   aavw  e 
equivalent  to  gain.      Joatioe  is  a  gooc 
housewife.     My  boo.  and   frm^ml  Fries: 
the  Member  for  Montroae,  fasw  often  ts^: 
vou,  that  yon  can  by  adoptia^  a  semtf 
'pdicy  in  Ireland  effect  a  greot  redeccks 
and  reduce  your  army  to  albvce  oompsra- 
tively  small.     He  has  ofkeo  siud,  ci^t  r 
in  Scotland  2,000  men  are  qoite  sofficwti 
the  amy  in  Ireland  might  be  redace^  is 
the  mme  pvopoition.     On  Wndmj  last,  is- 
deed,  my  hon.  Friend  in   bis  esthmns! 
forgot  hb  old  topics,  aad  alinost  fergs 
himself.     He  mid   aothin^   <yf  retieoc^ 
ment,  nothing  of  the  economj  of  jastie 
to  Ireland.    Altboagh  poKticsDy  as  vfv 
lam  in  keeping  watch   over    the   pot^ 
ireasare,  m  the  dmgoo  by  which  the  Gd- 
den  Fleece  wns  snid  of  old  lo  lie  gvardoi. 
mv  hon.  Frieml   yielded  to  the  **  marc 
srts*  and  to  the  doqneat  encbanroMa^s  o( 
the  ^sciaaUn;  financier.     Bst  now  tkc 
he  H  rccovmed  from  the  apeO,  I  trust  lbs: 
he  will  take  the  anme  view  as  I  do  in  re- 
fefenee to  the  indhty  with  whicb  a  Iir^ 
cnnid  be  obtainfd 
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while  it  shftll  gire  you  more  food,  will 
take  more  of  your  manufactures  io  return — 
peace  will  enlarge  and  give  security  to  that 
market  which  is  already  (he  best  you 
possess-— peace  will  open  a  wider  field  to 
your  laborious  industry  and  your  com- 
mercial enterprise,  and  for  every  benefit 
you  confer  upon  us,  for  every  indulgence 
you  shall  show  us,  for  every  gift  you  be- 
stow upon  us,  with  an  usury  incalculably 
profitable,  by  peace  you  will  be  repaid. 

Sir  John  Tyrrell  believed  that  the  ob« 
servations  which  had  fallen  from  him  the 
other  night  had  in  some  degree  led  to  the 
present  discussion,  and  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
No  hon*  Member  would  regret  the  gladia- 
torial exhibition  of  eloquence  by  the  two 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  on  the  present 
occasion.     He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  he  agreed  with  the  views  expressed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member'  for  Bath ; 
and  although  he  ( Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  did  not  in 
his  own  person  exhibit  an  instance  of  agri- 
cultural distress,  yet  it  would  be  conceded 
to  him  that  such  distress  did  prevail ;  and 
Gentlemen   would  agree   with  him  that 
distress  was  in  the  habit  of  making  men 
acquainted  with  strange  bedfellows.     He 
WQiuld  take  the  opportunity,  therefore,  of 
explaining  how  it  happened  that  on  this 
occasion  he  should  be  found  associated  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.   He  was  aware 
that  there  were  many  who  were  ill  inclined 
to  support^a  Motion  of  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man, because  he  was  supposed  to  entertain 
extreme  opinions ;  but  ne  for  one,  and  he 
believed  others  connected  with  the  landed 
interest,  was  ready  on  this  occasion,  in  the 
eloquent  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  to  pluck  up  courage  and  to  vote  with 
him.     He  trusted  that  no  friends  of  his,  in 
the  nautical  phrase,  would  be  found  '*  to 
'bout  ship,'*  but  that  their  names  would  be 
seen  in  the  right  place  in  the  Division  List 
to*morrow  morning.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvon  had  contended  against 
the  Motion,  not  merely  on  the  ground  of 
abstract  justice  to  Ireland,  but  because  it 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith  to  adopt  it ;  in- 
asmuch as  it  was  in  opposition  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  Union.     He  (Sir  J. 
Tjrrrell)  took  a  very  opposite  view  of  the 
nature  of  that  Act :  he  recollected,  and  per- 
haps others  would  not  have  forgotten,  when 
the  late  Mr.  Bankes  (father  of  the  present 
Member  for  Dorsetshire),  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  question  of  extending  the  Propertv 
and  Income  Tax  to  Ireland,  required  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  to  read  the  7th  Article  of 


the  Act  of  Union,  in  order  to  show  that  a 
proposition  of  this  kind  was  not  in  viola- 
tion of  it.  If  that  Article  were  now  read, 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvon  would  fall  to  the  ground,  and 
he  would  not  have  a  leg  to  stand  upon.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  over  and  over  stated,  of  late 
years,  that  it  would  be  most  unjust  to  Ire- 
land to  impose  upon  her  an  Income  Tax. 
Sir  R.  Peel  cheered  the  expression  unjust^ 
from  Mr.  Shell.  So  you  will  find  it  re- 
ported in  the  Morning  Post.  That 
expression  he  had  very  recently  heard  re- 
peated, and  vociferously  cheered ;  never- 
theless, it  ill  accorded  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  same  right  hon.  Baronet  in  1833, 
when  in  the  debate  on  the  Budget  he 
said, — 

**  It  hardly  could  be  contended  that  if  a 
Property  Tax  were  established,  Ireland  ought 
to  be  exempted  from  its  operation  ;  he  wished 
to  see  Ireland  as  much  fa?oured  as  possible, 
consistently  with  justice;  but  to  impose  a 
Property  Tax  on  England  and  Scotland,  and 
to  exempt  Ireland,  would,  in  his  opinion, 
however  unpopular  that  opinion  might  be, 
be  extremely  unjust." 

Such  was  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  1833,  and  why  he  had  since 
altered  it  he  had  never  explained.  The 
purpose  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
was  not  to  touch  the  poor,  but  to  deal 
with  the  rich,  of  Ireland,  and  in  his 
speech  be  addressed  himself  to  various 
sections  of  the  House.  He  (Sir  J. 
Tyrrell)  might  make  a  similar  appeal,  but 
not  to  the  same  sections.  Among  others,  he 
might  point  to  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  to  the  expecting  occupants  of  it, 
who  appeared  to  consider  the  places  upon  it 
rather  too  much  in  the  light  of  family 
seats.  If  the  present  Minister*;  abandoned 
those  seats,  they  were  soon  filled  by  the 
same  parties  who  not  long  since  had  been 
expelled  from  them;  and  there  seemed  ge- 
nerally a  pretty  good  understanding  be- 
tween the  Leaders  on  both  sides.  The 
Members  of  the  late  Government,  perhaps, 
too,  frequently  supported  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  the  voluntary  principle ;  while 
he  (Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  and  his  Friends  too  fre- 
quently supported  him  on  the  compulsory 
principle.  In  addressing  the  House  he  had 
this  advantage,  that  as  an  agricultural 
Member,  nothing  was  expected  from  him, 
so  that  if  he  happened  to  say  anything 
tolerable,  it  was  sure  to  pass  current  for  its 
full  value.  Unless  the  country  were  much 
deluded  (and  he  noticed  it  only  as  what 
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Union  Ireland  had  a  sorplus  revenue  ex- 
pended in  Ireland,  and  the  country  flou* 
riihed.  You  induced  us  to  enter  with  you 
into  a  ruinous  copartnership,  of  which  you 
have  had  all  the  profits,  while  we  have 
deeply  participated  in  the  loss.  The  im- 
policy of  England  plunged  her  into  debt, 
of  whose  load  we  are  compelled  to  bear  a 
part ;  had  we  remained  in  the  enjoyment 
of  our  legislative  independence,  of  your 
ruinous  expenditure  we  should  not  be  the 
victims.  It  is  most  unfair  that  you  should 
now  call  on  us,  after  all  the  detriment 
which  we  have  already  suffered,  lo  bear  a 
portion  of  the  vast  cost  incidental  to  this 
experiment.  You  drain  us  through  the 
absentee  system  (an  inevitable  attendant 
on  the  Union)  of  millions  of  money,  which, 
instead  of  circulating  through  Ireland, 
swell  the  overflowings  of  the  deep  and 
broad  Pactolus  of  British  opulence.  You 
have  transferred  all  our  public  establish- 
ments to  this  single  point  of  imperial  cen- 
tralization ;  the  revenue  which  Ireland 
yields  is  expended  not  in  Ireland,  but 
nere ;  and  of  this  evil  I  cannot  present  to 
you  a  more  striking  exemplification  than 
in  appealing  to  the  fact  that  the  Crown- 
rents  and  quit-rents  of  Ireland  have  been 
laid  out  on  the  splendours  of  Windsor 
Castle,  and  the  embellishment  of  this  vast 
metropolis.  I  may  parenthetically  suggest 
to  the  head  of  the  Government,  that  in 
the  quit-renta  and  Crown-rents  of  Ireland, 
he  haa  a  fund  at  hand  with  which  his  pro- 
jects in  reference  to  education  can  be 
readily  and  largely  accomplished.  When 
from  Ireland  you  already  take  so  much,  it 
would  be  most  unjust  that  you  should  en- 
deavour to  extract  still  more.  But,  if  the 
proposition  be  most  unjust,  it  is  still  more 
unwise.  If  Swift  with  Wood's  halfpence 
was  able  to  do  so  much,  what  would  not 
the  man  of  whom  Swift  was  the  pre- 
cursor be  able  to  achieve  with  the  Income 
Tax  ?  The  pressure  of  the  Income  Tax 
would  cause  Catholicism,  Protestantism, 
and  Calvinism,  to  coalesce  Into  one  vast 
compact  of  formidable  discontent.  Who 
can  doubt  that  the  Member  for  Donegal, 
the  instant  the  Income  Tax  was  extended 
to  Ireland,  would  burst  into  a  Repealer, 
and  enroll  himself  among  the  burning  pa- 
triots of  the  Conciliation  Hall  ?  In  1782, 
the  Protestants  and  Catholics  of  Ireland 
extorted  the  independence  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Ireland  ;  and  there  are  those  who 
not  only  hope,  but  believe,  that  before 
they  die,  the  restoration  of  that  Parlia- 


ment in  its  independence  may  be  extorted 
from  you.    Have  a  care  then  bow  yoo 
deal  rashly  with  Ireland.     Do  not,  for  tbe 
sake  of  a  small  accession  to  the  reveoae, 
do  us  an  injustice,  and  a  signal  detriment 
to  yourselves.    There  are  other  meana  of 
obtaining  a  revenue  from  Ireland  beaidei 
an  Income  Tax.     There  is  an  alchymy  in 
good  government.     By  doing  perfect  jus- 
tice you  can  largely  save,  and  saving  ia 
equivalent  to  gain.      Justice  ia  a  good 
housewife.     My  hon.  and  frugal  Friend. 
the  Member  for  Montrose,  has  often  told 
you,  that  you  can  by  adopting  a  soond 
policy  in  Ireland  effect  a  great  reduction, 
and  reduce  your  army  to  a  force  compara- 
tively small.     He  has  often  said,  that  aa 
in  Scotland  2,000  men  are  quite  auffieient, 
the  army  in  Ireland  might  be  reduced  in 
the  same  proportion.     On  Friday  last,  in- 
deed, my  hon.  Friend  in  his  enthusiasm 
forgot  his  old  topics,  and  almost  forgot 
himself.     He  said  nothing  of  retrench- 
ment, nothing  of  the  economy  of  justice 
to  Ireland.    Although  politically  as  vigi« 
lant  in  keeping  watch  over  the  public 
treasure,  as  the  dragon  by  which  the  Gol- 
den Fleece  was  said  of  old  lo  be  guarded, 
my  hon.  Friend   yielded  to  the  '*  magic 
arts'*  and  to  the  eloquent  enchantmenta  of 
the  fascinating  financier.     But  now  that 
he  is  recovered  from  the  spell,  I  trust  that 
he  will  take  the  same  view  as  I  do  in  re« 
ference  to  the  facility  with  which  a  large 
revenue  could  be  obtained  from  a  country 
whose  resources,  through  misrule,  remain 
undeveloped.    If  you  will  but  endeavour 
to  adapt  your  institutions  to  Ireland,  in* 
stead  of  labouring  to  adapt  Ireland  to  your 
institutions— in  that  antithesis  yon  will 
find  that  a  great  deal  of  truth  is  condensed 
— if,  I  repeat,  instead  of  adapting  Ireland 
to  your   institutions,  you  do  bat  try  to 
adapt  your  institutions    to    Ireland^f, 
instead  of  inflicting  a  temporary  tranquil- 
lity, you  confer  a  perpetual  peace,  yon 
will  obtain  from  Ireland  a  revenue  Car  ex- 
ceeding anything  which,  by  the  tortaie  of 
this  inquisitorial  imposition,  it  would  be 
possible  for  you  lo  obtain.     Peace,  Ime 
peace— peace  founded  upon  justice,  end 
equality,  and   national  contentmeot,  baa 
an  enriching  as  well  aa  a  civiliainff  and 
ameliorating    attribute.    Peace  will  pay 
yoo  large  import  dutiea^peace  will  con- 
sume in    abundance  au^r,    and  oolbe, 
and  tea,  and  every  article  on  which  m 
charge  will  remain—  peace  will  draw  from 
the  earth  twice  its  ordinary  retvnii  and 


765 


The  Income  Tax. 


{Feb.  19} 


The  Inewne  Tax» 


766 


while  it  shall  gi?e  you  more  food,  will 
Uke  more  of  your  manufacturei  in  return — 
peace  will  enlarge  and  give  security  to  that 
market  which  is  already  the  best  you 
possess-— peace  will  open  a  wider  field  to 
your  laborious  industry  and  your  com- 
mercial enterprise,  and  for  every  benefit 
you  confer  upon  us,  for  every  indulgence 
you  shall  show  us,  for  every  gift  you  be- 
stow upon  us,  with  an  usury  incalculably 
profitable,  by  peace  you  will  be  repaid. 

Sir  John  Tyrrell  believed  that  the  oh* 
servations  which  had  fallen  from  him  the 
other  night  had  in  some  degree  led  to  the 
present  discussion,  and  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
No  hon.  Member  would  regret  the  gladia- 
torial exhibition  of  eloquence  by  the  two 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  he  agreed  with  the  views  expressed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath ; 
and  although  he  ( Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  did  not  in 
his  own  person  exhibit  an  instance  of  agri- 
cultural distress,  yet  it  would  be  conceded 
to  him  that  such  distress  did  prevail ;  and 
Gentlemen  would  agree  with  him  that 
distress  was  in  the  habit  of  making  men 
acquainted  with  strange  bedfellows.  He 
would  take  the  opportunity,  therefore,  of 
explaining  how  it  happened  that  on  this 
occasion  he  should  be  found  associated  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  He  was  aware 
that  there  were  many  who  were  ill  inclined 
to  support^  a  Motion  of  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man, because  he  was  supposed  to  entertain 
extreme  opinions ;  but  ne  for  one,  and  he 
believed  others  connected  with  the  landed 
interest,  was  ready  on  this  occasion,  in  the 
eloquent  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  to  pluck  up  courage  and  to  vote  with 
him.  He  trusted  that  no  friends  of  his,  in 
the  nautical  phrase,  would  be  found  '*  to 
*bout  ship,"  but  that  their  names  would  be 
seen  in  the  right  place  in  the  Division  List 
to*morrow  morning.  The  right  hon.  Mem« 
her  for  Dungarvon  had  contended  against 
the  Motion,  not  merely  on  the  ground  of 
abstract  justice  to  Ireland,  but  because  it 
would  be  a  breach  of  faith  to  adopt  it ;  in- 
asmuch as  it  was  in  opposition  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  Union.  He  (Sir  J. 
Tjrrrell)  took  a  very  opposite  view  of  the 
nature  of  that  Act :  he  recollected,  and  per- 
haps others  would  not  have  forgotten,  when 
the  late  Mr.  Bankes  (father  of  the  present 
Member  for  Dorsetshire),  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  question  of  extending  the  Propertv 
and  Income  Tax  to  Ireland,  required  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  to  read  the  7th  Article  of 


the  Act  of  Union,  in  order  to  show  that  a 
proposition  of  this  kind  was  not  in  viola* 
tion  of  it.  If  that  Article  were  now  read, 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvon  would  fall  to  the  ground,  and 
he  would  not  have  a  leg  to  stand  upon.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  over  and  over  stated,  of  late 
years,  that  it  would  be  most  unjust  to  Ire- 
land to  impose  upon  her  an  Income  Tax. 
Sir  R.  Peel  cheered  the  expression  unjust^ 
from  Mr.  Sheil.  So  you  will  find  it  re- 
ported in  the  Morning  Post.  That 
expression  he  had  very  recently  heard  re- 
peated, and  vociferously  cheered;  never- 
theless, it  ill  accorded  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  same  right  hon.  Baronet  in  1833, 
when  in  the  debate  on  the  Budget  he 
said, — 

*'  It  hardly  could  be  contended  that  if  a 
Property  Tax  were  established,  Ireland  ought 
to  be  exempted  from  its  operation ;  he  wished 
to  see  Ireland  as  much  fa?oured  as  possible, 
consistently  with  justice;  but  to  impose  a 
Property  Tax  on  England  and  Scotland,  and 
to  exempt  Ireland,  would,  in  his  opinion, 
however  unpopular  that  opinion  might  be, 
be  extremely  unjust." 

Such  was  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  1833,  and  why  he  had  since 
altered  it  he  had  never  explained.  The 
purpose  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
was  not  to  touch  the  poor,  but  to  deal 
with  the  rich,  of  Ireland,  and  in  his 
speech  he  addressed  himself  to  various 
sections  of  the  House.  He  (Sir  J. 
Tyrrell)  might  make  a  similar  appeal,  but 
not  to  the  same  sections.  Among  others,  he 
might  point  to  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  to  the  expecting  occupants  of  it, 
who  appeared  to  consider  the  places  upon  it 
rather  too  much  in  the  light  of  family 
seats.  If  the  present  Ministers  abandoned 
those  seats,  they  were  soon  filled  by  the 
same  parties  who  not  long  since  had  been 
expelled  from  them;  and  there  seemed  ge* 
nerally  a  pretty  good  understanding  be- 
tween the  Leaders  on  both  sides.  The 
Members  of  the  late  Government,  perhaps, 
too,  frequently  supported  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  the  voluntary  principle ;  while 
he  (Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  and  his  Friends  too  fre- 
quently supported  him  on  the  compulsory 
principle.  In  addressing  the  House  he  had 
this  advantage,  that  as  an  agricultural 
Member,  nothing  was  expected  from  him, 
so  that  if  he  happened  to  say  anything 
tolerable,  it  was  sure  to  pass  current  for  its 
full  value.  Unless  the  country  were  much 
deluded  (and  he  noticed  it  only  as  what 
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had  been  called  a  delicate  toucb),  there 
was  at  this  moiiient  a  negotiation  pending 
between  the  noble  Member  for  London 
(Lord  J.  Russell)^  and  the  leaders  of  Con- 
ciliation Hall ;  if  he  had  seen  that  noble 
Member  in  his  place,  he  would  have  ven- 
tured to  ask  him  if  the  negotiation  was  in 
such  a  state  of  forwardness  as  to  enable  the 
noble  Lord  to  lay  the  proceedings  on  the 
Table.  The  object,  of  course,  was  to  obtain 
the  co-operation  of  the  noble  Lord ;  and  he 
believed  that  if  time  had  been  allowed*  the 
walls  of  Parliament  would  already  have 
been  ringing  with  cries  of  justice  to  Ire- 
land :  and  Uie  beautiful  and  often  quoted 
lines — 

*'  Hereditary  bondsmen,  know  ye  not 
Who  wottld  be  free  himself  must  strike  the 
blow  r 

would  not  have  been  heard  from  the  lips  of 
one  man  only ;  but  now  it  appeared  that 
freedom  for  Ireland  meant  freedom  from 
the  Income  Tax.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvon  admitted  that  it  touched 
the  pocket;  but  he  utterly  failed  in  making 
out  any  case  of  deserved  exemption.  He 
would  be  the  last  man  to  impose  a  tax  on 
the  lower  orders  of  Irish ;  but  here  the  aim 
was  directed  at  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
and  unless  they  came  forward  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  they  would  show  little  of  the 
sympathy  they  boasted  for  the  poor.  If 
this  Motion  were  carried,  there  would  be 
little  danger  of  any  of  the  outbreaks  that 
had  been  threatened  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvon;  for  those  who  had 
to  pay  the  tax  were  bound  to  keep  the 
peace  by  the  best  possible  security — their 
own  interest.  He  trusted,  that  before  the 
debate  closed,  some  hon.  Member  would 
endeavour  to  answer  the  unanswerable 
speech  of  the  gallant  Member  for  Donegal 
(Colonel  ConoUy),  which  still  remained  in 
the  full  plenitude  of  its  power  and  elo- 
quence. He  begged  pardon  for  detaining 
the  House  so  long,  but  before  he  sat  down 
he  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  a  mat- 
ter of  business.  He  was  clearly  of  opinion 
that  in  the  Budget  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet there  were  two  taxes  the  remission 
of  which  would  be  of  material  benefit  to 
Ireland;  he  alluded  to  the  imposts  upon 
sugar  and  glass;  she  could  therefore  the 
better  bear  an  Income  Tax,  which,  being 
derived  chiefly  from  the  land,  would  not 
fall  with  any  severity  upon  the  labouring 
classes.  On  the  mere  ground  of  jus- 
tice h?  rested  the  imposition  of  a  Pro- 
perty Tax  on  Ireland ;  but  of  course  he 
only  spoke  for  himself;  and  if  hon.  Gen- 


tlemen by  whom  he  was  sunoandedf  bdd 
that  an  understanding  was  more  bind- 
ing than  a  written  document,  of  coone 
they  would  act  upon  their  own  judg- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had 
said,  that  they  were  crawlingly  alive,  but 
he  (Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  knew  that  they  were 
feelingly  alive  to  anything  like  a  charge  of 
breach  of  faith.  He  did  not  take  the  same 
view,  perhaps,  as  others;  and  he  should 
vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath. 

Mr.  W,  Williamt  had  listened  with 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  the  Member  for  Dungarvon  $ 
and  certainly  he  expected  that  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  been  able 
to  ofier  stronger  grounds  for  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  for  imposing 
the  Income  Tax  on  landed  property  in 
Ireland.  His  own  opinion  on  the  question 
was  not  very  strong,  although  he  did  think 
that  a  gentleman  in  Ireland  enjoying  an 
I  income  of  1,000/.,  10,000/.,  or  pertiapa 
20,000/.  a-year,  ought  to  pay  his  tax  m 
preference  to  a  person  in  this  country  who 
held  an  office  of  160/1  per  annum,  or  a 
tradesman  who,  by  great  industry,  made  a 
profit  at  the  end  of  the  year  to  that 
amount.  But,  whatever  objection  there 
might  be  to  the  proposition  of  the  ban. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  it  would 
surprise  him  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  aUe 
to  offer  any  just  reason  or  objection  against 
the  proposition  which  he  (Mr.  Wiluams) 
should  submit  to  the  Committee.  It  was 
this,  that  all  persons  receiving  public  mo« 
ney  in  Ireland  should  pay,  on  the  amount 
of  their  receipts  of  public  money  the  same 
Income  Tax  which  was  paid  by  persona 
similarly  circumstanced  in  Great  Britain. 
He  should  like  to  know  what  argument 
there  could  be  for  any  person  holding  a 
public  office,  and  who  was  paid  his  salary 
out  of  taxes  taken  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  England,  not  being  subject  to  this 
tax  in  common  with  the  people  of  Great 
Britain.  In  the  statement  he  was  going  to 
make  he  might  in  some  respects  be  in- 
correct, but  he  called  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezche- 
chequer,  to  set  him  right,  if  he  should  be 
so.  He  had  looked  at  the  Income  Tax  Act 
with  great  attention,  and  he  bad  been  at 
most  of  the  public  offices  to  ascertain  the 
practical  working  of  that  tax ;  but  he  con* 
fessed  he  was  not  able  to  obtain  any  clear 
information  on  the  subject.  Now,  he  woul4 
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adr  the  Governmeiit  to  state  to  the  Com- 
mitlee  why  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, with,  he  believed,  a  salary  of  some- 
^ing  like  20,000/.  a-year,  and  a  great 
number  of  Gentlemen  who  were  also  re- 
ceiving large  salaries  in  his  establish- 
ment, were  not  subject  to  this  tax.  Take 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  he  re- 
ceived a  salary  of  5,500/.  a-year,  and  yet 
did  not  pay  this  tax;  but  compare  the 
duties  of  that  office  with  those  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  who  received  5,000/. 
a- year.  No  one  would  contend  that  the  du- 
ties of  the  former  were  in  any  degree  to  be 
compared  with  the  latter ;  and  yet  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  paid  this  tax,  whilst  the  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  who  received  BOOL 
a-year  more  for  doing,  probably,  only  one- 
half  or  one- third  of  the  work,  was  not 
liable  to  it.  He  should  like  to  know  why 
the  Judses  and  Officers  of  the  Courts  of 
Justice  in  Ireland,  who  received  among 
|hem  158,000/,  a-year  in  salaries,  were  not 
liable  to  this  tax,  like  clerks  in  public 
offices,  or  gentlemen  holding  similar  situ- 
ations in  England  ?  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  had  8,000/L  a.year,  and  was  an 
Englishman,  but  he  did  not  pay  this  tax. 
He  believed  that  many  high  and  dis- 
tingaished  officert  in  Ireland  were  Eng- 
lishmen, but  because  they  resided  in 
that  country  they  were  exempt  from 
the  payment  of  this  tax.  Then  take  the 
pensioners — there  was  a  lon^  list  of  them. 
They,  also,  he  believed,  were  exempt.  But 
what  surprised  htm  above  all  the  rest  was 
tbu,  that  in  Ireland  1,260,000/.  was  paid 
annually  for  interest  on  the  public  debt, 
and  every  person  who  resided  in  Ireland, 
who  received  any  part  of  it,  was  exempt 
from  the  Income  Tax.  Take  again  the 
debt  of  the  Bank  of  Ireland.  The  Go- 
vemment  had  borrowed  from  the  Bank 
of  Ireland,  in  consideration  of  the  charter 
to  that  Bank,  2,600.000/.,  at  an  inte- 
rest of  3^  per  cent. — that  was  exempt 
from  the  payment  of  the  Income  Tax; 
while  the  Bank  of  England,  upon  the 
same  species  of  loan  for  which  it  only  re- 
ceived 3  per  cent,  paid  the  tax.  He  should 
like  to  know  upon  what  ground  of  justice 
that  state  of  things  could  exist — that  they 
were  to  exempt  all  those  persons  who  were 
paid  by  taxes  taken  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  Great  Britain,  for  he  would  show, 
if  not  wholly,  yet  that  it  was  pretty  nearly 
sa  How  did  this  case  as  to  taxation  stand? 
From  1802  to  1841  inclusive,  embracing  a 
period  of  forty  years,  after  the  union  of  the 
VOULXXVII.    {JSH} 


two  Exchequers— during  fiflteen  years  of 
that  period,  Ireland  paid  l-12th  of  the 
taxation  of  the  United  Kingdom.  For 
twenty  years  she  paid  1-1 3th,  and  for  five 
years  she  only  paid  l-14th.  At  the  end 
of  the  financial  year,  January  5,  1844,  the 
taxation  paid  by  Ireland  was  4,097,000/. ; 
while  the  taxation  paid  by  Great  Britain 
during  that  time  was  51,300,000/.,  being 
in  the  ratio  of  about  one  to  thirteen.  He 
would  go  as  far  as  any  hon.  Member  in  ob- 
taining justice  for  Ireland  in  every  respect ; 
but  in  regard  to  taxation  she  was  in  a  most 
remarkable  degree  protected .  He  believed , 
moreover,  that  Irishmen  obtained  their  full 
share  of  the  patronage  of  offices  and  places. 
He  was  satisfied  that  if  public  officers,  and 
those  who  received  public  money  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  excepting  the  Public 
Debt,  were  looked  into  strictly,  it  would  be 
found  that  Irishmen  received  pretty  nearly 
one-third  of  the  whole  amount.  ["  No.'*] 
He  had  no  doubt  about  it,  and  in  point  of 
fact  he  believed  that  no  class  of  men  were 
more  industrious  in  besieging  the  office  of 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  that  none 
were  more  successful.  He  would  be  the 
last  man  to  press  upon  Ireland;  but  the 
statements  he  had  made  appeared  so  unjust 
towards  the  people  of  England,  and  so 
much  in  opposition  to  that  equality  which 
Ireland  had  always  demanded  from  us, 
that  unless  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer could  satisfy  him,  by  some  reason 
which  he  could  not  discover,  that  this  was 
justice  to  England,  he  must  persevere  in 
his  Motion.  Much  bad  been  said  about 
the  additional  Stamp  Duty  in  Ireland; 
but  what  did  it  amount  to  ?  In  the  year 
before  the  new  tax  was  imposed,  the  Stamp 
Duty  in  Ireland  had  produced  447,000/. ; 
and  in  the  last  year,  539,000/. ;  the 
augmentation  was  only  92,000/.;  and  of 
that  trifling  sum  this  country  might  well 
make  a  present  to  Ireland,  if  an  Income 
Tax  were  imposed  there,  as  he  proposed, 
as  an  equivalent.  As  to  changes  in  the 
Tariif,  he  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  gone  further ;  642  arti- 
cles out  of  the  whole  813  only  yielded 
75,000/.  With  this  small  reduction  from 
the  Revenue,  the  whole  of  that  number 
might  be  cleared  from  the  Customs'  Tariff. 
It  was  not  easy  to  estimate  the  ex- 
pense and  the  inconvenience  of  collect- 
ing such  small  items  of  duty.  And 
there  was  no  doubt  that  ihe  number 
of  articles  in  the  Tariff  might  be  re- 
duced to  fifty,  without  occasioning  a  loss 
to  the  country  of  more  than  500,000/.  The 
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cost  of  collecting  the  Income  Tax^  the 
Stamps^  and  the  AiseaBed  Taxes,  amounted 
only  to  430,000/.^  though  they  produced 
16,850,000/.^  more  than  one-fourth  of  the 
whole  income  of  the  country  ;  and  if  the 
whole  55,000,000/.  of  our  taxes  were 
coUected  at  the  same  rate,  the  collection 
would  only  oott  1,670,000/.,  instead  of 
which  it  cost  3,670,000/.—- upwards  of 
2,000,000/.  being  thus  lost  to  the  country, 
[[Mr.  JRost :  Question.]]  He  had  no  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  was  impatient  to  ad- 
dress the  House  ;  but  the  question  he  was 
discussing,  perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  aware,  was  just  that  before  the 
House.  By  a  reduction  of  articles 
of  Customs  and  Excise,  he  contend- 
ed, a  vast  saving  might  be  made  in  the 
expense  of  collection.  He  wished  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple he  had  so  well  stated  in  his  open* 
ing  speech.  Some  had  taken  exceptions 
to  the  taxes  proposed  to  be  abolished  ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Williams)  gave  the  head 
of  the  Government  credit  for  wisdom 
and  prudence  in  the  selection,  and  was 
moreover  espedally  satisfied  that  the 
whole,  and  not  merely  part,  of  the  duties 
had  been  abolished.  There  was  one  article 
in  which  he  had  been  anxious  to  sea  a 
change-he  alluded  to  tea ;  for  while  the 
poor  man  was  paying  a  duty  of  not  less 
than  350  per  cent.,  the  rich  man  paid  a 
duty  of  no  more  than  70  per  cent.  He 
was  sorry  that  he  could  not  give  Govern* 
ment  his  approbation  of  their  proposed 
expenditure,  which  was  estimated  this 
year  at  49,690.000/.,  eiclusive  of  about 
4,300,000/.,  which  was  intercepted,  and 
never  found  its  way  to  the  Exche* 
quer;  in  the  whole,  therefore,  the  ex- 
penditure this  year  was  calculated  at 
54,000,000/1,  and  fifty  of  those  millions 
were  derived  from  taxes  on  the  people  of 
Great  Britain.  There  was  not,  in  the 
history  of  mankind,  an  instance  of  such  a 
weight  of  taxation  being  sustained  by  so 
small  a  population.  In  his  celebrated  pam- 

fhlet  the  tight  hon.  Seoetary  for  the 
lome  Department  had  stated  the  taxation 
in  1813 — one  of  the  highest  taxed  years  of 
the  late  war^-at  81,700,000/. ;  but  at  that 
date  paper  money  was  depressed,  he  said, 
36  per  cent.;  which  reduced  the  taxa* 
tion  of  that  year  to  53,000,000/.  of  our 
prsaent  money,  so  that  at  this  moment, 
when  we  were  in  profound  peace,  the  na- 
tion wu  contributingt  in  intrinsic  value,  a 
higher  amount  of  taxes  than  in  1813. 
TUs  slate  of  things  proved  the  utter  reck- 


lessness of  Ministeis  on  the  sooie  of  ex^ 
penditure,  and  loading  the  people  wUk 
oppressive  taxation.  In  1835,  the  es« 
penditure  was  about  5,300,000/.  less 
than  it  would  be  in  the  present  year;  and 
it  was  to  him  inexplicable  how  so  great 
an  increase  could  be  justly  required.  He 
would  not  oppose  the  proposed  tncrense 
for  the  Navy,  for  it  was  Uie  great  hol« 
wark  of  the  country.  We  ought  not  to 
have  less  than  ten  sail  of  the  line  in  an 
efficient  state.  But  how  did  it  happen 
that  this  year  the  proposed  vote  was 
200,000/.  more  for  the  Navy  than  it  was 
in  1841,  when  we  had  twenty-six  ships  of 
the  line  at  sea.^  He  should  like  to  hear 
that  explained.  Again,  he  would  take  the 
Army.  In  1829,  Uie  whole  military  force 
was  109,000  men ;  in  1835,  it  was  100,990 
—in  both  those  years  the  present  men 
in  power  prepared  the  estimates ;— and 
under  the  Administration  of  Lords  Grey 
and  Melbourne,  taking  the  average  of 
the  ten  years  they  were  in  office^ 
the  numbo*  was  105,069  men.  Now, 
what  was  it  to  be  this  year?  The  eBti* 
mate  was  139,480  men,  3,600  marines 
more,  and  10,000  armed  pensioners  nsore. 
And  what  were  the  reasons  assigned  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Baronet  for  this  immense  increase 
offorce  ?  He  said  that  one  regiosent  bad 
been  stationed  in  India  for  twenty*foar 
years--a  statement  which  had  been  veqr 
often  made  before.  Then  the  ri|^  hon* 
Baronet  stated  that  in  1830  we  had 
thirtyofonr  Coloniea,  and  at  the  present 
time  we  had  forty-five.  He  did  not  know 
where  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  find 
them.  He  was  quite  sore  he  mutt  have 
looked  into  some  very  small  nooks  and  eor. 
ners  to  find  that  number.  But  there  waa 
the  same  number  of  Colonies  in  1835,  re* 
quirine  defence,  excepting  New  Zedaad 
and  Hong  Kong,  with  four  or  five  han* 
dred  men  sent  to  each.  He  oould  not, 
therefore,  aee  that  there  was  any  rsa* 
son  for  so  great  a  standing  army  in  a  time 
of  profound  peace.  After  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Both 
was  disposed  of,  he  shoold  sabmit  a  Moliea 
to  the  Committee,  to  the  effort  thai  aU 
persons  receiving  public  money  in  Irahmd 
should  pay  the  same  rate  of  Ineoae  Tas 
as  was^  paid  in  this  oountrj,  wUeh  he 
thou|^t  was  but  just  to  the  people  of 
Great  Britain. 

Mr.  JIoss  would  not  say  anything  at  pea* 
sent  upon  the  proposal  to  tax  inmaes  m 
Irehna  arising  fmn  oilieial  laiphijaient* 
At  first  sight  it  appeared 
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ind  periim  he  might  he  found  votm^  with 
Ua  hon.  Friend.    Ab  to  the  propoBition  of 
the  hon.  end  learned  Member  for  Batb,  he 
did  not  think,  if  he  had  been  in  the  posi- 
tion oooopied  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government^  that  he  could 
have  wound  himielf  up  to  have  made  the 
propOBal  whieh  he  had  made  to-night.    He 
tliought  there  were  grave  questions  of  pub- 
lie  policy  which  ought  to  weigh  against 
the  abstract  Justice  m  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  proposal.  Where  people  were 
living  united  together  under  the  same  laws> 
and  enjoying  similar  privileges,  he  would 
not  contest  the  justice  of  the  proposition 
that  every  man  should  be  taxed  according 
to  his  means;  but  both  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Bath^  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Coventry^  had  mate- 
rially erred  in  reference  to  Irish  taxation. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  the  book 
upon  finance  written  by  Mr.  John  O'Con- 
nell,  they  would  not  have  expressed  them- 
sdves  as  they  had  to-niffht.    He  a^ed  in 
what  had  been  stated  by  Mr.  Robmson  as 
to  the  taxes  repealed  in  1823,  that  they 
were  so  small  at  not  to  have  been  worth 
eoUeoting.    Let  them  suppose  the  assessed 
taxes  to  be  imposed  upon  Ireland:  the  con- 
sequence would  be  that  a  great  number  of 
servants  would  find  their  way  to  the  poor* 
house,  and  horses  and  carriages  would  be 
sent  over  for  disposal  in  this  country.  Now 
it  had  been  said^  with  refisrence  to  the 
bMi  Stamp  Duties,  that  they  did  not  af- 
fect the  landed  interest.    He  was  sure^ 
however^  that  everybody  who  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  attorneys  must  know  that 
such  was  not  the  case ;  and  every  man  who 
had  his  property  divided  into  small  portions 
must  have  felt  the  burden  of  the  tax  in  the 
stamps  required  for  his  leases.    He,  might, 
perhaps,  be  permitted  to  advert  to  a  tax 
reoendy  imposed,  which  had  fallen  with 
peculiar  severity  upon  the  possessors  of 
land  in  Ireland— -he  alluded  to  the  poor- 
rate.    A  man  might  be  possessed,  as  was 
frequently  the  case,  of  500  acres  of  land, 
but  in  consequence  of  the  improvidence  of 
his  ancestors,  he  might  not  be  in  the  re- 
ceipt of  an  income  greater  than  would  have 
been  derived  firom  a  fifth  part  of  it ;  and 
Uie  tax  to  whieh  he  referred  was  not  upon 
the  income  of  the  man,  but  upon  the  whole 
property;  he  therefore  paid  ten  per  cent, 
upon  the  whole  rental,  whilst  he  only  re- 
ceived the  value  of  100  acres.   He  thought 
it  would  be  exceedingly  injudicious,  under 
any  cireumfltanoes,  at  this  period,  when 
th^  had  the  assunmoe  of  the  right  hon. 


Baronet  that  the  Income  Tax  in  England 
would  not  be  continued  for  more  than  three, 
or  at  farthest  five  years^  to  impose  it  upon 
Ireland  also.  He  could  not  help  saying, 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  mode  in 
which  the  discussion  had  been  carried  on 
to-night  would  be  highly  injurious.  The 
mode  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen« 
tleman  had  spoken  of  the  absentees  would, 
he  believed,  exasperate  the  ill-feeling  which 
prevailed  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  he 
hoped,  before  the  debate  closed,  they  should 
find  a  more  conciliatory  tone  assumed,  and 
words  of  more  healing  power  used.  If  the 
measures  which  were  now,  he  was  happy 
to  say,  in  contemplation  for  Ireland  should 
be  found  availaUe,  and  the  public  mind 
become  soothed,  and  a  better  feeling  to- 
wards this  country  existed  on  the  other 
side  of  the  channel,  then,  at  some  future 
day,  when  Ireland  was  relieved  of  present 
grievances,  and  was  prosperous  and  happy, 
he  might  be  found  voting  for  the  imposition 
of  any  tax  of  a  permanent  nature  that 
might  be  sought  to  be  imposed  upon  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Viscount  JBeniar(2  said,  that  representing 
as  he  did  an  influential  and  respectable  con- 
stituency, he  could  not  sit  quietly  by  and 
listen  to  the  sentiments  which  had  been 
expressed,  and  the  arguments  urged,  with 
r^;axd  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  Ho 
felt  it  was  his  duty  to  vindicate  them  from 
the  charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
them ;  and  he  rose  to  say  afew  words  with 
that  object  And  first,  he  might  be  per^ 
mitted  to  allude  to  an  assertion  of  the  right 
hon:  Member  for  Dungarvon  (Mr.  Shell), 
that  because  many  Irish  Members  had 
chosen  to  absent  themselves,  Irish  interests 
were  not  fairly  represented.  In  reply  to 
which  he  could  only  say  that  he  held  the 
only  seat  in  Munster  in  the  hands  of  the 
Conservative  party.  He  denied,  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  landlords,  any  wish  to 
shrink  from  bearing  their  share  in  the  le- 
gitimate burdens  of  the  country.  If  a 
great  national  scheme  was  to  be  carried  out 
—if  a  measure  was  to  be  proposed,  from 
which  great  and  important  beiiefits  wer^ 
expected—- if  by  the  continuance  of  the 
Income  Tax,  and  the  removal  of  a  large 
portion  of  taxation,  the  revenue  of  the 
country  could  be  brought  to  a  more  healthy 
state,  he,  for  one^  could  say— and  he  thought 
he  was  representing  the  opinions  of  the 
majority  of  Irish  landlords— that  he  would 
be  willins  to  bear  equally  vrith  his  fellow- 
subjects  ful  the  burdens  of  taxation— that 
he  would  not  hesitate  to  do  so»-nay,  that 
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he  would  be  ilmiiirii  to  shrink  frani  con* 
triboting  his  share  to  the  natioiial  fondiw 
But  what  were  die  fiMti  of  the  case?    Had 
not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  explained  that 
it  was  inexpedient,  for  various  reasons,  to 
place  an  Income  Tax  on  Iidand ;  hut  that 
he  had  foupd  out  a  tax  whidi  was  fullj 
equiralent  to  it  in  its  revenue?     The  hem. 
Member  for   Bath  proposed  one  of  two 
things — either  to  place  a  tax  meoAj  upon 
the  zeal  property  in  Ireland,  or  to  carnr 
the  whole  tax  in  its  fullest  extent  through* 
out  the  oountrj.     Now,  if  the  tax  were 
to  he  placed  merdy  upon  the  real  pro- 
perty, why  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Bo^uck)  object  to  the  equivalent  which 
he  (Lord  Bernard)  believed  that  the  Stamp 
Duty  affijcded ;  and  wiiich  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  failed  to  show  was 
not  an  equivalent?     Again,  it  could   he 
e&ctively  urged  that  there  was  no  ma- 
chinery in  Ireland  to  ooliect  it ;  and  that 
the  expense  of  forming  such  a  machineiy 
would  swallow  up  a  large  part  of  the 
revenue  to  be  gathered  from  such  a  source. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  had 
proposed  to  ooliect  it  with  the  poor  rates. 
He  thought  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
Guardian  he  would  not  suggest  this.     He 
(Lord  Bernard)  was  happy  to  say  that  the 
liw  was  now  succeeding;  but  he  would 
ask  that  hon.  Member,  who  proposed  such 
a  oourie,  would  it  be  less  than  political 
madness,  for  the  sake  of  a  very  doubtful 
advantage,  to  revive  feelings  in  Ireland, 
which,  he  was  happy  to  say,  were  certainly 
dying  away  ?   Would  it  be  wise  to  do  so, 
even  if  he  were  certain  of  greater  advan- 
tages?    But   there   was  another  ground 
upon  which  the  tax  would  be  inadequate 
and  iniurioui.    By  the  provisbns  of  the 
Act  all  holders  of  land,  of  less  than  the 
yearly  value  of  3(X)/.,  were  exempt  from 
its  operation.     Now,  in  Ireland,  the  great 
portion  of  landowners  did  not  hold  farms 
to    that  amount,  and  therefore  the  tax 
would  not  reach  them.     The  large  owners 
of  land,  it  might  be  said,  would  thus  es- 
cape, because  of  the  small  holders.    But 
that  was  not  the  case ;    for  where  they 
omitted  to  reside  upon  their  properties, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  turned  their 
omission  into  a  blessing  to  the  oountiy. 
From  the  very  earliest  times  of  our  history 
attempts  had  been  made  to  check  absentee- 
ism by  taxation.     In  the  time  of  Richard 
II.,  Edward  IV.,  Henry  VII.,  and  again  in 
1735,  a  tax  of  4s.,  and  of  2s.  in   1773, 
had  failed  to  restore  the  proprietors  to  the 
(Ottotry.    But  tha  right  hon.  Baronet  had 


apin  tnmed  die  oarismon  of  die  talc  h 
bkasing;  for,  fay  exempting 
the  Income  Tax,  he  held  out  a 
dueementr— cme  stronger  than  any 
tax — to  those  whose  duty  it  was    ni  it 
oo^t  to  he  their  inriinatiwi  —  to  veade 
upon  their  estates,  to  retom  to  their  native 
knd,  and  to  alleviate  thewnnta  anddia- 
tresses,  and  oontribute  to  the  cuifott  and 
happinem  of  those  whom  Pvondeaoe  had 
committed   to  their  caie.     Supposing  it 
pleased  the  House  to  iaqnse  thv  tax  on 
Ireland,  how  could  it  produce  anything? 
Was  it  not  a  notorious  het  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  property  in  Irdand 
dened  with  mortgages  and  fiunily 
brances?    And  was  it  not  equally  tm^ 
that  many  who  received  that  moneyy  re- 
sided in   Endand,  and  paid  the  Inaeme 
Tax  on  it  ?    Under  the  drcnmatances,  he 
fairly  believed  that  the  revenoe  thenee  da. 
rivable    would    not   exceed    the    present 
amount  under  the  Stamp  Dotica.    If  the 
hon.  Member  piopoaed  to  asake  the  InoaHK 
Tax  general  all  over  Irdand^  he  woold 
only  uige  him  to  consider   the  prSKOt 
position  of  Irdand.    He  entreated  die  han. 
Member  to  recall  the  state  of  that  countiy 
to  his  mind.     Above  all,  he  bemd  of  him 
toconrider  the  recent  aspect  of  2uradicR* 
A  terrible  condition  of  things  had  j«t 
passed  away.    Large  multitudes  had  aa- 
sembled,  and  the  greatest  fear  prevailed 
throughout  the  country  in  oonaeqi 
but  above  all,  and  more  awful  stfll, 
the  existence  of  those  simullaneous  fires 
all  over  the  country,  accompanied  by  the 
most  terrifying  silence  as  to  their  caiiae, 
but  followed  by  the  most  alarming  rumouis 
and  statements  as  to  what  was  to  follow 
their  repetition.     How  favourably  altered 
were  the  aflain  of  Ireland  now  !     By  the 
steady  course  and  firmness  of  Her  Majea- 
ty's  Government  peace,  tranquillity,  and 
happiness  had  been  reatored.     Many  who 
had  been  formerly  engsged  in  agitation 
were  now  peaceably  and  profitably  employ- 
ing  themselves  in  the  cultivation  of  tlidr 
lands,  and  attending  to  their  private  in* 
terests.    Would  it,  he  asked,  ha  a  vety 
strong  proof  of  poUtical  wisdom  to  renew 
afresh  the  fires  of  party  diseord,  and  to 
afibrd  a  probable  pretext  for  Insh  and  re- 
suscitated agitation  ?   He  had  merely  riaan 
to  briefly  exprem  his  opinion  that  the  ^- 
sent  duties  in  Ireland  were  amply  eouiva- 
lent  to  the  IncomeTax  ;  but  he  could  not 
sit  down  without  giving,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, his  most  cordial  approbation  to  the 
financial  statement  of  the  right  han.  Ba* 
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nmet.    He  felt  that  agriculture  in  Ireland 
was  dependent  for  its  market  on  the  manu- 
fiictures  of  England,  and  that  the  more  the 
prosperity  of  the  latter  country  increased 
m  that  branch,  the  more  would  the  con- 
dition of  agricultural  Ireland  be  improved. 
He  was  firmly  convinced  that  the  depre- 
ciation of  prices^  two  years  ago,  did  not 
arise  from  the  supposed  efiect  of  the  Tariff, 
nor  from  the  alteration  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
which  he  believed  had  preserved,  if  not  as 
high,  yet  a  steadier  price  to  the  farmer. 
He  rgoiced  at  that  prosperity ;  but  he  must 
obiferve,  with  regard  to  the  manufacturing 
interest,  that  though  it  might  be  difficult 
to  legislate  properly  upon  the  statistics  of 
labour,  still  that  it  was  only  reasonable  to 
hope,  that  the  manufacturers,  when  they 
had  received  such  great  concessions,  would 
apply  themselves  to  ameliorate  the  condi- 
tion of  those  under  their  charge.     As  far 
as  Ireland  was  concerned,  there  could  be 
no  greater  boon  given  to  her  than  the  re- 
duction of  the  duty  upon  the  raw  material  in 
cotton ;  for  was  it  nothing,  he  would  ask, 
that  the  people  were  enabled  to  get  com- 
fortable clothing  at  a  cheap  rate,  and  to 
bay  the  necessaries  of  life  for  their  families 
and  themselves,  at  a  price  within  the  most 
moderate  means?     It  was  a  great  boon  in 
another  light,  too ;  for  when  they  consi- 
dered the  mighty  water  power  of  Ireland, 
might  they  not  reasonably  hope  that  all 
those  great  national  advantages  would  be 
turned  to  account ;  and  that,  at  no  very 
distant  day,  their  own  cotton  manufactures 
would  be  established  on  the  west  coast  of  Ire- 
land?   Might  they  not  hope,  that  with  her 
great  water  power,  and  accessible  harbours, 
Slat  soon,  instead  of  sending  for  it  to  Liver- 
pool and  elsewhere,  Ireland  would  import 
her  cargoes  of  cotton  direct  from  America? 
Under  improved  treatment,  they   might 
expect  to  see  manufactures  rising  up  in 
abundance  in  a  country  so  favourable  to 
their  increase;  and  it  was  almost  impos- 
sible so  say  what  advantages  might  arise 
from  an  increased  use  of  exciseable  arti- 
cles.   In  1832,  it  was  stated  that  Ireland 
was  a  better  market  for  English  manufac- 
ture than  many  others  more  sought  for, 
and  more  distant.     He  believed  that  to  be 
Hie  ease  still.    He  believed,  also,  that  if 
Ireland  were  fully  and  feirly  cultivated, 
that  flbe  would  be  able  to  furnish  sufficient 
food  of  her  surplus  to  England,  to  render 
her  independent  of  foreign  aid.    if,  instead 
of  urging  such  notices  as  those,  Uie  hon. 
Member  and  the  House  would  assist  in 
jtevakpng  ker  immense  resources-^if  they 


would  extend  their  capital  to  her  manufac- 
tures, and  make  her  harbours  the  recep- 
tacles of  their  fleets,  they  might  depend 
upon  it  that  she  would  amply  repay  them, 
by  ministering  to  her  increasing  population, 
and  her  daily  augmenting  wants.  Nay, 
more— it  was  his  firm  conviction  that  the 
day  might  not  be  far  distant,  when  she 
might  be  able  to  save  England  from  a 
calamity  which  no  nation  ever  survived — 
the  dependence  of  the  supply  of  her  daily 
bread  upon  another  country  —  from  the 
glory  of  England  being  humbled  in  the 
dust,  a  suppliant  at  the  ^et  of  some  foreign 
Prince : — 

**  Supplex  ad  pratoria  regis. 
Donee  Bithyno  libeat  vigilare  tyraono/' 

Mr.  Belleto  agreed  in  the  latter  senti- 
ments to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
utterance;  and  he  was  not  sorry  that  this 
subject  had  been  brought  forward,  because 
it  gave  an  opportunity  for  correcting  many 
misrepresentations  in  reference  to  it;  for 
instance,  like  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry,  who  upheld  his  proposition  upon 
the  ground  that  there  were  many  Irish 
gentlemen  holding  public  appointments 
and  offices,  which  was  not  the  case.  He 
confessed  that,  on  the  first  blush  of  the 
proposition,  it  seemed  quite  reasonable  that 
the  Income  Tax  should  extend  to  all  por- 
tions of  the  empire.  But  there  were  two 
questions  to  be  considered.  First,  the 
applicability  of  the  tax,  aud  the  fitness  of 
it  to  all  parts  of  the  country.  Secondly, 
could  it  be  made  equally  applicable  under 
all  circumstances  ?  The  tax,  if  justifiable 
at  all,  could  only  be  so  in  a  country  which 
was  in  a  state  of  prosperity,  being  pos- 
sessed of  great  wealth,  and  flourishing  in 
regard  to  trade  and  commerce.  But  he 
had  seen  it  stated  that  only  about  one 
million  steriing  of  the  Income  Tax  was 
collected  from  the  land.  That  fact  of 
itself  showed  the  unfitness  of  the  tax  for 
Ireland.  In  England,  the  majority  of  the 
people  were  employed  in  trade, and  manu- 
factures. The  contrary  was  the  case  in 
Ireland,  more  than  three  to  one  being  em« 
ployed  in  agriculture  alone,  which  was  the 
great,  and  almost  the  entire,  source  of  the 
wealth  of  Ireland.  Therefore,  there  was  a 
good  and  sound  reason  for  not  extending  the 
tax  to  Ireland.  The  experience  of  Chancel- 
lors  of  the  Exchequer  from  the  time  of  Sir 
John  Newport  downward,  had  shewn  the 
impracticability  of  applying  the  assessed 
taxes  to  Ireland.  Mr.  Poulett  Thompson 
stated,  in  1830,  that  a  case  of  exemption  had 
been  fully  established  on  behalf  of  Irelancl. 
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In  1807,  the  revenue  of  Ireland  amounted  to 
something  over  4^000,000/,  Between  that 
and  the  condiuion  of  the  war,  taxes  were 
laid  on  which  were  computed  at  upwards 
of  3,000,000/. ;  and  the  result  was,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  that 
day  stated  that,  notwithstanding  the  in« 
creased  taxation,  the  revenue  of  Ireland 
was  ahsolutelj  500,000/.  less  than  in  1807. 
Ireland,  at  present,  required  breathing 
time  to  enable  it  to  bear  this  or  other 
burdens;  and  every  year  allowed  for  re- 
cruiting its  shattered  frame,  and  aoquir- 
ing  vigour  and  healthy  action,  would  leave 
it  more  able  to  take  its  full  share,  if  it  did 
not  already  sustain  it,  of  the  burdeus  of 
the  country.  In  Great  Britain,  trade  and 
manufactures  must,  as  a  matter  of  neces- 
sity, discharge  those  duties  which  in  Ireland 
could,  as  yet,  only  be  performed  by  the 
proprietors  of  the  soil.  The  political  bear- 
ings of  this  matter  in  Ireland  were  also  not 
to  be  neglected.  A  large  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation were  in  a  state  of  the  utmost  depres- 
sion;  and  those  millions  must  necessarily, 
by  their  sufferings,  be  rendered  more  sen- 
sitive even  in  reference  to  burdens  which 
did  not  immediately  affect  them,  if  those 
burdens  should  be  continually  placed  before 
them  as  an  injury  to  their  country,  and  as 
depriving  them,  in  some  degree,  of  the 
chance  of  employment.  The  riffht  hon. 
Baronet  had,  therefore,  exercised  a  wise 
discretion  in  not  attempting,  for  the  pre- 
sent at  least,  to  nress  this  tax  upon  Ireland. 
The  empire  would  be  no  loser,  inasmuch  as 
Ireland  was  the  best  market  for  the  English 
manufacturer,  and  one  every  day  extend- 
ing ;  and  every  thing  that  tended  to  enable 
the  Irishman  to  buy  more  goods  from  the 
Englishman  was  a  benefit  to  this  ocuntiy. 

Mr.  Newdigate  regretted  that  some  of 
the  elder  county  Members  who  had  been 
assailed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  had  not  stood  forward  to  vindicate 
their  characters  from  the  foul  calumnies 
and  libels  that  had  been  heaped  upon  them 
bv  the  hon*  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
(Cries  of"  Order"  af^  "  Chair.") 

Mr.  C.  Buller  rose  to  order.  He  thought 
'*  foul  calumnies'*  was  not  a  phrase  which 
ought  to  be  used  by  one  hon.  Member 
towards  another. 

The  Chairman  (Mr.  Greene)  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  see  that  the  expression 
was  somewhat  strong,  and  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Newdigate  b^ged  to  apobgise  if  he 
had  used  any  expression  tlmt  could  be 
deemed  improper  or  disrespectful  to  the 
House ;  but  he  thought  the  House  would 


admit  that  the  language  and  expremons 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  were  such 
as  deserved,  at  all  events,  strong  expres- 
sions on  the  part  of  Members  who  repre- 
sented agricultural  districts.  Connected 
as  he  was  with  that  part  of  the  country  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  larne 
possession^,  it  ill  became  him  to  hear  his 
mdependenoe  questioned  in  the  manner  it 
had  been ;  and  he  would  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  his  reasons  for  voting 
affainst  the  proposition  before  the  House. 
The  agricultural  portion  of  the  constituency 
he  represented  were  grievously  depressed ; 
in  common  with  other  agriculturists  their 
difficulties  were  great.  But  ou^ht  the  re- 
presentatives of  Uie  agricultural  interest  in 
this  country,  which  was  richer  than  Ire- 
land,  to  vote  for  imposing  upon  their  poorer 
brethren  in  the  sister  island  a  burthen 
which  they  themselves  were  hardly  able  to 
bear  ?  He  did  not  think  they  were  justified 
in  adopting  such  a  course;  and'although 
he  regretted  to  find  that  there  were  some 
agricultural  Members  who  would  not  ob» 
ject  to  impose  upon  their  poorer  neighbours 
such  a  heavy  burden,  he,  for  his  part,  al- 
though he  believed  the  agriculturists  of 
England  to  be  in  a  very  depressed  condif- 
tion,  would  not  resort  to  so  ungenerous  m 
proceeding.  He  felt  that  Irdand  was 
struggling  with  mat  peculiar  difficulties, 
that  she  was  smsxin^  from  a  iqrstem  of 
political  agitation  which  had  existed  for 
many  years,  and  in  his  mind  these  were 
sufficient  grounds  why  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  the  Government  shotdd 
not  seek  to  impose  upon  her  the  burdm 
of  the  Property  Tax.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  would,  upon  reflection,  agree 
with  him,  that  the  course  proposed  hy  the 
hon.  Member  fi^r  Bath,  invdved  a  miseraUe 
and  pitiful  policy,  as  shortsighted  as  it 
would  prove  oppressive.  He  trusted  that 
the  decision  of  the  English  county  Mem- 
bers would  show,  that  the  imputations  cast 
upon  them  and  upon  their  conduct  by  the 
hon.  Member  were  unfounded;  and  that 
the  hon.  Member,  instead  of  proving  that 
the  agricultural  Members  were  base,  had 
proved  simply  that  he  was  incapable  of  ap- 
preciating the  motives  that  actuated  them ; 
indeed,  as  regarded  the  agricultural  Hen* 
bers,  his  ob^rvations  were  highly  charafr- 
teristip,  sraced  by  much  talent,  l|Ut  ill«ooii« 
ditioned  (and  inveteiate.  He  would  that 
he  was  gifted  with  the  eloquence  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  DungarroD« 
then  could  he  do  justice  to  his  cause.    Bat 

as  it  was,  if  the  hon.  and  leaiDod  Member 


»•! 


The  h$$me  T^x. 


{Fbb.  19} 


Tkt  Inam*  Tax* 


n% 


§»  Balb  Aom  to  arm  Uinielf  with  the 
laoome  Tix»  and  crofv  into  Ireland,  like 
the  bigbt  ti  La  Mancba  in  queit  of  ad- 
vepinre^y  with  the  hop.  Member  for  Eaaex 
a»  his  iquirei  he  (Mr.  Newdigate)  strongly 
Wipect^  that  he  would  meet  with  ohstaSes 
more  difficult  to  avoid  than  windmillsj  more 
baid  to  encounter  than  flocks  of  sheep, 

Mr«  MutU9  was  not  at  all  surprised  that 
Irish  gentlemen  should  strongly  object  to 
having  the  Income  Tax  imposed  on  them; 
hut  he  did  not  understand  why  there 
ihould  be  a  difference  made  between  that 
and  the  other  parts  of  the  country.  He 
OQuld  not  understand  on  what  principle 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  to  have  a  large 
remission  of  taxation  made  to  them,  and 
not  to  give  anything  in  return.  He  agreed 
with  the  hop.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  in  his  present  proposition,  and  he 
thought  that*  next  to  an  absentee  tax,  the 
Property  Tax  was  the  best  tax  that  could 
be  impoied  on  Ireland. 

Mr.  RoeiMck  would  only  make  one  ob- 
servation with  respect  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwickshireb 
He  would  leave  it  to  the  House  and  the 
fiountiy  to  judge  whether  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  had  got  the  best  of  the  argument  by 
his  loss  01  temper. 

Sir  H.  WimtUm  Barron  said,  that  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had  not 
attempted  to  point  out  any  ground  for  im- 
poeiog  this  tax  on  the  people  of  Ireland  for 
the  first  time*  In  the  face  of  that  House» 
ho  would  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
should  have  abatainad  from  making  those 
observations  respecting  certain  absent  Mem- 
bers whieh  he  had  indulged  in.  The  hon. 
Member  had  ohosen  to  ti&of  the  ''personal 
insignifioance  "  of  those  absent  Members;  it 
showed  his  gross  icnoranoe  and  presumption 
to  talk  of  those  Genikmen  in  the  way  he 
wonld  not  have  dared  to  have  done  if  they 
had  been  present*  He  repeated  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  have  dared  to  have  said 
what  he  did ;  and  he  (Sir  Winston  Barron) 
would  leave  the  country  to  judge  of  a  man 
who  would  not  say  that  in  the  presence  of 
those  Gentlsnen*  which  he  had  dared  to 
ssy  in  their  abeenee. 

The  Chttirtnant  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  are  unparliamentary  in 
the  imputatioBs  whieh  he  casts  on  another 
hon.  Member* 

Sir  H.  W.  Barrm ;  I  am  not  aware  that 
they^  are.  I  meaa,  that  I  think  there  is 
Bodiiqg  unparliamentwy  in  what  I  said. 

The  CmMrmaii**  Tbs  language  is 
Hranfer^  in  my  opinion^  than  ought  to  be 


used.    I  think  the  hon«  Member  ought  not 
to  indulge  in  it. 

Sir  H,  W.  Bamm  was  always  ready  to 
bow  to  the  Chair.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  had  alluded  to  the  tax* 
ation  of  Ireland,  but  in  a  manner  showing 
the  grossest  ignorance  of  the  question  S 
which  he  was  talking.     He  had  spoken  as 
if  the  landlords  of  Ireland  were  men  who 
paid  no  part  of  the  taxation  of  this  coun. 
try,  or  of  the  revenues  of  the  State.     Was 
he  aware,  that  at  the  time  of  the  Union, 
the  English  debt  was  450,000.000/.,  and 
in  1817  had  only  increased  to  734,000,000/.; 
while    the    Irish   debt,  which    was   but 
28,000.000/.  sterling  at   the  Union,  had 
been  advanced  in  the  subsequent  sixteen 
years  to  1 12,000,000/.  ?    The  debt  of  Ire- 
land was  quadrupled,  while  the  debt  of 
England  was  not  doubled.  And  what  were 
the  taxes  remitted  from  1816  up  to  1842? 
In   England,  In  that  time,  no  less  than 
45,000,000/,  per  annum  of  taxation  had 
been  remitted ;  in  Ireland,  just  2,000,000^ 
of  annual  taxation  had  been  remitted  in 
that  time— one-twentieth  of  the  remission 
England  obtained.  Ac  the  Union,  the  pro- 
portion of  the  taxation  of  Ireland  was  fixed 
at  two-seventeenths  of  that  of  the  Empire ; 
and  the  House  of  Lords  in  Ireland  pro- 
tested against  that  ratio  as  unjust,  because  of 
the  poverty  of  the  country,  as  also  did  Mr. 
Foster,  then  Speaker  of  the  Irish  House  of 
Commons,      but  the  hon.   .and   learned 
Member  for  Bath,  who  brought  forward 
this  question  without  knowing  a  single 
atom  of  the  sulject,  was  probably  not 
aware  that  the  Irish  Exchequer  had  paid| 
not  two-seventeenths,  but  more  than  one* 
sixth  of  the  national  taxation.    The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  might  smile,  but  he 
would  ask  for  fair  contradiction  and  argu* 
ment,  and  not  a  laugh.     Every  one  of 
these  statements  was  taken  from  Returns 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.    What  said  the 
Committee  of  Finance  in  1815— 4t  Com* 
mittee  appointed  by  the  then  Chancel* 
lor  of  the  Exchequer, .  and  upon  which 
there    were   only  two   Irish   Members? 
Aiier  consideration  of  the  subject  for  four 
months,  they  said,  "  Ireland  bss  advanced 
in  permanent  taxation  nK)re  rapidly  than 
Great  Britain  herself,  notwithstanding  the 
immense  exertions  of  the  latter  country, 
and  including  the  extraordinary  and  war 
taxes."     Upon  this  point,  he  had  also 
the  authority  of  Mr.  Foster,  afterwards 
Baron  Foster,  a  Conservative  in  principle* 
and  a  man  of  great  experience  and  au* 
thority  in  maftteis  of  mance.     In  tha 
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House  that  Gentleman  declared,  speaking 
on  the  Consolidation  of  the  two  Exchequers^ 
**  The  taxation  of  Ireland  at  the  Union  was 
2,440,000/.  only ;  in  1810  it  had  risen  to 
4,280,000/. ;  in  1816  it  was  5,760,000/.  ; 
and,  in  fact,  at  this  moment  taxation  in 
that  country  has  heen  carried  to  almnst  its 
7ie plus  ultra"  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Batli^  with  hia  experience  of 
Ireland,  with  his  acquaintance  with  that 
country,  with  his  deep  learning,  and  his 
great  and  transcendent  knowledge  of  fi- 
nance, tells  you  to  lay  an  Income  Tax  upon 
her  as  a  remedy  for  her  grievances.  Lord 
Sydenham,  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1830,  said  that  "  taxation  in  Ireland  had 
gone  to  such  a  pitch  that  the  more  taxes 
they  laid  on,  the  leas  income  they  received." 
That  position  had  not  been  denied  till  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  with 
his  learning,  came  down  to  propose  the  lay- 
ing on  an  Income  Tax.  That  was  his  re- 
medy for  the  grievances  of  Ireland.  Such 
was  the  ignorance  of  men  who  attempted 
to  grapple  with  questions  of  that  moment. 
What  said  Lord  Fitzgerald,  himself  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Irish  Exchequer,  and  who 
brought  about  the  Consolidation  of  the  Ex- 
chequers in  1816 — an  Irishman  of  experi- 
ence, high  character,  great  information,  and 
moderation  too — a  man  greatly  respected  in 
that  House?  What  had  Lord  Fitzgerald 
said  on  this  subject  ?  He  would  refer  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  to  the 
report  of  his  speech  when  proposing  the 
Consolidation  of  the  Exchequers  in  the  year 
1816,  as  reported  in  Hansard.  The  noble 
Lord  is  reported  to  have  said,  "  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  said  that  Ireland  throws  a  great 
burden  on  England,  with  a  view  of  saving 
herself."  Mark  that.  "  You  contracted  for 
her  an  expenditure  which  she  could  not 
meet ;  she  has  been  led  to  hope  that  that  ex- 
penditure would  be  less  when  united  to  this 
country  than  it  turned  out  to  be.  She  had 
paid  more  than? 8,000,000/.  above  her  share, 
being  45,000,000/.  more  than  her  revenue 
for  fifteen  years  "—but  a  higher  authority 
-^the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath — 
told  them  to  lay  on  the  Income  Tax — she 
Was  not  half  taxed  enough ;  that  was  his 
panacea  for  the  evils  of  Ireland !  What  had 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
1622  stated  with  regard  to  the  financial 
state  of  Ireland,  in  his  place  in  Parliament  ? 
''  The  Union  contribution  of  2-17ths  is  now 
allowed  on  all  hands  to  be  more  than  she 
was  able  to  bear.*'  So  much  for  the  infor- 
mation—so much  for  the  experience  and 
for  the  testimony  of  the  hon*  and  learned 


Member  for  Bath.  He  thought  the  Hotifle 
would  rather  lean  to  the  testimony  he  hmi 
quoted  of  various  Chancellors  of  the  £xdM»- 
quer,  than  on  the  financial  experienoeof  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath.  At 
all  events  he  was  confident  that  the  Irisk 
Members  in  the  House,  and  all  Engtisb 
Members  who  had  studied  the  qnestioti, 
and  really  understood  it,  would  vote  against 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mens- 
her  for  Bath.  They  had  inflicted  on  Ice- 
land an  equivalent  duty  to  the  Incoooe 
Tax,  in  the  additional  Stamp  Duty.  Tbej 
would  not  have  gained  one  shilling  more 
by  the  Income  Tax  without  the  Stamp 
Duty.  He  thought  if  they  had  not  laid  a 
shilling  of  taxation  on  the  country,  thejr 
would  have  done  their  duty  to  the  United 
Empire,  because  the  poverty  of  Ireland 
was  great  and  her  property  small^  and  be- 
cause every  inducement  should  be  given  to 
men  of  property  to  remain  in  the  country. 
Ireland  required  that  improvement  more 
than  any  other  part  of  the  Empire.  They 
had  drawn  from  her  her  Parliament,  and 
with  that  the  greatest  proprietors  in  the 
country,  their  friends^  relatives  and  fol* 
lowers,  who  all  naturally  flowed  to  this 
great  city  as  to  a  vortex.  One  of  the  great 
grievances  complained  of  in  Ireland  was 
over  taxation :  they  were  over  taxed  to  an 
enormous  degree  beyond  their  resouioes. 
He  would  maintain  that  there  was  not  a 
country  in  Europe,  with  its  amount  of  re^ 
sources,  that  was  so  highly  taxed  as  iielaad. 
The  landed  proprietors  of  Ireland  were 
very  large  losers  by  the  alteration  in  the 
tithes.  He  never  got  a  single  farthing  of 
the  tithe  from  his  tenants ;  but  he  was  now 
paying  three-fourths  of  it  to  thedergynaa 
where  he  never  paid  a  shilling  before.  Hie 
tenants  before  paid  the  tithes,  and  in  many 
cases  the  landlords  got  no  equivalent  from 
their  tenants.  They  could  not  ask  thdr 
tenants  for  the  pittance  of  10;.  or  20^.,  but 
(the  landlords)  were  called  on  to  pay  a 
gross  sum  to  the  clergymen.  That  was 
the  boon  granted  to  the  landlords.  Then 
there  was  another  heavy  tax  imposed  on 
them— the  tax  to  support  the  poor.  He 
was  not  making  any  complaints  on  the 
subject ;  he  was  delighted  tluit  there  should 
be  a  provision  for  the  poor.  He  was  a 
warm  supporter  of  that  law ;  but  it  was  a 
heavy  tax  on  the  landlords.  In  addition  to 
these  taxes,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  advised  the  imposition  of  an  In« 
come  Tax.  It  would  be  an  impolitic  and 
an  unjust  tax,  in  the  dircumstanoes  of  the 
country.    He  knew  some  of  his  finenda  lud 
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•bunted  themselves  from  Parliament  on 
omncientious  grounds.  It  was  because  they  j 
despaired  of  justice  being  done  to  Ireland, ' 
that  they  had  withdrawn  themselves  in  the  j 
hope  of  better  times.     Those  men  had  the 
sympathies  of  the  Irish  people  with  them, 
and  possessed  their  warmest  confidence  and 
aiiection.    He  (Sir  H.  W.  Barron)  would 
not  d^rade  those  men  by  comparing  them 
with  the  man  who  called  them  insignificant. 
Might  better  times  arise !  For  there  was  a 
stvobg  ffrowing  feeling  of  violent  dissatisfac- 
tion in  Ireland  at  the  present  state  of  things. 
He  implored  men  of  all  parties  to  lay  aside 
ancient  feuds,  and  to  try  by  mutual  sacri- 
fices to  meet  the  wants  of  the  people.     No 
people  were  governed  successfully  for  any 
length  of  time  by  the  sword,  and  Ireland 
was  the  last  nation  to  be  governed  in  that 
nmner ;  but  they  could  govern  her  by  the 
heart  easier,  perhaps,  than  any  nation  was 
ever  so  governed.     If  the  measures  which 
bad  been  brought  forward  some  seven  or 
eight  years  ago  by  the  late  Government 
YaA  been  calmly  discussed,  and  the  grants 
to  Maynooth  had  been  met  in  another 
strain,  and  not  by  meetings  in  Exeter  Hall, 
and  at  Liverpool,  and  eisewherey  grossly 
calumniating  the  Irish  people ;  and  if  the 
leading  journals  of  the  Conservative  party 
bad  not  crossly  insulted  the  priesthood  and 
the  people  of  Ireland,  they  would  have  had 
less  difficulties  to  contend  with*      They 
were  now  reaping  the  bitter  fruit  of  their 
own  sowing.    All  their  acts  could  not  be 
forgotten  in  a  day,  or  a  week,  or  a  month. 
They  might  repent;  but  they  must  be 
plaeed  on  the  stool  of  repentance  for  some 
time  before  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
trust  in  their  professions.    They  were  now 
making  some  compensation  at  Maynooth, 
and  in  their  projected  measures  as  to  edu- 
eation.    He  thanked  the  Government  for 
them;  but  he  would  have  thanked  them 
ten  thousand  times  more  if  they  had  done 
it  before  they  were  driven  to  it  by  agita- 
tion. 

Colonel  CoHolly  begged  leave  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  in  explanation.  He  deplored 
most  exceedingly  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  he  regretted 
that  any  remarks  that  he  might  have  made 
should  appear  to  countenance  its  introduc- 
tion. He  had  referred  to  the  Income  Tax 
in  England  having  given  a  boon  to  pro- 
prietors in  his  own  country,  in  enabling 
them  to  borrow  money  to  clear  off  encum- 
brances on  their  estates  at  2  per  cent. 
less  than  they  had  previously  paid.  But, 
iosteiid  of  this  advantage  oif  2  per  cent. 
lo  them>  the  Motion  of.  the  hoB.  and 


learned  Gentleman  went  to  add  an  imposi- 
tion of  at  least  3  per  cent,  upon  pro- 
perty in  Ireland.  The  Motion  was,  there- 
fore, he  considered  calculated  to  increase 
and  aggravate  the  pecuniary  difficulties  of 
that  country ;  and  he  saw  with  great  pain 
that  it  would  also  tend  to  revive  and  in- 
crease the  agitation  which  unfortunately 
existed  there.  He  hailed  the  abatement 
of  agitation — the  introduction  of  capital, 
and  the  consequent  stimulus  to  industry, 
as  important  symptoms  of  the  advance- 
ment of  the  condition  of  Ireland  ;  and  he 
could  not  have  expected  that  ^any  Gentle- 
man would"  have  availed  himself  of  any 
casual  statement  which  might  have  fallen 
from  him,  as  a  ground  for  interrupting  all 
those  important  advantages  that  he  had 
enumerated.  He  could  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  if  anything  could 
embitter  public  feeling  in  Ireland — ^revive 
agitation  in  that  country,  and  impede  its 
progress  towards  improvement,  it  was — he 
was  firmly  convinced — ^the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
it  was  impossible  for  him,  holding  the 
situation  which  he  had  the  honour  to  fill, 
to  permit  the  subject  then  before  the 
House  to  pass  without  expressing  his  feel- 
ings respecting  it.  Whatever  credit  he 
might  be  disposed  to  concede  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  introduced 
that  Motion  for  general  talents  and  ability, 
he  could  not  allow  him  much  credit  for 
tact  in  conciliating  support,  or  for  skill  in 
estimating  the  value  of  financial  measures. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
made  appeals  of  very  different  charac- 
ter to  different  portions  of  the  House. 
He  had  appealed  to  the  feelings  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  his  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's)  right,  on  the  ground 
that,  by  imposing  a  Property  Tax  on  Ire- 
land, they  would  be  enabled  to  afford  relief 
to  themselves,  and  to  those  whose  interests 
they  represented  in  that  House.  That  appeal 
had  been  met  in  a  proper  spirit  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate\  in  a  spirit  in  which,  he  was  sure,  it 
would  be  met  by  the  great  majority  of  those 
whom  it  was  intended  to  influence.  He  did 
not  think  it  right  to  increase  the  taxation 
of  Ireland  $  and,  if  he  were  right — as  he 
trusted  he  would  be  able  to  show  he  was-^ 
in  that  view  of  the  matter,  then  he  did  not 
believe  there  was  one  hon.  Gentleman  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  would  be  actu« 
ated,  in  a  case  of  that  nature,  by  so  low  a 
motive  as  that  of  imposing  a  tax  on  the 
sister  country— «  tax  calculated  to  pio« 
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duoe  in  that  country  coosequenoes  injuri- 
ous to  its  growing  prntperity^  pgrhapei> 
futal  to  its  oest  interests— for  tne  mere 
purpose  of  relieving  himself  ftom  an  annusl 
payment  of  7d>  in  the  pound,  or  his  tenants 
firom  an  annual  payment  of  Z^d,  in  the 
pound  on  their  incomes.  However  the 
hon*  and  learned  Gentleman  might  appeal 
to  the  feelinffs  of  the  House  on  that  ques* 
tiouj  he  woiud,  he  was  suroi  on  reflection, 
perceive  that  the  hon.  Gentlemanj  the 
Member  for  Warwickshire!  had  taken  the 
proper  and  only  worthy  view  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  hon«  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  expressed  his  opinion  very  strongly  as 
to  the  absence  of  many  hon.  Meml^rs  of 
that  House  who  were  connected  with  the 
sbter  country.  He  would  not  follow  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  through  the 
observations  he  had  thought  fit  to  make; 
but  this  he  would  say,  that  much  as  he 
should,  on  ordinary  occasions,  regret  that 
any  hon.  Member  of  that  House  should 
countenance  the  supposition  that  the  Bri- 
tish House  of  Commons  would  not  be 
capaUe  of  attending  equally  to  the  wants 
of  every  portion  of  the  Empire,  and 
should  in  oonsequence  think  nt  to  ab* 
sent  himself  from  his  duties  in  Parlia* 
ment,  still  he  felt  that  if  ever  there  was 
an  occasion  on  which  he  should  be  disposed 
to  regret  the  absence  of  such  Members  less 
than  another,  it  was  on  a  night  like  thati 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  debate 
a  question  peculiarly  calculated  to  affect 
the  interests  of  that  portion  of  the  country 
to  which  those  hon.  Meraben  belonged; 
because  he  was  convinced  the  result  of  that 
debate  would  be  such  as  to  satisfy  those 
hon*  Gentlemen  that  they  had  misunder* 
stood  and  miscalculated  the  feelings  of 
England,  and  of  the  English  Members  in 
that  House.  He  was  convinced  that  tbo 
vote  of  thai  night  would  satisfy  those  ab- 
sent Irish  Members,  if  they  were  dis- 
posed to  reflect  at  all,  that  it  was  not  the 
presence  of  the  Representatives  of  that  par* 
ticular  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
which  made  the  interests  pf  that  portion 
be  attended  to;  but  that  the  assembled 
House  of  Commons  was— in  their  ah* 
sence — disposed  to  watch  with  more  than 
usual  care  the  interests  of  that  part  of 
the  Empire;  and  to  deal  with  that  por- 
|ian,  the  Representatives  of  which  ab« 
sented  themselves,  in  the  same  spirit 
as  with  the  remainder,  and  save  it 
from  burdens  which  they  were  them- 
pelves  unwilling  to  bear.  If  the  debate 
of  that  evening  tended  to  produce  that 
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oonsideiable  one— would  be  doiived 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  lemml  Gmh^ 
tleman.    Put  to  come  to  the  immeiliaft> 
subject  of  the  Resolution  before  the  Houee 
—-namely,  whether  it  were  espedient  thsi( 
they  should  impose  on  Ireland  an    I«* 
come   Tax   leviable   from  real  psopcK^ 
—for  that,  he  believed,  ww  the  prapoaitiap 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.    Th» 
hon*  and  learned  Gentleman,  in  teiWHW 
indeed,  proposed  something  move;  far  he 
proposed  to  extend  to  Ireland*  not  onlj  tlw 
tax  upon  real  property,  now  p^aUe  m 
this  country,  but  also  to  eontinue  the  in^ 
creased  Stamp  Duties,  which  the  House  had 
originally  imposed  upon  Ireland  as  an  eqpii- 
valent  to  the  Income  Tax  on  Grreat  Britein. 
[Mr.  Bo€lmek:  I  said» remit  those  dutiea J  If 
he  had  been  led  into  a  mistakp,  it 
consequence  of  the  wording  of  the 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlnwsen 
The  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Geii« 
tleman  distinctly  stated,  that  in  addilien 
tp  the  Property  and  Income  Taxeai  and  the 
Stamp  Duties  in  Ireland,  it  was  oBpedieiift 
further  to  add  the  worda-^thal  die  proid* 
siona  of  the  said  Ad  should  he  extended  to 
Irehind>  under  the  vegulatioos  Qentumed 
in  the  notice.    He  heA  no  wish  to  press 
upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Gmtleman  waj 
expression  of  opinion  which  he  had  not 
intended  to  offisr  to  the  House;  end  he 
begged  to  assure  him  that  he  alluded  to 
the  wordbg  of  the  Motion  meiely  fcr  the 
purpose  of  justifying  himself  in  the  slatav 
ment  which  he  had  been  induced  to  make. 
As  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  denied 
his  intention  of  advocating  the  continmnee 
of  the  Stamp  Duty  in  Ireland,  ia  addition 
to  a  Property  Tax,  he  (thp  ChanoeUot  ef 
the  Exchequer)  was  of  course  to  presume 
that  he  had  no  such  desire.    The  learned 
Gentleman    had    said    that    they 
called  upon  to  provide  for  the 
exigeneies  of  the  Empire*  that  isb  finr  exi» 
gendes  that  applied  equally  to  every  pan 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  an  equal  dis* 
tributiott  of  the  amount  on  alL    Now»  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  hon*  and  learned 
Gentleman  laboured  under  a  misapprehend 
sion  on  that  particular  point.    He  seemed 
to  think  that  an  equal  provision  tat  the 
common  exigencies  of  the  United  King* 
dom>  implied  not  merely  an  equal  share  of 
the  common  burdens!,  but  an  application  to 
all  the  parts  of  the  Empire  of  the  saaip 
identical  tanea.    That  was  not  viFhal  he 
understood  by  the  different  portions  of  the 
United  Kingdom  bearing  in  common  the 
neoemry  burdens  of  the  Stato*    InamiH 
priating  tho  ivspeotive  flharea  of  t|ioie  bua* 
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dmi8  lo  eaehy  they  should,  on  all  occasions, 
have  reference  to  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  the  particular  portion  of  the  Empire  for 
which  th^  l^dated.  They  could  not 
form  an  iron  nue  to  be  applied  indiscrimi- 
nately to  every  part  of  the  population ; 
but  they  should  be  governed  by  the  condi- 
tions and  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
each  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  These 
principles  were  extremely  simple  in  them- 
selves, and  should  be  borne  in  mind  in  dis- 
cussing a  question  like  the  present.  When 
Her  Majesty's  Government  thought  it  es- 
sential to  impose  a  Property  Tax  for  the  pur- 
pose of  upholding  the  credit  of  the  country, 
and  of  making  great  changes  in  their  com- 
mereial  relations,  in  1 842,  it  became  his  duty 
to  consider  in  what  mode  a  Property  Tax,  for 
these  two  great  objects,  could  best  be  im- 
posed. In  entering  on  that  question,  it 
could  not  be  supposed  that  he  should  neglect 
to  consider  the  best  means  of  drawing 
from  Ireland  her  fair  proportion  of  the 
additional  contribution  required  for  the 
eommon  neoessitiea  of  the  State.  He 
went  into  that  inquiry,  and  he  found  that 
by  imposing  a  Property  Tax  on  that  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  he  might  indeed 
snbteci  the  inhabitantN  to  a  heavy  bur- 
den, which  they  were  but  ill  calculated 
to  bear;  but  that,  looking  to  the  result  to 
die  Exchequer— to  which  it  was  his  duty 
nore  especially  to  refer— the  amount  which 
it  would  there  produce  would  be  very  little. 
And  why  was  this  ?  In  England  they  had 
been  long  accustomed  to  a  heavy  taxation, 
part  of  which  was  levied  in  the  shape  of 
direct  taxation  upon  property.  In  Ireland 
the  taxation  was  indirect  Throughout  this 
country  there  was  the  machinery  necessary 
for  the  collection  of  the  land  tax  and  of 
the  assessed  taxes,  which  did  not  exist  in 
Ireland*  The  imposition  of  the  Property 
Tax  in  England,  using  the  existing  ma- 
obinery  for  its  collection,  was  therefore 
calculated  to  produce  the  largest  amount 
lo  the  Exchequer,  with  the  least  possible 
expense  of  collection,  the  additional  cost 
of  the  existing  machinery  being  extremely 
snail,  while  the  produce  to  the  Exche- 
quer was  proportionally  large.  Therefore, 
aa  far  as  that  tax  applied  to  England, 
it  had  the  merit  whidh  all  taxes  ought 
lo  have,  of  producing  the  greatest  amount 
lo  the  Exchequer,  with  the  least  possi- 
ble burden  on  the  peopb.  But  if  the 
Property  Tax  were  to  be  extended  to  Ire- 
ha^  where  none  of  the  necessary  ma- 
chinery existed,  and  where  the  tax  could 
only  be  collected  by  the  institution  of  paid 
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ments  necessary  for  hearing  appeals,  and 
for  meeting  the  other  difficulties  that  would 
arise ;  the  expense  of  the  collection  of  this 
heavy  burden  on  the  people  would  be  such 
as  to  produce  but  a  very  small  return  to  the 
Exchequer.  Unlike  the  indirect  taxes  that 
were  collected  in  that  country  it  would  be 
got  in  at  such  an  enormous  expense  in 
proportion  to  the  amount,  that  the  ulti- 
mate payment  into  the  Exchequer  would 
not  by  any  means  be  equal  to  the  burden 
imposed  on  the  people.  They  had  had 
some  experience  as  to  the  collection  of 
such  taxes  in  Ireland  already.  They  had 
had  the  assessed  taxes  in  Ireland  at  a 
former  period,  and  the  result  was,  that 
it  imposed  a  heavy  burden  on  the  people, 
and  got  nothing  whatever  into  the  £x« 
chequer.  If  they  had  imposed  a  Pro- 
perty Tax  on  Ireland,  having  to  create 
anew  the  whole  of  the  machinery  necessary 
for  its  collection,  what  would  be  the  result } 
Why,  they  would  have  oppressed  the  peoiJe 
and  got  nothing  for  the  Govemmenti  With 
these  views  and  feelings  he  submitted  to 
Parliamenti  in  1842,  that  as  an  equivalent 
for  the  Income  Tax  in  England,  the  people 
of  Ireland  should  be  subjected  to  the  exten- 
sion to  them  of  the  Stamp  Duties  payable 
by  this  country,  and  to  an  additional 
duty  on  spirits.  He  defied  any  man  to 
show-rafter  taking  the  amount  that  these 
increased  duties  produced  in  Ireland,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  the 
amount  which  the  Exchequer  would  derive 
from  an  extension  of  the  Property  Tax  to 
that  country — that  the  public  interests  sus* 
tained  any  ultimate  loss  by  the  decision  to 
which  the  House  had  come  on  the  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
bad  indeed  proposed  that  that  tax  should 
be  entirely  confined  to  landed  and  real 
property  in  Ireland.  He  had  told  them 
m  the  course  of  his  speech  that  landed 

Sroperty  in  Ireland  was  extremely  bur- 
ened  and  encumbered.  No  doubt  there 
was  some  truth  in  that  remark ;  but  what 
result  was  to  be  adduced  from  that  double 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  ?  Why,  that  the  Property  Tax  in  Ire- 
land would  be  unproductive :  every  gentle^ 
man  who  would  be  so  burdened  would  be 
entitled  to  deduct  from  the  Income  Tax 
paid  by  him  the  amount  chargeable  on  the 
interest  paid  for  his  debts.  It  had  also 
been  observed  that  these  debts  were  gene* 
rally  for  money  advanced  by  people  in  this 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,^  so  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  perceive  that  tha 
taxable  income  from  landed  property,  in 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
also  remember,  that  a  tax  on  Property, 
which,  according  to  his  own  statement, 
would  not  be  a  burden  on  the  poorer  classes, 
would  necessarily  be  a  burden  on  the  te- 
nantry of  Ireland  also,  and  subject  them  to 
the  same  pressure  to  which  the  English 
tenantry  were  subjected,  and  of  which  some 
Gentlemen  complained.  He  would  merely 
ask,  was  it  desirable  to  take  from  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  a  larger  proportion  of 
their  industry  than  they  had  now  to 
pay  ?  As  a  financial  measure,  a  Property 
Tax  in  Ireland  would,  as  he  had  shown,  be 
a  total  failure.  If,  indeed,  the  House  had 
adopted  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Kendal,  and  made  the  Income  Tax 
a  permanent  source  of  revenue  to  the  Em. 

Sire,  then,  indeed,  its  extension  to  Ire^ 
ind  might  be  advisable,  and  it  might 
become  worth  their  while  to  consider 
whether  they  would  not  sacrifice  the  pro- 
duce of  the  tax  for  a  time,  in  order  to  form 
the  establishment  which  would  be  neces* 
sary  for  the  collection  of  the  tax ;  but  he 
would  again  say,  that  the  formation  of  such 
an  establishment  for  the  collection  of  such  a 
tax  for  a  limited  period,  would  only  im- 
pose a  grievous  burden  on  the  people, 
without  producing  a  beneficial  result  to 
the  Exchequer.  There  were  other  mo- 
tives also,  not  of  a  financial,  but  of  a  po- 
litical and  local  nature  to  which  he  might 
refer,  as  rendering  it  inexpedient  and  un- 
advisable  to  impose  such  a  tax  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  on  Ireland;  but  with  these 
he  considered  it  unnecessary  to  trouble 
the  House.  They  had  heard  it  observed 
that  evening  by  an  hon.  Member  that  the 
absence  of  this  burden  on  the  Irish 
proprietor  while  residing  at  home,  was 
greatly  instrumental  in  procuring  for  the 
Irish  people  the  residence  among  them  oif 
many  of  the  gentry  who  otherwise  would 
continue  to  be  absentees.  His  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bandon,  had  referred  to 
this  subject,  and  had  dwelt  on  the  advan- 
tages which, were  derived  by  the  country 
from  having  the  resident  gentry  among 
them,  attending  to  the  better  cultivation 
of  the  soil,  and  improving  the  condition  of 
their  tenantry.  He  bekeved  the  wish  to 
be  so  employed,  operating  with  the  desire 
to  be  exempt  from  a  Property  Tax,  had 
not  been  without  its  effect  in  securing  the 
residence  in  Ireland  of  gentlemen  having 
property  in  that  country.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Coventry  (Mr.  Williams)  had  com- 
plained of  public  officers  in  Ireland  not 
being  subject  to  the  Income  Tax.    If  the 
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Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
I  Bath,  he  would  find  himself  mistaken  if  be 
thought  that  he  at  the  same  time  advanced 
his  own  proposition,  since  the  Amendmeot 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ex- 
pressly excluded  that  very  class  from  the 
provision  of  his  Motion.     He  would  there- 
fore advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
counsel  of  him,  and  to  record  his  vote 
against  the  present  Amendment.    But  the 
hon.    Gentleman    (Mr.   Williams)    aaid, 
''  Why  not  make  the  incomes  of  these 
officers  subject  to  the  Income  Tax  ?    They 
are  paid  but    of  the  Revenue .  of  Great 
Britain,  and   they  should  not,  therefore, 
be  exempt"    But  why  did  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman assume  that  they  were  so  paid  ? 
Ireland  contributed  her  share  to  the  bur- 
dens of  the  State,  and  she  paid  the  offioen 
who  performed  the  public  duties  within 
her  limits ;  and  therefore  if  any  one  clao 
in  Ireland  was  exempt^,  he  could  not 
understand  on  what  principle  any  other 
class  should  be  sulriected  to  the  tax.    He 
did  not  think  that  the  present  was  a  fitting 
occasion  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  through  the  various  disquisitions 
into  which  he  entered.    At  the  discussion 
of  the  various  estimates  which  were  to  be 
submitted  to  Parliament,  they  would  have, 
at  no  distant  period,  an  opportunity  of  coa- 
sidering  those    estimates  in  detail.     He 
could  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  wished 
to  renew  the  discussion  on  that  subject 
that  they  had  been  all  prepared,  with  every 
regard  to  economy,  and  with  a  due  con- 
sideration for  the  permanent  interests  of 
the  country.     It  was  enough,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  for  him  to  confine  himself  to 
the  subject  immediately  before  the  House. 
He  had  given  a  decided  opinion  that  they 
could  not  impose  on  Ireland  a  Property 
Tax  without  making  it  burdensome  to  the 
inhabitants  of  that  country,  without  confer- 
ring on  the  Exchequer  any  equivalent.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  addrened  the  House 
in  the  course  of  that  evening  had  alluded 
to  various  other  circumstances  of  a  political 
nature,  which  rendered  the  imposition  of 
that  tax  at  the  present  moment  in  Ireland 
unadvisable.      He  would  not  enter  into 
these  matters.    He  had  endeavoured  to  es- 
tablish the  fact  that  as  a  tax  it  would  be 
unproductive  to  the  Revenue,  and  having 
done  so,  he  considered  it  unnecessary  to 
enter  into   other  brandies  of  the  quea. 
tion.     He  had  endeavoured  to  avoid  any 
observations  that  could  irritate  the  feelings 
of  individuals  in  that  country ;  such  <w* 
servations  would  be  foreign  to  his  owa 
fediogsi  and  ho  belieyed  w<ni14  l»  m^ 
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jurbof  to  the  oeneral  interest  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  trusted  that  the  bon.  and 
learoed  Gentleman  would  study  the  same 
feelings,  and  would  be  induced  to  with- 
draw a  proposition  which  might  so  easily 
and  effectively  be  misrepresented  for  evil 
iMirpofles.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not, 
he  trusted  the  House  would,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  Irish 
Members,  prove  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  Englishmen  did  not  desire  to  impose 
burdens  upon  them ;  but  that  their  best 
interests  would  always  be  watched  over 
and  fought  for  by  the  Representatives  of 
this  country,  as  strenuously  as  by  their 
own  Members. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
many  representationshad  been  made  by  hon. 
Members,  of  the  bearing  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  proposition,  upon  wholly 
erroneous  views  of  the  real  state  of  the  case, 
and  of  what  the  House  was  now  called  on 
to  do.  He  should  have  been  as  anxious  as 
any  one  to  press  upon  the  right  hon.  Ba* 
fonet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  the  necessity  of  making 
some  alterations  in  the  Income  Tax;  but  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  it  was  only 
to  be  a  temporary  tax,  he  should  not  have 
wished  to  see  it  altered  as  regarded  Ireland, 
in  ordinary  circumstances.  But  what  was 
the  fact?  The  whole  objecUon  made  to 
the  proposition  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  was  made  under  the  idea  that  this 
was  a  new  tax  upon  Ireland.  He  denied 
the  allegation,  and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to 
explain  why  he  did  so.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  stated  to  the  House, 
most  clearly,  that  he  wanted  no  new  tax  to 
carry  on  the  service  of  the  country ;  he 
stated  that  the  Revenue  was  51,000,000/. 
(speaking  in  round  numbers),  and  the  Ex- 
penditure only  49,500,000^,  and  that  there- 
fore  there  would  be  a  surplus  of  1|500,000^ 
As  regarded  this  tax«  therefore,  they  did 
not  want  it.  But,  said  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
nmet,  *'  I  am  about  to  change  your  tax- 
ation ;  I  think  your  taxation  has  been, 
hitherto,  imposed  on  individuals  and  on 
articles  on  whom  it  ought  to  press  no 
longer."  No  doubt  all  experienced  men 
must  conBrm  that  statement ;  all  the  papers 
relating  to  the  subject  of  iinance,  now  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  confirmed  it.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  went  on  to  say,  *'  I 
tell  you  that  you  are  crippling  your  com. 
merce  by  this  means ;  therefore,  I  will  do 
that  which  shall  relieve  individuals  and  the 
eountry  for  the  future,  as  well  as  render  an 
Income  Tax  unnecessary  for  the  future; 
and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  the  ex|)eriment 
will  succeied;  but  I  will  not  impose  the 


Income  Tax  on  Ireland ;  I  mean  to  take 
four  millions  from  the  taxes  which  it  is  not 
right  should  remain  any  looser.  The  whole 
scope  of  my  taxation  is  to  reheve  the  middle 
and  lower  classes."  That  was  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  principle,  and  that  principle 
he  approved.  But  then  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said,  "  I  require  an  equal  amount  of 
revenue  to  that  which  I  take  off.'*  There- 
fore, the  imposition  of  an  Income  Tax, 
under  these  circumstances,  was  no  new  tax- 
ation of  the  people ;  because  the  people  paid 
the  amount  of  it  already  on  the  articles 
from  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant 
to  remove  all  taxation.  For  instance,  Ire- 
land as  well  as  England  paid  the  auction 
duty  on  sales  of  property.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  thought  that  tax,  from  the  evasions 
which  were  practised  under  it,  had  not  the 
character  of  a  proper  tax— it  was  expensive 
and  unproductive*  He  therefore  deter- 
mined to  relieve  the  country  from  it.  That 
was  a  boon  of  300,0002.  a  year  to  all  who 
hod  property  to  sell.  Again,  all  the  com- 
munity consumed  sugar.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  proposed  to  make  it  l^,  or  2d,  a 
pound  cheaper;  by  that  chanae,  therefore, 
the  population  of  Ireland  would  get  cheiq[)er 
sugar;  and  an  Income  Tax  to  tlie  same 
amount  as  the  reduction  in  the  duty  on 
sugar,  would  not  be  a  new  taxation  of  that 
country.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  went  a 
step  further.  He  took  glass.  The  duty 
on  that  article  interfered  with  the  manu- 
facture, and  was  an  oppressive  duty  in  Ire- 
land as  well  as  in  England.  Whether 
whiskey  was  drunk  out  of  glasses  in 
Ireland  or  not,  he  did  not  know;  but 
they  would  get  their  glass  so  much  the 
cheaper.  Thus  again  an  Income  Tax  pro- 
ducing the  amount  thus  taken  off  would 
not  be  a  fresh  impost  on  that  country; 
and  so,  on  the  whole,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  country  being  about  to 
gain  as  much  by  the  reduction  as  the  In- 
come Tax  would  amount  to,  the  imposi- 
tion of  it  would  not  be  said  to  be  an  im- 
position of  a  fresh  burden  on  that  country. 
What  then  was  the  outcry  against  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  proposi- 
tion about?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer seemed  also  to  suppose  that  this 
would  be  imposing  a  new  tax  upon 
Ireland  ;  the  fact  was  it  would  not  im. 
pose  one  farthing  of  taxation  upon  Ireland ; 
they  would  only  be  changing  the  mode  of 
taxation,  and  shifting  it  to  the  shoulders 
of  those  who  could  afford  to  pay  it. 
Why,  then,  this  outcry  i^ainst  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man ?    It  appeared  to  him  that  the  exoqp* 
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tion  of  Irdand  fiom  die  tax  was  tn  exeep* 
don  whidi  ooghl  not  to  be  oontinaed.  It 
was  nod  that  tbe  population  of  Ireland 
woald  not  benefit  bj  tbe  impodtkm  of  thk 
tax  ;  bat  tbe  ikct  was,  tbat  the  bwer 
classes  there  woold  benefit  ten  times  more 
than  the  big^ber  would  lose  bj  it.  The 
Chancdlor  of  the  Exdiequer  said  that 
the  duty  on  stamps  in  Irehmd  tatied  as 
much  lerenne  as  would  have  been  derived 
fnm  that  country  by  the  imposition  of  the 
Income  Tax.  Now,  he  had  asked  the 
other  day  for  Returns^  showing  the  whde 
amounts  xeoeired  from  the  Stamp  Duties 
there  nnce  they  had  been  imposed.  The 
result  was«  that  while  England  paid 
5,000,000/.  to  the  Income  Tax,  Ireland, 
as  an  equivalent  for  her  Income  Tax,  paid 
92,0001.  last  year  in  Stamp  Duties,  and 
would  this  year  pay  129,000/.  Ireland, 
participating  in  all  the  reductions  of  indirect 
taxation,  ought  clearly,  in  justice,  to  share 
tbe  burden  m  the  Income  Tax.  He  had  for 
a  long  time  past  attempted  to  prove  to  tbe 
House  that  the  taxation  borne  by  the  mid* 
die  and  lower  classes  bad,  for  the  last  six 
yearsy  been  about  74  percent  of  tbe  whde 
taxation  of  the  country ;  whfle  the  great 
bulk  of  the  property  of  the  kingdom  was 
not  saddled  with  more  than  26  per  cent. 
He  bad  aeain  and  acain  endeavoured  to 
convince  the  House  uat,  unless  they  re- 
moved taxation  from  those  who  were  un- 
able to  bear  it,  and  imposed  it  upon  those 
who  were  equal  to  the  burden,  the  great 
bulk  of  tbe  population  must  remain  in  a 
distresKd  and  miserable  condition.  Those 
who  had  the  management  of  public  Affiiirs 
suilered  little  from  taxation,  and  they  had, 
therefore,  felt  little  sympathy  for  the  mass 
of  the  community,  1^  whom  the  burden 
was  prindpallv  borne.  He  called  upon 
Ireland,  in  order  to  asnst  the  right  lu>n. 
Baronet  opposite  in  carrying  out  the 
schemes  he  had  propounded,  to  contribute 
her  quota  to  the  necessities  of  the  State. 
Since  be  bad  possessed  a  seat  in  that  House, 
so  important  a  measure  as  that  recently 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
not  been  submitted  to  their  consideration, 
or  one  which  bad  such  a  tendency  to  bene* 
fit  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  Its  eifect  would  be  to  afford 
employment  to  labour,  to  open  a  thousand 
avenues  for  the  use  of  capital,  and  to  ex- 
tend the  commerce  of  the  country.  But 
he  did  think  that  Irehmd  ought  to  bear  a 
fair  share  of  the  taxation  by  which  these 
chanm  were  to  be  effected,  although  some 
hon.  Members  who  represented  Insb  con- 
•liloe&des  itvoDgly  objected  to  sudi  n 
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that;  but  he  most 
ti^mf"  that  the  boo.  Member  §at  Donnsl 
(Cdonel  ConoQy)  had  been  the  mpini  of 
bringiM  forward  the  qneatioii.  He  wvMli 
fea^sB^  assert  that  no  Member  of  daft 
House  could  be  more  anxious  than  he  was  lor 
the  praqieiity  of  Irdand,  and  tlml  ae  maB 
had  been  more  ready  to  nopoae  or  Mmpor^ 
any  measure  tending  to  Uie  w^ve  of  thaft 
country.  But  he  must  remind  boo.  Gca* 
tleflMn  who  represented  Irish  mwistit  ufntntf f 
and  especially  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Meas* 
her  for  Waterford  (Sir  H.  W.  Bamm), 
that  if,  as  Irishmen,  they  daimed— as  he 
hoped  they  did— equal  rights  with  Ei^idi- 
men  and  Scotchmen,  they  must  be  pre- 
pared to  bear  an  equal  share  of  taxatinn, 
He  was  not  diqrased  to  enter  into  the 
question  whether  or  not  Irdand  had  bane* 
fited  by  the  Unian ;  hot  he  might  remind 
the  Hous^  thatwhenMr.  (yConneU, aona 
time  since,  broucht  forward  the  questioa 
of  Repeal»  Lord  Montestt^  then  8eeretai7 
to  the  Treasury,  referred  to  tables  diowing 
the  gradual  increase  whidi  had  taken  plaea 
in  every  branch  of  industiy  in  Irdand  sinaa 
the  enactment  of  the  Union.  Anhon.Meas* 
her  had  comphdned  that  wbile^  iHien  the 
Union  took  place,  the  taxes  in  Irdand 
amounted  only  to  2,000,000^1,  they  had 
since  risen  to  5,000,000^.  Qood  Oodf 
that  hon.  Gentleman  was  ffftmplaining  of 
the  benefits  which  had  resulfeei  firuai  tha 
Union ;  for  that  increase  of  taxarioa  was 
consequent  on  the  improvfaig  pRMperity  af 
the  country.  It  had  been  said  that,  if  this 
tax  were  extended  to  Irdand,  it  would 
exdte  incendiarism,  outrue,  and  rdidUon. 
If  this  were  true,  that  Hoam  could  never 
attempt  to  apply  to  Irehmd  any  l^gisktiva 
measures  which  were  not  in  aocordanca 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people.  Thai 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxt^equer  had  stated 
that,  because  the  Government,  in  former 
days,  experienced  difficulty  in  coUeetittg 
the  asiCBsed  taxes,  the  coUeetion  of  a  Fnh^ 
perty  Tax  would  be  attended  with  sfanilar 
inconvenience.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  suoh 
a  statement  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  for  it  had  a  tendency  to  promote  the 
views  of  those  who  endeavoured  to  exdte 
alarm  on  this  subject  He  would  ask  them 
to  give  fair  and  equd  rights  to  Ireland,  to 
remove  the  dissatisfiiction  which  now  ex* 
isted  in  tbat  country,  and  then  to  call  upon 
Ireland  to  pay  ita  just  and  lull  proportiou  not 
of  one  tax,  but  of  every  tax.  There  were 
not  many  formers  in  Irdand  whose  iueemss 
amounted  to  800£.  apyear;  and  if,  there* 
fdt;  this  tax  weie  applkd  to  lnJ«id,  k 
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would  fUl  prindpally  upon  the  landed 
profnfetor.  He  caaMmd,  n\to,  it  was 
only  jost  that  penona  holding  official  situ- 
ationa  in  that  country^  and  deriTing  large 
annul  from  the  revenue,  should  be  liable  to 
» lax  of  this  description.  On  these  grounds, 
then,  he  gave  his  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 

Sir  R,  Peel :  Really  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  with  an  unusual  degree  of 
candour,  has  put  himself  entirely  out  of 
court.  I  will  prove  to  him  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  him  to  support  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  I  don't  mean 
to  say  it  is  actually  impossible  for  him  to 
support  that  Motion,  because  1  believe  he 
will  support  it ;  but  I  mean  to  say  that  it 
is  impossible  for  him,  consbtently  with 
his  establidied  character  for  equity  and 
good  sense  to  give  the  vote  he  says  he  is 
prepared  to  record.  The  hon*  Member  for 
Montrose  says  it  was  his  Intention  to  leave 
my  proposition  untouched;  and  that  he 
thinks,  if  an  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  side 
of  the  House  had  not  made  a  very  indis- 
creet speech,  this  question  never  would 
have  been  agitated,  and  that  he  would  have 
voted  for  the  continuance  of  this  tax,  as 
nvplied  to  England  and  Scotland,  without 
objecting  to  the  omission  of  Ireland.  What ! 
is  Uie  hon.  Member  prepared  to  extend  this 
tax  to  Ireland  contiwry  to  his  own  previous 

tidgment,  merely  beoiuse  an  agricultural 
ember  on  this  side  of  the  House  made 
an  indiaonet  speech.  la  that  a  proper 
course  to  be  pursued  by  an  hon.  OenUe- 
maa  who,  for  the  lastforty  years,  has,  with 
great  advantage  to  the  country  I  admit, 
and  with  great  disinterestedness,  applied 
himself  to  the  consideration  of  financial 
matters?  I  admire  the  hon.  Member  for 
his  seal  and  his  industry  displayed  through 
so  long  a  period ;  and,  differing  as  I  do  from 
him  on  political  questions,  I  do  say  that  he 
has  rendered  ^eat  services  to  the  country. 
I  am  a  political  opponent  of  that  hon. 
Oendemani  who  never  gave  roe  a  vote  in 
hia  life;  but  I  am  now  anticipating  the 
judgment  which  will  be  pronounced  by 
m  grateful  posterity  when  i  say  that,  ac- 
toated  by  high,  pure,  patriotic,  disinterested 
motives,  he  las  been  the  means  of  reducing 
tfie  burdens  on  the  countiy.  But  the 
hon.  Member  who,  for  the  last  forty  years, 
haa  devoted  his  attention  to  ouestions  of 
finance,  admits  that  if  he  haa  not  been 

Koked,  by  a  foolish  speech,  as  the  hon. 
sber  staled  it,  it  would  not  have  oc* 
eamd  to  him  to  support  the  application  of 
dM  tas  to  Ireland.    Now,  is  that  a  prin- 


ciple for  a  great  senator  to  act  upon?  I 
must  confess  I  heard  the  flpeech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Donegal  (Colonel 
ConoUy^  with  some  dismay ;  I  foresaw  that 
it  would  furmsh  our  opponents  with  some 
strong  and  specious  aigument  in  fovour  of 
the  proposition  now  before  the  House; 
but,  surely.  Sir,  never  was  so  great  a  pa- 
negyric pronounced  upon  an  individual 
speech  as  the  admission  that  these  obser- 
vations have  induced  the  hon.  Member  op^ 
posite  to  depart  from  the  course  of  policy 
which  he  had  previously  marked  out  for 
himself.  I  foresaw  with  horror  the  effect 
of  allegations  respecting  the  interest  of 
money,  and  the  monopoly  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  But  that  a  man  of  the  hon. 
Member's  gravity-*— a  man  of  his  great 
ability — and,  above  all,  a  man  of  his  deep 
devotion  to  finance— should  come  to  such 
a  conclusion,  in  consequence  of  a  single 
speech  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem&r 
for  Donegal,  is,  I  confess,  most  astonishing. 
[[Mr.  Hume :  No,  no.]]  I  cannot  let  the 
hon.  Member  off.  I  must  hold  him  to 
the  point.  I  have  known  high  compli- 
ments paid  to  public  men  in  the  House  j 
but  I  must  say  that  the  argument  and  con- 
clusion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montroae 
goes  beyond  them  alL  Sir,  it  is  the  high- 
est compliment  ever  paid  to  any  public 
man  to  suppose,  as  the  hon.  Member  fov 
Montrose  does,  that  the  speech  of  my  hon* 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Done- 
gal is  to  alter  the  views  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  this  question.  Sir,  I  think  it  is 
quite  impossible  for  the  House  of  Commona 
to  assent  to  the  argument  and  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  hon*  Member  for  Montrose. 
Let  us  forget  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  the  provocation  to  it,  and  let  us 
act  as  we  intended  to  act  before  either  was 
uttered.  I  quite  agree  with  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  that,  on  the  first  view  of  the 
case,  justice  would  appear  to  require  that 
the  Income  Tax  should  be  extended  to  Ire<* 
land.  Nay,  more,  I  am  prepared  to  admit 
that,  if  the  Property  Tax  were  to  be  made  a 
permanent  tax,  it  should  injustice  be  applied 
to  that  country.  But  that  Ireland  has  been 
exempt  from  it  now  is  not  an  accident. 
It  was  the  subject  of  the  gravest  consider** 
ation  when  that  tax  was  first  proposed, 
and  it  has  been  again  the  subject  of  oonsi* 
deration  on  the  present  occasion  when  we 
seek  to  continue  it.  In  1842,  we  assumed 
that  the  Income  and  Property  Tax  would 
continue  for  three  years ;  and  we  calculated 
accordingly  the  expense  of  levying  that 
tax  on  a  country  circumstanced  as  wai 
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Irehad^  in  oompariaon  with  tbe  pobable 
income  to  be  derived  from  it.  Thu  done, 
we  came  to  tbe  clear  conclusion  that  an 
equivalent  ihould  be  taken;  and  we  re- 
solved that  an  increased  stamp  duty  and 
an  additional  spirit  duty — [[An  hon.  Mem» 
ber :  The  additional  spirit  duty  has  been 
repealed.1  I  am  aware  of  it ;  but  I  refer 
not  to  the  present  time«  but  to  the  period 
when  the  Income  Tax  was  first  proposed 
in  1842.  We  came  to  the  conclusion,  I 
say,  that  these  duties  would  be  more  pro- 
ductive to  the  Revenue  of  the  country  than 
the  imposition  of  a  Property  and  Income 
Tax  in  Ireland.  After  the  most  mature 
consideration  of  the  subject,  we  came  to 
the  conclusion  that,  as  there  were  no  local 
Commissioners  in  Ireland  as  in  this  country, 
and  as  the  difficulties  of  collecting  the  tax 
would  be»  therefore,  very  great,  although 
justice  required  that  Ireland  should  not  be 
exempted  from  any  general  tax  in  the  per- 
manent scheme  of  taxation,  that  the  ends 
of  justice  in  this  instance  would  lie  efiec- 
tually  answered,  and  that  it  would,  more- 
over>  be  better  for  this  country  if  we  took 
an  equivalent  from  it,  rather  than  proceed 
to  the  imposition  of  a  new  tax— -a  tax  which 
neither  Pitt,  nor  Fox,  nor  Lord  Sidmouth» 
nor  Lord  Grenville,  nor  any  other  Minis- 
ter, attempted  to  impose,  because  of  the 
great  local  difficulties  that  existed.  We 
adopted  the  same  course,  and  not  from 
any  desire  to  favour  Ireland  at  the  expense 
of  Great  Britain,  but  because  of  the  great 
local  difficulties  in  the  way  of  collecting 
such  a  tax  in  that  country.  It  is  now  pro- 
posed again  to  continue  the  Income  Tax 
for  a  limited  period,  in-order  to  effect  a 
commutation  of  taxation  bearing  upon  the 
manufactures  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
is  impossible  to  disregard  the  peculiar  si- 
tuation of  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  though  I  firmly  believe  the 
oomraeroe  of  Ireland  will  be  as  much  be- 
nefited as  the  commerce  of  England  by  the 
remission  of  the  duty  upon  cotton  and 
glass ;  thott^  I  rejoice  in  the  advantages 
which  will,  i  believe,  result  to  the  lower 
and  more  laborious  classes  from  such  re- 
mission, yet,  when  I  look  at  the  immediate 
effect  that  will  arise  from  the  imposition  of 
the  Income  and  Property  Tax>  and  the  abo- 
lition of  other  taxes  bearing  upon  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  I  must  ny,  I  find, 
from  the  peculiar  drcumstanees  of  Great 
Britain  as  compared  to  Ireland,  the  advan- 
tage of  that  course  will  not  be  chiefly  for 
Ireland,  but  for  this  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.    Now«  let  us  see  what  will  be 


the  direct  effect  of  the  removal  of  those  turn 
the  remission  of  which  we  propose«  not  witk 
r^ard  to  the  consumers,  but  to  those  eon* 
cemed  in  manufactures  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  respectively.  The  amount  of 
duty  upon  cotton  may  not  afibrd  a  £ur 
criterion,  for  the  cotton  used  in  Ireland  is 
chiefly  imported  into  Liverpool.  You  levy, 
from  a  duty  upon  raw  cotton,  a  sum  of 
about  700,000/.  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
What  amount  does  Ireland  pay  upon  the 
same  amount  ?  The  duty  paid  on  account  of 
cotton  imported  into  Ireland  is  114L  Am 
I  said  before,  however,  this  article  does  not 
afford  a  fair  criterion,  because  the  greater 
part  of  the  cotton  used  in  Ireland  is  im* 
ported  into  Liverpool :  but  I  wish  to  see, 
and  I  shall  rejoice  to  see  the  time  wiiea 
Ireland  will  not  be  dependent  upon  Liveiu 
pool :  when  Cork,  and  Waterford  will  be 
the  dep6ts  for  such  imports.  But  let  us  look 
to  the  Excise  Duties.  Take  the  auction 
duty.  The  amount  of  auction  duty  paid 
in  Great  Britain  is  270,OOOt ;  in  Iieknd 
11,700/.  Then  take  the  duty  on  giask 
Great  Britain  pays  574,0001.;  Irdand 
5,747/.  Now,  do  not  these  facta  exhibit 
a  materia]  difference  between  the  present 
position  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  with 
respect  to  Excise  Duties— at  least  to 
those  manufactures,  the  materials  of  which 
are  about  to  be  exempted  ftom  doty  ?  I 
wish  1  could  convince  the  people  of  Ireland 
of  the  feeling  which  animates  the  Govern^ 
ment  with  regard  to  their  interests.  I  aaa 
convinced  there  is  but  one  feeling  in  this 
House  (calumniated  as  it  is  and  has  been 
in  Ireland,  denounced  as  consisting  of  per- 
sons desirous  only  to  promote  British  in* 
tarests)  with  regard  to  Ireland.  I  believe 
I  express  the  feeling  of  this  House  when 
I  say  that  it  would  afford  us  the  high* 
est  pleasure  and  satisfaction  if  we  saw 
the  cotton  manufacture  and  the  glass 
manufacture  extensively  established  and 
prospering  in  Ireland;  if  we  saw,  not 
merely  a  great  body  of  consumers  bene- 
fited  by  the  remijision  of  duties  pniposcd 
by  Government,  but  the  Irish  manufaclor* 
ers  entering  into  honest  and  auoeessful 
competition  with  the  manufacturers  of 
this  country.  The  noUe  Lord  (Lord 
Bernard)  has,  in  a  brief  speedi»  but  one 
abounding  with  powerful  and  conclusive 
arguments^  stated  that  in  his  own  oonaly 
in  Ireland,  many  men  who  fomeriy 
devoted  their  eneirgies  te  agitation,  are 
now  applying  their  time,  their  ennaons^ 
and  their  capital,  to  the  estaUiabment  of 
railways,  the  improvement  of  agricultari^ 
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fM-lndeadi  to  everything  that  oonstitates 
the  foundation  of  a  nation's  prosperity.  I 
should  rejoice  if  an  additional  stimulus 
were  given  to  these  new  exertions  by  the 
establishment  of  the  glass  and  cotton  ma- 
nufactures in  Ireland,  thus  affording  occu* 
pation  to  many  thousands  who  are  at  pre- 
sent unable  to  obtain  more  than  imperfect 
employment.  When  I  look,  then,  at  the 
different  amounts  paid  by  the  two  coun- 
tries as  glass  and  auction  duties,  I  am  led 
to  the  conclusion  that  from  the  remission 
of  taxes  upon  important  manufactures, 
Great  Britain  will  derive  by  far  the 
mater  advantage.  The  proposition  that 
England  and  Ireland  should  be  subjected 
in  all  respects  to  equal  taxation  appears  a 
plantible  one;  but  that  is  not  the  ques- 
tion which  you  are  now  called  upon  to  de- 
termine. What  you  are  called  upon  now 
to  decide  is  this  : — whether  Great  Britain, 
being  subject  to  the  payment  of  a  tax  upon 
income  derived  from  land,  on  income  de- 
rived from  office,  on  profits  of  trade,  and  on 
income  obtained  from  all  occupations  to 
which  salary  is  attached — ^you  will  deter- 
mine that  in  Ireland,  land,  and  land  alone, 
shall  be  liable  to  this  tax ;  whether  you 
will  exempt  the  manufacturer  who  carries 
on  his  trade  in  Ireland,  from  the  operation 
of  that  tax,  and  restrict  it  solely  to  land  > 
Now,  the  House  must  remember  that, 
under  existing  circumstances,  if  an  Irish 
landed  proprietor  be  resident  in  England, 
he  is  liable  to  the  Income  Tax  ;  and  the 
tax,  therefore,  operates  upon  him  as  a  pow- 
erful incentive^— one  more  powerful,  I  fear, 
in  some  cases,  than  the  obligations  of  duty 
—to  reside  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  that  land,  and  land  only, 
shall  be  subject  to  the  impost.  If  he  had 
said*  as  another  hon.  Gentleman,  (Mr. 
W.  WUIiams)  did,  «' offices;"  I  think 
there  is  something  plausible  in  that  pro- 
posal ;  but  I  don't  mean  to  adopt  it.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  savs,  '*  There  are  certain 
public  servants  with  large  salaries,  let  us 
tax  them."  Theie  really  is  something  ex- 
tremely captivating  in  that  to  those  who 
share  in  the  hon.  Member's  prejudices 
against  public  servants.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bath  does  not  propose 
that  offices  shall  be  taxed ;  so  that  the  Lord 
liieutenant  would  be  exempt,  whilst  land 
alone  is  to  bear  the  burden.  I  can't  see  the 
equality  or  the  justice  of  the  principle  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath.  I  am,  therefore, 
on  the  whole,  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
original  proposition  that,  after  mature  con- 
sideration, 1  did,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
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vemment^  propose  to  the  Houie.  I  will- 
ingly  admit  that  on  the  first  view  of  the 
case,  justice  would  suggest  the  policy  of 
applying  this  tax  to  Ireland — I  admit  that ; 
but  I  must  also  say  that  subsequent  consi- 
deration has  confirmed  our  original  views, 
and  that  to  them  we  must  adhere.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  (Sir  J.Tyrell)  said  that 
I  cheered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo-. 
site,  the  Member  for  Dungarvon,  when  he 
said,  that  to  place  the  tax  on  Ireland  would 
be  "  unjust."  I  did  nothing  of  the  sort.  I 
can't  say  now  that  abstractedly  speaking  it 
would  be  unjust.  What  I  cheered  was 
that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  in  which  he  said  that  it  would  be 
"  impolitic."  In  that  sentiment  I  do  en« 
tirely  concur — for  I  cannot  disregard  the 
natural,  moral,  and  political  consequences 
in  estimating  the  value  of  a  tax  of  this 
sort.  You  may  quote  your  passages 
from  former  speeches  of  mine  where 
I  said  I  thought  justice  would  require 
thai  this  tax  should  be  applied  to  Ire- 
land. I  admit  it;  but  when  I  look 
at  the  present  state  of  that  country—* 
when  I  consider  the  transition  that  it  is 
undergoing^-when  I  see  the  brighter 
prospects  that  begin  to  dawn  upon  her— • 
bow  men  have  been  diverted  from  political 
agitation  to  exercise  their  faculties  in  more 
useful  employments — when  I  behold  men 
of  different  creeds  leagued  together  in  one 
common  bond  of  mutual  advantage,  apply- 
ing themselves  to  the  improvement  and 
prosperity  of  their  native  land — when  I 
perceive  the  great  and  happy  change  that 
has  been  effected  in  public  feeling  in  Ire- 
land, I  look  forward  with  sanguine  hopes 
to  the  brightest  prospects  for  the  future. 
If  you  ask  me  whether  the  200,000/.  which 
might  be  derived  to  the  Revenue  from  the 
imposition  of  an  Income  Tax  on  Ireland 
be  not  a  sufficient  compensation  for  the 
risk  and  the  evil  it  would  inflict  on  that 
country,  I  say  at  once,  no.  I  say  at  once, 
taking  a  large  and  comprehensive  view  of 
the  state  and  condition  of  Ireland,  and  the 
Irish  people,  I  advise  you  strenuously  to 
relinquish  such  a  small  advantage.  And 
I  call  upon  you,  moreover,  to  convince 
Ireland,  predominant  as  you  are,  as  the 
Representatives  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
that  you  are  disposed  on  all  occasions — this 
as  well  as  the  rest — to  take  a  liberal  and 
indulgent  view  of  her  interests,  by  showing 
that,  while  you  consent  to  the  imposition 
of  a  heavy  tax  upon  yourselves  for  a  fur- 
ther space  of  three  years,  you  resolve  not 
to  applv  the  same  tax  to  Ireland.     Take 
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duoe  in  that  country  coosequences  injuri- 
ous to  iu  growing  progperity,  pernaps, 
fatal  to  its  oest  interests— fpr  the  mere 
purpose  of  relieving  himself  froai  an  annual 
payment  of  7i  in  the  pound,  or  hU  tenants 
from  an  annual  payment  of  Z^d.  in  the 
pound  on  their  incomes.  However  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  appeal 
to  the  feelings  of  the  House  on  that  ques* 
tion«  he  would,  he  was  sure,  on  reflection, 
perceive  that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Memher  for  Warwickshire,  had  taken  the 
proper  and  only  worthy  view  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  expressed  his  opinion  very  strongly  as 
to  the  absence  of  many  hon.  Members  of 
that  House  who  were  connected  with  the 
sbter  country.  He  would  not  foUow  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  through  the 
observations  he  had  thought  fit  to  make; 
but  this  he  would  say,  that  much  as  h^ 
should,  on  ordinary  occasions,  regret  that 
any  hon.  Member  of  that  House  should 
countenance  the  supposition  that  the  Bri- 
tish House  of  Commons  would  not  be 
capaUe  of  attending  equally  to  the  wants 
of  every  portion  of  the  Empire,  and 
should  in  oonsequence  think  fit  to  ab* 
sent  himself  from  his  duties  in  Parlia* 
ment,  still  he  felt  that  if  ever  there  was 
an  occasion  on  which  he  should  be  disposed 
to  regret  the  absence  of  such  Members  less 
than  another,  it  was  on  a  night  like  that9 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  debate 
a  question  peculiarly  calculated  to  afieot 
Uie  interests  of  that  portion  of  the  country 
to  which  those  hon,  Membexa  belonged; 
because  he  was  convinced  the  result  of  that 
debate  would  be  such  as  to  satisfy  those 
hon*  Gentlemen  that  they  had  misunder- 
stood and  nuscalculated  the  feelings  of 
England,  and  of  the  English  Membm  in 
that  House.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
vote  of  thai  night  would  satisfy  those  ab- 
sent Irish  Members,  if  they  were  dis- 
posed to  reflect  at  all,  that  it  was  not  the 
presence  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  that  par* 
ticular  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
whidi  made  the  inteiests  of  that  portion 
be  attended  to;  but  that  the  asaembled 
Houie  of  Commons  was— 4n  their  ab« 
sence — di^osed  to  watch  with  more  than 
usual  care  the  interests  of  that  part  of 
the  Empire;  and  to  deal  with  that  por*- 
tion«  the  Representatives  of  which  ab* 
aented  themselves,  in  die  sane  spirit 
as  with  the  remainder,  and  save  it 
fiom  burdens  which  th^  were  them* 
selves  unwilling  to  bear.  If  the  debate 
of  that  evening  tended  to  produce  that 
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considerable  one— would  be  derived  btm 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  leuned  Ci«b^ 
tleman.  Put  to  oome  to  the  immediate 
sulgect  of  the  Besolutiou  beface  the  House 
—namely,  whether  it  were  expedient  that 
they  should  impose  on  Ireland  an  Itt» 
come  Tax  leviable  from  real  property 
—for  that*  he  believed,  was  the  prapositimi 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in  tennis 
indeed,  proposed  something  move;  for  be 
proposed  to  extend  to  Ireland*  not  only  the 
tax  upon  real  property,  now  payaUe  in 
this  country,  but  also  to  continue  the  in* 
creased  Stamp  Duties,  which  the  House  had 
originally  imposed  upon  Ireland  as  an  equt« 
valent  to  the  Income  Tax  on  Grreat  BiilaiQ. 
[Mr.  BoAuck;  I  said^remit  those  dutica,]  If 
he  had  been  led  into  a  mistake,  it  waa  im 
consequence  of  the  wording  of  the  Amwd- 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlnmaw 
The  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  G«a« 
tleman  distinctly  stated,  that  in  addilien 
to  the  Property  and  Income  Taxeai  and  the 
Stamp  Duties  in  Ireland,  it  waa  expedient 
further  to  add  the  worda-«thal  die  pron* 
sions  of  die  said  Act  diould  be  extended  to 
Irdand,  under  the  regulations  nentioiied 
in  the  notice.  He  Im  no  wish  to  press 
upon  the  hon,  and  learned  Gmtlmnan  waj 
expression  of  q^inion  which  he  luid  not 
intended  to  offisr  to  the  House;  and  he 
begged  to  assure  him  that  he  sJlnded  to 
tho  wording  of  the  Motion  morely  fimr  the 
purpose  of  justifying  himself  in  the  slatav 
ment  whioh  he  had  been  induced  to  makOi 
As  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  denied 
his  intention  of  advocating  the  condniiasMa 
of  the  Stamp  Duty  in  Iieland,  in  addidoB 
to  a  Property  Tax,  he  (the  ChanceUot  ef 
the  Exchequer)  was  of  eoorse  to  prasame 
that  he  had  no  such  desire.  The  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  that  they 
called  upon  to  provide  for  the 
exigencies  of  the  Empire*  that  is^  for 
gendes  that  ap^ied  equally  to  every  pail 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  an  eonal  die* 
tribution  of  the  amount  on  alL  Now*  it 
ffMMPfd  to  him  that  the  hon*  '^"^  learned 
Gentleman  laboiuod  under  a 
sion  on  that  particular  pomt.  Ha 
to  think  that  an  equal  proriAm  far  the 
common  mngsnoies  of  the  United  King* 
dom*  implied  not  merdy  an  equal  share  of 
tha  common  burden^  but  an  application  to 
all  the  parts  of  the  Empire  of  tha  aama 
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tbat  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  al- 
lowed himself  to  speak  of  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  he  had  done^  and  he  was  equally 
sorry  that  he  had  made  this  Motion  at  all. 
He  was  sorry,  hecause  he  doubted  not  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  observa- 
tions would  be  re-echoed  from  Ireland,  not 
as  an  arrow  coming  from  the  shafts  of 
Orangemen— not  as  an  arrow  from  the 
slmflto  of  a  consistent  bitter  enemy  of  free- 
dom ;  but  as  one  shot  by  a  Gentleman,  the 
whole  of  whose  career  might  be  said  in 
some  degree  to  resemble  their  own — from 
a  Gentleman  who  was  endowed  with  great 
talent,  of  high  honour^  and  of  great  distinc- 
tion,  who  had  thrown  himself  into  the 
breach  in  England,  and  had  shown  himself 
as  a  man  ready  to  fight  the  good  fight  of 
popular  measures.    The    absentees   from 
that  House  might  be  mistaken,  but  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  should  have  been 
the  last   to  blame   them;   and  when  he 
was  so  caustic  on  the  Member  for  Dungar- 
▼on's  recommendation  that  he  should  read 
Burke's  speech  on  conciliation  with  Ame- 
rica, he  might  have  been  reminded  by  the 
name  of  that  country  how  close  was  its 
neighbourhood  to  Canada.     He  was  sorry 
that  the  remarks  had  come  from  the  source 
whence  they  had ;  and  he  believed  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  be  glad  of 
an  opportunity  to  admit  that  he  had  em- 
ployed unguurded  expressions.    With  re- 
card  to  the  Motion  immediately  before  the 
House,  the  arguments  pro  and  con  had  been 
so  completely  sifted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  that  it  was  unneces. 
sary  for  him  to  say  one  word ;  neither  was 
it  a  question  for  consideration,  for  the 
House  would  be  almost  unanimous  in  its 
decision.    But    there    was  one  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  refer.    The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  ^  Put  a  tax  on 
real  property  in  Ireland ;"  but  where  would 
he  find  it  ?  Where  was  there  an  estate  in 
Ireland  that  was  free  from  mortgages.^ 
Then  what  was  the  panacea  for  all  the  ills 
of  Ireland )  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  said,  **  Be  peaceable,  and  see  what 
will  follow— you  are  in  a  wretchedly  poor 
and  impoverished  condition ;  be  peaceable, 
and,  as  you  have  no  money  of  your  own, 
capital  will  then  flow  in  from  England, 
and  your  condition  will    be   improved.'* 
Yet  those  who  counselled  them  to  be  peace- 
able on  this  ground,  joined  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memb^  for  Bath,  and  endea- 
voured to  add  to  their  distresses  by  the  im- 


position of  an  obnoxious  tax,  which  they 
were  unable  to  pay.  He  would  ask  hi& 
hon.  Friend  if  it  were  politic  so  to  act 
when  Ireland  was  in  its  present  state— 


it 


per  ignes 


Suppositos  cineri  doloso  ?" 

In  conclusion,  as  he  had  before  said,  he 
had  reason  not  to  discuss  the  measure,  be« 
cause  it  was  not  a  measure  for  argument, 
but  he  did  enter  his  protest  against  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  ground  of  its  great  impolicy. 

Colonel  Ratvdon  must  oppose  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend ;  and  he  did 
so  because  he  believed  that  if  acceded  to,  ic 
would  materially  interfere  with,  and  ren- 
der problematical,  the  good  Government  of 
the  country.     The  people  of  Ireland  were 
ready  fairly  to  contribute  their  portion  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  country ;  but  in 
matters  of  this  kind  prudential  motives  of 
policy  should  not  be  lost  sight  of,  and  he  cer- 
tainly was  of  opinion  that  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  characterised  in 
an  eminent  degree  by  the  absence  of  any  pru- 
dential motive.    It  must  be  clear  to  every 
one,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  was  envious  because  Ireland  did  not 
pay  every  tax  that  he  paid  himself.     He 
was  of  opinion  also  that   that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  chosen  a  singular 
time  for  wishing  to  impose  this  tax  upon 
Ireland.    He  appeared  to  have  chosen  the 
first  moment  of  prosperity  that  had  dawned 
upon*  that  country  for  some  time;  and  he 
feared  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  formed  his  view  of  Irish  prosperity  in 
great  part  upon  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
leamed  Friend  the  Member  for  Donegal 
(Colonel  Conolly).    But  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  was,  as  the  House  knew,  of  a 
rather  sanguine  temperament — somewhat 
inclined  to  view  things  a  little  couleur  de 
rose.     There  were,  he  believed,  measures 
in  progress  that  might,  ere  long,  add  much 
to  the  improved  condition  of  Ireland ;  but 
still  he  was  aware  that  at  this  time  many 
persons  in  the  middle  ranks  of  life,  and  al- 
most all  the  small  traders,  found  their  local 
burdens   extremely    oppressive;    and    he 
(Colonel  Rawdon)  was  convinced,  if  the 
Income  Tax  were  imposed  upon  them,  that 
it  would  be  the  cause  of  very  great  distress. 
He  must  say  he  had  seen  Irish  country 
gentlemen  superintending  the  improvement 
of  their  estates,  and  watching  with  paternal 
care  the  comfort  of  their  tenantry  ;  and  he 
did  not  think  this  was  a  safe  moment  to 
malign  them.    As  a  matter  of  history  he 
2D2 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
also  remember,  that  a  tax  on  Property, 
which,  according  to  his  own  statement, 
would  not  be  a  burden  on  the  poorer  classes, 
would  necessarily  be  a  burden  on  the  te- 
nantry of  Ireland  also,  and  subject  them  to 
the  same  pressure  to  which  the  English 
tenantry  were  subjected,  and  of  which  some 
Gentlemen  complained.  He  would  merely 
ask,  was  it  desirable  to  take  from  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  a  larger  proportion  of 
their  industry  than  they  had  now  to 
pay  ?  As  a  financial  measure,  a  Property 
Tax  in  Ireland  would,  as  he  had  shown,  be 
a  total  failure.  If,  indeed,  the  House  had 
adopted  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kendal,  and  made  the  Income  Tax 
a  permanent  source  of  revenue  to  the  Em- 
pire, then,  indeed,  its  extension  to  Irec 
land  might  be  advisable,  and  it  misht 
become  worth  their  while  to  consider 
whether  they  would  not  sacrifice  the  pro- 
duce of  the  tax  for  a  time,  in  order  to  form 
the  establishment  which  would  be  neces* 
sary  for  the  collection  of  the  tax ;  but  he 
would  again  say,  that  the  formation  of  such 
an  establishment  for  the  collection  of  such  a 
tax  for  a  limited  period,  would  only  im- 
pose a  grievous  burden  on  the  people, 
without  producing  a  beneficial  result  to 
the  Exchequer.  There  were  other  mo- 
tives also,  not  of  a  financial,  but  of  a  po- 
litical and  local  nature  to  which  he  might 
refer,  as  rendering  it  inexpedient  tind  un- 
advisable  to  impose  such  a  tax  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  on  Ireland;  but  with  these 
he  considered  it  unnecessary  to  trouble 
the  House.  They  had  heard  it  observed 
that  evening  by  an  hon.  Member  that  the 
absence  of  this  burden  on  the  Irish 
proprietor  while  residing  at  home,  was 
greatly  instrumental  in  procuring  for  the 
Irish  people  the  residence  among  them  of 
manv  of  the  gentry  who  otherwise  would 
continue  to  be  absentees.  His  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bandon,  had  referred  to 
this  subject,  and  had  dwelt  on  the  advan* 
tages  which. were  derived  by  the  country 
from  having  the  resident  gentry  among 
them^  attending  to  the  better  cultivation 
of  the  soil,  and  improving  the  condition  of 
their  tenantry.  He  beheved  the  wi^  to 
be  so  employedi  operating  with  the  desire 
to  be  exempt  from  a  Property  Tax,  had 
not  been  without  its  effect  in  securing  the 
residence  in  Ireland  of  gentlemen  having 
property  in  that  country.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Coventry  (Mr.  Williams)  had  com* 
{lained  of  public  offioers  in  Ireland  not 
•ing  subject  to  the  Income  Tax.  If  the 
bon.  Gentlenaa  iatended  (o  lopporl  the 


Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  ftr 
Bath,  he  would  find  himself  mistaken  if  be 
thought  that  he  at  the  same  time  advanced 
his  own  proposition,  since  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ex- 
pressly excluded  that  very  class  from  the 
provision  of  his  Motion.  He  would  there- 
fore advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
counsel  of  him,  and  to  record  his  vote 
against  the  present  Amendment.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Williams)  said, 
''  Why  not  make  the  incomes  of  these 
officers  subject  to  the  Income  Tax  ?  They 
are  paid  but  of  the  Revenue .  of  Great 
Britain,  and  they  should  not,  therefore, 
be  exempt"  But  why  did  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman assume  that  they  were  so  paid? 
Ireland  contributed  her  share  to  the  bur« 
dens  of  the  State,  and  she  paid  the  offioers 
who  performed  the  public  duties  withia 
her  limits ;  and  therefore  if  any  one  class 
in  Ireland  was  exempted,  he  could  not 
understand  on  what  principle  any  other 
dass  should  be  subjected  to  the  tax.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  present  was  a  fitting 
occasion  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  through  the  various  disquisitioDS 
into  which  he  entered.  At  the  discussion 
of  the  various  estimates  which  were  to  be 
submitted  to  Parliament,  they  would  have, 
at  no  distant  period,  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering those  estimates  in  detail.  He 
could  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  wished 
to  renew  the  discussion  on  that  subject, 
that  they  had  been  all  prepared,  with  every 
regard  to  economy,  and  with  a  due  ocm* 
sideration  for  the  permanent  interests  of 
the  country.  It  was  enough,  on  the  pro- 
sent  occasion,  for  him  to  confine  himself  to 
the  subject  immediately  before  the  House. 
He  had  given  a  decided  opinion  that  they 
could  not  impose  on  Ireland  a  Property 
Tax  without  making  it  burdensome  to  the 
inhabitants  of  that  country,  without  confer- 
ring on  the  Exchequer  any  equivalent.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  addressed  the  House 
in  the  course  of  that  evening  had  alluded 
to  various  other  circumstances  of  a  political 
nature,  which  rendered  the  impoaitkm  of 
that  tax  at  the  preeent  moment  m  Irebad 
unadvisable.  He  would  not  enter  into 
these  matters.  He  had  endeavoured  to  a^ 
tablish  the  fact  that  as  a  tax  it  svonld  be 
unproductive  to  the  Revenue^  and  having 
done  so,  he  considered  it  unnaoassary  to 
enter  into  other  branches  of  the  quea- 
tion«  He  had  endeavoured  to  avoid  any 
observations  that  could  irritate  the  feelinp 
of  individuals  in  that  country ;  sudi  ob» 
servations  would  be  foreign  to  hk  own 
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Jttrioat  to  the  fleneral  interest  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  trusted  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  study  the  same 
ieelingSj  and  would  be  induced  to  with- 
draw a  proposition  which  might  so  easily 
and  effectively  be  misrepresented  for  evil 

Surposes.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not> 
e  trusted  the  House  would,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  Irish 
Members,  prove  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  Englishmen  did  not  desire  to  impose 
burdens  upon  them  i  but  that  their  best 
interests  would  always  be  watched  over 
and  fought  for  by  the  Representatives  of 
this  country,  as  strenuously  as  by  their 
own  Members. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
many  representations  had  been  made  by  hon. 
Members,  of  the  bearing  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  proposition,  upon  wholly 
erroneous  views  of  the  real  state  of  the  case, 
and  of  what  the  House  was  now  called  on 
to  do.  He  should  have  been  as  anxious  as 
any  one  to  press  upon  the  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  the  necessity  of  making 
some  alterations  in  the  Income  Taxj  but  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  it  was  only 
to  be  a  temporary  tax,  he  should  not  have 
wished  to  see  it  altered  us  regarded  Ireland, 
in  ordinary  circumstances.  But  what  was 
the  fact?  The  whole  objection  made  to 
the  proposition  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  was  made  under  the  idea  that  this 
was  a  new  tax  upon  Ireland.  He  denied 
the  allegation,  and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to 
explain  why  he  did  so.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  stated  to  the  House, 
most  clearly,  that  he  wanted  no  new  tax  to 
carry  on  the  service  of  the  country ;  he 
stated  that  the  Revenue  was  51,000,000/. 
(speaking  in  round  numbers),  and  the  Ex- 
penditure only  49,500,000/.,  and  that  there- 
fore there  would  be  a  surplus  of  1,500,000/. 
As  regarded  this  tax,  therefore,  they  did 
not  want  it.  But,  said  the  right  hon.  6a- 
nmet,  **  I  am  about  to  change  your  tax- 
ation ;  I  think  your  taxation  has  been, 
hitlierto,  imposed  on  individuals  and  on 
articles  on  whom  it  ought  to  press  no 
longer.'*  No  doubt  all  experienced  men 
mast  confirm  that  statement ;  all  the  papers 
relating  to  the  subject  of  finance,  now  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  confirmed  it.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  went  on  to  say,  *'  I 
tell  you  that  you  are  crippling  your  com. 
merce  by  this  means ;  therefore,  I  will  do 
that  which  shall  relieve  individuals  and  the 
country  for  the  future,  as  well  as  render  an 
Income  Tax  unnecessary  for  the  future  3 
and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  the  ex  fieri  men  t 
will  succeed;  but  I  will  not  impose  the 


Income  Tax  on  Ireland ;  I  mean  to  take 
four  millions  from  the  taxes  which  it  is  not 
right  should  remain  any  longer.  The  whole 
scope  of  my  taxation  is  to  relieve  the  middle 
and  lower  classes.*'  That  was  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  principle,  and  that  principle 
he  approved.  But  then  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said,  "  I  require  an  equal  amount  of 
revenue  to  that  which  1  take  off.*'  There- 
fore, the  imposition  of  an  Income  Tax, 
under  these  circumstances,  was  no  new  tax- 
ation of  the  people ;  because  the  people  paid 
the  amount  of  it  already  on  the  articles 
from  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant 
to  remove  all  taxation.  For  instance,  Ire- 
land as  well  as  England  paid  the  auction 
duty  on  sales  of  property.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  thought  that  tax,  from  the  evasions 
which  were  practised  under  it,  had  not  the 
character  of  a  proper  tax— it  was  expensive 
and  unproductive*  He  therefore  deter- 
mined to  relieve  the  country  from  it.  That 
was  a  boon  of  300,000^  a  year  to  all  who 
had  property  to  sell.  Again,  all  the  com- 
munity consumed  sugar.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  proposed  to  make  it  \\d.  or  2d,  a 
pound  cheaper;  by  that  chanae,  therefore, 
the  population  of  Ireland  would  get  cheaper 
sugar ;  and  an  Income  Tax  to  the  same 
amount  as  the  reduction  in  the  duty  on 
Eugar,  would  not  be  a  new  taxation  of  that 
country.  The  right  hon.  Baroiiet  went  a 
step  further.  He  took  glass.  The  duty 
on  that  article  interfered  with  the  manu- 
facture, and  was  an  oppressive  duty  in  Ire- 
land as  well  as  in  England.  Whether 
whiskey  was  drunk  out  of  glasses  in 
Ireland  or  not,  he  did  not  know;  but 
they  would  get  their  glass  so  much  the 
cheaper.  Thus  again  an  Income  Tax  pro- 
ducing the  amount  thus  taken  off  would 
I  not  be  a  fresh  impost  on  that  country  | 
and  so,  on  the  whole,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  country  being  about  to 
gain  as  much  by  the  reduction  as  the  In- 
come Tax  would  amount  to,  the  imposi- 
tion of  it  would  not  be  said  to  be  an  im- 
position of  a  fresh  burden  on  that  country. 
What  then  was  the  outcry  against  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  proposi- 
tion about?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer seemed  also  to  suppose  that  this 
would  be  imposing  a  new  tax  upon 
Ireland  ;  the  fact  was  it  would  not  im. 
pose  one  farthing  of  taxation  upon  Ireland; 
they  would  only  be  changing  the  mode  of 
taxation,  and  shifting  it  to  the  shoulders 
of  those  who  could  afford  to  pay  it. 
Why,  then,  this  outcry  i^inst  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  teamed  Gentle- 
man ?    It  appeared  to  him  that  the  exoqp* 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
also  remember^  that  a  tax  on  Property, 
which,  according  to  his  own  statement, 
would  not  be  a  burden  on  the  poorer  classes^ 
would  necessarily  be  a  burden  on  the  te- 
nantry of  Ireland  also,  and  subject  them  to 
the  same  pressure  to  which  the  Engluh 
tenantry  were  subjected,  and  of  which  some 
Gentlemen  complained.  He  would  merely 
ask,  was  it  desirable  to  take  from  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  a  larger  proportion  of 
their  industry  than  they  had  now  to 
pay  ?  As  a  financial  measure,  a  Property 
Tax  in  Ireland  would,  as  he  had  shown,  be 
a  total  failure.  If,  indeed,  the  House  had 
adopted  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kendal,  and  made  the  Income  Tax 
a  permanent  source  of  revenue  to  the  Em- 
pire, then,  indeed,  its  extension  to  Ire^ 
land  might  be  advisable,  and  it  mieht 
become  worth  their  while  to  consider 
whether  they  would  not  sacrifice  the  pro- 
duce of  the  tax  for  a  time,  in  order  to  form 
the  establishment  which  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  collection  of  the  tax ;  but  he 
would  again  say,  that  the  formation  of  such 
an  establishment  for  the  collection  of  such  a 
tax  for  a  limited  period,  would  only  im- 
pose a  grievous  burden  on  the  people, 
without  producing  a  beneficial  result  to 
the  Exchequer.  There  were  other  mo- 
tives also,  not  of  a  financial,  but  of  a  po- 
litical and  local  nature  to  which  he  might 
refer,  as  rendering  it  inexpedient  and  un* 
advisable  to  impose  such  a  tax  at  the  pre* 
sent  moment  on  Ireland;  but  with  these 
he  considered  it  unnecessary  to  trouble 
the  House.  They  had  heard  it  observed 
that  evening  by  an  hon.  Member  that  the 
absence  of  this  burden  on  the  Irish 
proprietor  while  residing  at  home,  was 
greatly  instrumental  in  procuring  for  the 
Irish  people  the  residence  amon^  them  of 
manv  of  the  gentry  who  otherwise  would 
continue  to  be  absentees.  His  noUe  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bandon,  had  referred  to 
this  subject,  and  had  dwelt  on  the  advan* 
tages  which, were  derived  by  the  country 
from  having  the  resident  gentry  among 
them»  attending  to  the  better  cultivation 
of  the  soil,  and  improving  the  condition  of 
their  tenantry.  He  believed  the  wish  to 
be  so  employed,  operating  with  the  desire 
to  be  exempt  from  a  Property  Tax,  had 
not  been  without  ita  effect  in  securing  the 
residence  in  Ireland  of  gentlemen  having 
poperty  in  that  country.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Coventry  (Mr.  Williams)  had  com* 
{lained  of  puUic  oiBcen  in  Ireland  not 
cing  subject  to  the  Income  Tax.    If  the 
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Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  Ibr 
Bath,  he  would  find  himself  mistaken  if  he 
thought  that  he  at  the  same  time  advaneed 
his  own  proposition,  since  the  Aroendmeot 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ex- 
pressly excluded  that  very  class  from  the 
provision  of  his  Motion.  He  would  there- 
fore advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
counsel  of  him,  and  to  record  his  vote 
against  the  present  Amendment.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Williams)  said, 
**  Why  not  make  the  incomes  of  these 
officers  suliject  to  the  Income  Tax  ?  They 
are  paid  but  of  the  Revenue. of  Great 
Britain,  and  they  should  not,  therefore, 
be  exempt."  But  why  did  the  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  assume  that  they  were  so  paid? 
Ireland  contributed  her  share  to  the  bur* 
dens  of  the  State,  and  she  paid  the  officen 
who  performed  the  public  duties  withia 
her  limits ;  and  therefore  if  any  cnae  class 
in  Ireland  was  exempt^,  he  could  not 
understand  on  what  principle  any  other 
class  should  be  subjected  to  the  tax.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  preaent  was  m  fitting 
occasion  to  follow  the  hon.  Mensber  for 
Coventry  through  the  various  disquintionB 
into  which  he  entered.  At  the  diocussioB 
of  the  various  estimates  which  were  to  be 
submitted  to  Parliament,  they  would  have^ 
at  no  distant  period,  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering those  estimates  in  detail.  He 
could  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  wished 
to  renew  the  discussion  on  that  subject* 
that  they  had  been  all  prepared,  with  eveiy 
regard  to  economy,  and  with  a  due  oon« 
sideration  for  the  permanent  interests  of 
the  country.  It  was  enough,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  for  him  to  confine  himself  to 
the  subject  immediately  before  the 
He  had  given  a  decided  opinion 
could  not  impose  on  Ireland  a  Pi 
Tax  without  making  it  burdensome 
inhabitants  of  that  country,  without' 
ring  on  the  Exchequer  any  equivalent 
Gentlemen  who  had  addressed  thef 
in  the  courK  of  that  evening  had  h 
to  various  othor  cireumstanoeB  of  a  f 
nature,  which  tendered  the  impon 
that  tax  at  the  preaent  moment  tn  ^ 
unadvisable.  rie  would  not 
these  matters.  He  had  endeave 
Ublish  the  fact  that  aa  a  tax  il 
unproductive  to  the  Revenue^  t 
done  so,  he  considered  it  unns 
enter  into  other  bcandiea  of 
tion*  He  had  endeavoured  to  i 
observations  that  could  irritate  th 
of  individuals  in  that  country ; 
servatkms  would  be  foreign  to 
feelings,  and  he  beliefed  woul 
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coald  adopt  would  be»  not  to  apply  to  it 
this  Inoome  and  Property  Tax,  wbich 
you  are  now  going  to  continue  in  this 
country.  Ireland,  I  am  happy  to  say, 
is  now  banning  to  take  a  start — 
English  capital  is  beginning  to  flow  into 
the  country—- railways  are  now  beginning 
to  be  constructed— Kither  improvements  are 
being  effected— and  I  trust  that  many  of 
those  now  present  will,  in  the  course  of  a 
few  years,  see  Ireland  occupy  a  di£^ent 
position  from  that  which  she  has  hitherto 
occupied  as  a  portion  of  this  great  Empire, 
and  that  ^e  will  contribute  to  the  country 
that  share  of  capital  which  her  resources 
and  the  energies  of  her  population  will  en- 
able her  to  supply.  If  the  landed  gentry 
of  England,  and  the  people  of  England, 
wish  to  look  forward  to  any  great  relief 
from  the  burdens  which  now  press  upon 
them,  I  fed  satisfied  that  that  relief  may 
be  feund  in  the  increased  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  &  Crawford  wished  to  say  a  yery 
few  words  before  he  voted  on  this  question. 
He  must  say  that  he  found  considerable 
d^ulty  and  some  pain  in  deciding  on  the 
vote  he  Uiought  it  necessary  to  give  on  this 
question ;  fer  he  stood  there  as  one  of  the 
representatives  of  England,  and  at  the  same 
time  he  was  personally  interested  in  the 
subject  of  the  vote  about  to  be  come  to. 
He  widwd  togiverelief  tothe  workingdasses 
cf  the  Empire ;  and  he  bdieved  that  was 
the  real  question  they  had  to  consider  be- 
fore they  made  up  their  minds  as  to  how 
they  riiould  vote  on  the  question  before  the 
Houses  He  had  voted  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment fer  a  continuance  of  the  Property 
and  Income  Tax  in  England,  and  his  object 
in  so  voting  was  that  the  working  classes 
might  obtain  relief  by  the  remission  of  tax- 
ation fMxyposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
Well,  then,  as  one  of  the  representatives  oE 
England,  he  could  not  bring  himself  to  say 
that  the  landed  property  of  Ireland  should 
he  eaempt  from  this  tax.  He  felt  that 
the  country  had  derived  much  benefit  feom 
t%e  measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet; 
and  he  was  of  opinion  that  if  the  proposi. ; 
turn  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Badi  were  carried,  much  good  would  there- 
by accrue  to  the  small  hdders  and  the  la- 
booring  dasses  of  Ireland.  Though  he 
knew  then  were  many  reasons  why  Ireland 
niglht  daim  exemption  from  increasing 
tflsatioti,  when  he  was  called  on  to  give  his 
voce,  he  moat  say  thai  he  could  not  bring 
jbimadf  to  fed  that  the  laaded  property  of 


Ireland  should  be  exempt  from  a  portion  of 
this  tax.  He  stood  there  anxious  to  do  his 
duty,  and  he  was  placed  in  such  a  position 
that  it  could  not  be  said  persond  interest 
had  influenced  his  decision.  Though  there 
wero  many  reasons  why  Ireland  might 
claim  exemption  from  further  taxation,  he 
fdt  himself  compelled  to  vote  for  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath. 

Mr.  Darby  said  he  would  state  the 
grounds  on  which  he  would  give  his  vote 
in  distinct  opposition  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath.  That  hon.  Member  seemed 
little  to  understand  the  matter.  His  mo- 
tion was  inconsistent  with  his  speech. 
Whatever  might  be  his  own  views  as  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Property  Tax  in  this 
country,  it  certainly  would  not  at  this  mo- 
ment, in  his  opinion,  be  paying  a  due  regard 
to  good  policy,  or  to  the  interests  of  all 
classes,  to  lay  that  tax  upon  Ireland.  At 
the  present  moment  to  extend  that  tax  to 
Ireland  would  be  highly  impolitic 

Mr.  Roebuck  said  that  if  he  rightly  un- 
derstood the  temper  and  feeling  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  they  were  to  give  a 
man  on  all  occasions  fdr  play.  He  was  then, 
claiming  the  opportunity  of  making  a  reply, 
which  he  would  not  ask,  if  he  did  not  stand 
in  a  peculiar  position.  That  position  was, 
that  though  many  fdt  with  him,  very  few 
had  ^ken  with  him.  He  had  been,  with 
a  slight  exception,  attacked,  he  might  say, 
by  almost  every  speaker  who  had  spoken 
on  the  question,  and  by  some  not  dtogether 
in  terms  that  might  have  been  expected  on 
that  occasion.  Before  he  sat  down,  he 
hoped  he  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
repaying  his  friends  with  interest.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  said  that  a  great  change  in 
his  omnion  had  taken  place.  The  ri^hc 
hon.  Baronet  had  commenced  offidd  life, 
he  might  say,  as  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and 
had  lived  uninterruptedly  in  office  to  1829; 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  with  dl  the 
means  of  information  which  he  possessed^ 
had  then  held  the  same  opinion  as  he  him- 
sdf  had  that  evening  expreased.  Having 
left  the  soft  cushion  of  office,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  passed  for  a  time  into  the  cold 
and  dreary  region  of  opposition.  After  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had,  with  great  care  and 
astonishing  tact,  agdn  collected  a  great 
party  together,  what  was  his  first  expres- 
sion of  opinion  in  this  very  case?  The 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  1833 
was  the  same  as  he  had  that  evening  ex- 
psessed.    In  1835  the  right  hon.  Bmnet 
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tirni  of  Ireland  from  the  tax  was  an  excep* 
don  which  ought  not  to  he  continued.     It 
was  sud  that  the  population  of  Ireland 
would  not  benefit  by  the  imposition  of  this 
tax  ;  but  the  fact  was,  that  the  lower 
classes  there  would  benefit  ten  times  more 
than  the  higher  would  lose  by  it.     The 
Chancellor  of   the  Exchequer  said  that 
the  duty  on  stamps  in  Ireland  nused  as 
much  rerenue  as  would  have  been  derived 
from  that  country  by  the  imposition  of  the 
Income  Tax.      Now,  he  had  asked  the 
other  day  for  Returns,  showing  the  whole 
amounts  received  from  the  Stamp  Duties 
there  since  they  had  been  imposed.    The 
result    was,    that    while    England    paid 
5,000,000/.  to  the  Income  Tax,  Ireland, 
as  an  equivalent  for  her  Income  Tax,  paid 
92,000/.  last  year  in  Stamp  Duties,  and 
would  this  year  pay  129,000/.    Ireland, 
participating  in  all  the  reductions  of  indirect 
taxation,  ought  dearly^  in  justice,  to  share 
the  burden  of  the  I  ncome  Tax.    He  had  for 
a  long  time  past  attempted  to  prove  to  the 
House  that  the  taxation  borne  by  the  mid- 
dle and  lower  classes  had,  for  the  last  six 
years,  been  about  74  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
taxation  of  the  country ;  while  the  great 
bulk  of  the  property  of  the  kingdom  was 
not  saddled  with  more  than  26  per  cent. 
He  had  again  and  acain  endeavoured  to 
convince  the  House  that,  unless  they  re- 
moved taxation  from  those  who  were  un- 
able to  bear  it,  and  imposed  it  upon  those 
who  were  equal  to  the  burden,  the  great 
bulk  of  the  population  must  remain  in  a 
distressed  and  miserable  condition.    Those 
who  had  the  management  of  public  ftffiurs 
sufiTered  little  from  taxation,  and  they  had, 
therefore,  felt  little  sympathy  for  the  mass 
of  the  community,  by  whom  the  burden 
was  principallv  borne.    He  called  upon 
Ireland,  in  order  to  assist  the  right  lu>n. 
Baronet    opposite   in    carrying    out    the 
schemes  he  had  propounded,  to  contribute 
her  quota  to  the  necessities  of  the  State. 
Since  he  had  possessed  a  seat  in  that  House, 
so  important  a  measure  as  that  recently 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
not  been  submitted  to  their  consideration, 
or  one  which  had  such  a  tendency  to  bene- 
fit the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  this 
country.     Its  effect  would  be  to  afford 
employment  to  labour,  to  open  a  thousand 
avenues  for  the  use  of  capital,  and  to  ex- 
tend the  commerce  of  the  country.    But 
be  did  think  that  Irehmd  ought  to  bear  a 
fair  share  of  the  taxation  by  which  these 
chanm  were  to  be  effected,  although  some 
hon.  Members  who  represented  Insh  con- 
•liHiendes  strongly  objected  to  such  an 


arrangement    He  was  not  surprised  at 
that;  but  he  must  remind  those  hon.  Gen* 
tlemen  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal 
(Colonel  ConoUy)  had  been  the  means  of 
bringing  forward  the  question.    He  wonli 
fearlessfy  assert  that  no  Member  of  that 
House  could  be  more  anxious  than  he  was  for 
the  proqierity  of  Ireland,  and  that  no  suua 
had  been  more  ready  to  propose  or  sujpport 
any  measure  tending  to  the  welfare  or  that 
country.    But  he  must  remind  hoo.  G«n« 
tlemen  who  represented  Irish  oonstituencieSy 
and  especially  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mea^* 
ber  for  Waterford  (Sir  H.  W.  Bamn), 
that  if,  as  Irishmen,  they  claimed— as  lie 
hoped  they  did— equal  rights  with  En|^Ush« 
men  and  Scotchmen,  Aey  most  be  pre- 
pared to  bear  an  equal  share  of  taxation. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  enter  into  tlM 
question  whether  or  not  Ireland  had  bene* 
fited  by  the  Union ;  but  he  might  lenund 
the  House,  that  when  Mr.  O'Coonell,  some 
time  since,  brouffht  forward  the  question 
of  Repeal,  Lord  Monteaele,  then  Seeietaiy 
to  the  Treasury,  referred  to  tables  diowing 
the  gradual  increase  whidi  had  taken  plaee 
in  every  branch  of  industry  in  Ireland  sinae 
the  enactment  of  the  Union.  An  hon.  Mem* 
ber^  had  complained  that  whiles  when  the 
Union  took  place,  the  taxes  in  Ireland 
amounted  only  to  2,000,000/.,  they  had 
since  risen  to  5,000,000/.      Good  Godt 
that  hon.  Oentlraian  was  complaining  of 
the  benefits  which  had  resulted  fitom  the 
Union ;  for  that  increase  of  tasatkn  wm 
consequent  on  the  improving  prosperity  ef 
the  country.    It  had  been  said  that,  if  this 
tax^  were  extended  to  Ireland,  it  would 
excite  incendiarism,  outrafle,  and  r^wHien. 
If  this  were  true,  that  muse  could  never 
attempt  to  apply  to  Ireland  any  legislative 
measures  which  were  not  in  aooordaQee 
with  the  wishes  of  tiie  Irish  people.    Then 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exdhequer  had  staled 
that,  because  the  Government,  in  former 
days,  experienced  difficulty  in  colleetittg 
the  snuessed  taxes,  the  collection  of  a  Pro* 
perty  Tax  would  be  attended  with  similar 
inconvenience.    He  was  sorry  to  hear  audi 
a  statement  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  for  it  had  a  tendency  to  promote  the 
views  of  those  who  endeavoored  to  exdte 
alarm  on  this  subject  He  would  ask  them 
to  give  fair  and  equal  rights  to  Ireland,  to    ' 
remove  the  dissatislaction  which  now  ex« 
isted  in  that  country,  and  then  lo  call  npon 
Ireland  to  pay  ita Just  and  fiill  proportion  not 
of  one  tax,  but  of  every  tax.    There  were 
not  many  fimners  in  Irdand  wboae  ineooMS 
amounted  to  800/.  a-year;  and  if,  there* 
forti  this  Itt  were  appOed  to  lrslasid»  k 
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VfoM  fall  principally  upon  the  landed 
pro|nietor.  He  oonddered,  alao,  ifc  was 
only  just  that  persons  holding  oflBdal  situ- 
ations in  that  country^  and  deriving  large 
sums  from  the  revenue^  should  he  liable  to 
a  tax  of  this  description.  On  these  grounds, 
then,  he  gave  his  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  Really  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  with  an  unusual  degree  of 
candour,  has  put  himself  entirely  out  of 
oourt.  I  will  prove  to  him  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  him  to  support  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  I  don't  mean 
to  say  it  is  actually  impossible  for  bim  to 
support  that  Motion,  because  I  believe  he 
will  support  it ;  but  I  mean  to  say  that  it 
18  impossible  for  himi  consistently  with 
his  establidied  character  for  equity  and 
good  sense  to  give  the  vote  he  says  he  is 

Srepared  to  record.  The  hon.  Member  for 
fontrose  says  it  was  his  intention  to  leave 
my  proposirion  untouched;  and  that  he 
thinks,  if  an  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  side 
of  the  House  bad  not  made  a  very  indis- 
creet speech*  this  question  never  would 
have  been  agitated,  and  that  he  would  have 
voted  for  the  continuance  of  this  tax,  as 
applied  to  England  and  Scotland,  without 
objecting  to  the  omission  of  Ireland.  What ! 
is  the  hon.  Member  prepared  to  extend  this 
tax  to  Ireland  contrary  to  his  own  previous 
Judgment,  merely  beoiuse  an  agricultural 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  made 
an  indiiareet  speech.  la  that  a  proper 
eoorse  to  be  pursued  by  an  hon.  GenUe- 
maii  who,  for  the  kstforty  years,  has,  with 
great  advantage  to  the  country  I  admit, 
and  with  great  disinterestedness,  applied 
himself  to  the  consideration  of  financial 
matters?  I  admire  the  hon.  Member  for 
his  seal  and  his  industry  displayed  through 
so  long  a  period ;  and,  differing  as  I  do  from 
him  on  political  questions,  I  do  say  that  he 
hm  rendered  great  services  to  the  country. 
I  am  a  political  opponent  of  that  hon. 
Gendemani  who  never  gave  me  a  vote  in 
bis  life ;  hot  I  am  now  anticipating  the 
judgment  which  will  be  pronounc^  by 
a  grateful  posterity  when  I  say  that,  ac- 
tuated by  high,  pure,  patriotic,  disinterested 
motives,  he  has  been  the  means  of  reducing 
the  burdens  on  the  country.  But  the 
hon.  Member  who,  for  the  last  forty  years, 
haa  devoted  his  attention  to  questions  of 
finance,  admits  that  if  he  had  not  been 

E evoked,  by  a  foolish  speech,  as  the  hon. 
ember  s^led  it^  it  would  not  have  oc- 
enrffad  to  him  to  support  the  application  of 
tke  Utf  10  Iralaad.    Now,  is  that  a  prin- 


ciple fdr  a  great  senator  to  act  upon  ?  I 
must  confess  I  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Donegal  (Colonel 
Conmly)  with  some  dismay;  I  foresaw  that 
it  would  furnish  our  opponents  with  some 
strong  and  specious  aigument  in  favour  of 
the  proposition  now  before  the  House; 
but,  surely,  Sir,  never  was  so  great  a  pa«> 
negvric  pronounced  upon  an  individual 
speech  as  the  admission  that  these  obser- 
vations have  induced  the  hon.  Member  op* 
posite  to  depart  from  the  course  of  policy 
which  he  had  previously  marked  out  for 
himself.  I  foresaw  with  horror  the  effect 
of  allegations  respecting  the  interest  of 
money,  and  the  monopoly  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  But  that  a  man  of  the  hon. 
Member's  gravity-— a  man  of  his  great 
ability — and,  above  all,  a  man  of  his  deep 
devotion  to  finance-— should  come  to  such 
a  conclusion,  in  consequence  of  a  single 
speech  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Donegal,  is,  I  confess,  most  astonishing. 
[Mr.  Hume :  No,  no.^  I  cannot  let  the 
Hon.  Member  off.  I  must  hold  him  to 
the  point.  I  have  known  high  compli- 
ments paid  to  public  men  in  the  House ; 
but  I  must  say  that  the  argument  and  con- 
clusion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
goes  beyond  them  alL  Sir,  it  is  the  high- 
est compliment  ever  paid  to  any  public 
man  to  suppose,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  does,  that  the  speech  of  my  hon« 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Done* 
gal  is  to  alter  the  views  of  the  Government 
m  r^ard  to  this  question.  Sir,  I  think  it  is 
quite  impossible  for  the  House  of  Commona 
to  assent  to  the  argument  and  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  hon»  Member  for  Montrose. 
Let  us  forget  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  the  provocation  to  it,  and  let  us 
act  as  we  intended  to  act  before  eiUier  was 
uttered.  I  quite  agree  with  those  hon« 
Gentlemen  that,  on  the  first  view  of  the 
case,  justice  would  appear  to  require  that 
the  Income  Tax  should  be  extended  to  Ire-* 
land.  Nay,  more,  I  am  prepared  to  admit 
that,  if  the  Property  Tax  were  to  be  made  a 
permanent  tax,it  should  injustice  he  applied 
to  that  country.  But  that  Ireland  has  been 
exempt  from  it  now  is  not  an  accident. 
It  was  the  subject  of  the  gravest  consider^ 
ation  when  that  tax  was  first  proposed, 
and  it  has  been  again  the  subject  of  consi- 
deration on  the  present  occasion  when  we 
seek  to  continue  it.  In  1842,  we  assumed 
that  the  Income  and  Property  Tax  would 
continue  for  three  years ;  and  we  calculated 
accordingly  the  expense  of  levying  that 
tax  on  a  country  circumstanced  as  Wtf 
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IxeUndy  in  oompariflon  with  the  pohahle 
income  to  be  derived  from  it.  This  done, 
we  came  to  the  clear  conclusion  that  an 
equivalent  should  be  taken ;  and  we  re- 
solved that  an  increased  stamp  duty  and 
an  additional  spirit  duty — [An  hon.  ilfiem- 
ber :  The  additional  spirit  duty  has  been 
repealed.!  I  am  aware  of  it ;  but  I  refer 
not  to  the  present  time,  but  to  the  period 
when  the  Income  Tax  was  first  proposed 
in  1842*  We  came  to  the  conclusion*  I 
say,  that  these  duties  would  be  more  pro- 
ductive to  the  Revenue  of  the  country  than 
the  imposition  of  a  Property  and  Income 
Tax  in  Ireland.  After  the  most  mature 
consideration  of  the  subject,  we  came  to 
the  conclusion  that,  as  there  were  no  local 
Commissioners  in  Ireland  as  in  this  country, 
and  as  the  difficulties  of  collecting  the  tax 
would  bot  therefore,  very  great,  although 
justice  required  that  Ireland  should  not  be 
exempted  from  any  general  tax  in  the  per- 
manent scheme  of  taxation,  that  the  ends 
of  justice  in  this  instance  would  be  effec- 
tuuly  answered,  and  that  it  would,  more* 
over,  be  better  for  this  country  if  we  took 
an  equivalent  from  it,  rather  than  proceed 
to  the  imposition  of  a  new  tax— « tax  which 
neither  Pitt,  nor  Fox,  nor  Lord  Sidmouth> 
nor  Lord  Grenville,  nor  any  other  Minis- 
ter, attempted  to  impose,  because  of  the 
great  local  difficulties  that  existed.  We 
adopted  the  same  course,  and  not  from 
any  desire  to  favour  Ireland  at  the  expense 
of  Great  Britain,  but  because  of  the  great 
local  difficulties  in  the  way  of  collecting 
such  a  tax  in  that  country.  It  is  now  pro- 
posed again  to  continue  the  Income  Tax 
for  a  limited  period,  in  .order  to  eSect  a 
commutation  of  taxation  bearing  upon  the 
manufactures  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
is  impossible  to  disregard  the  peculiar  si* 
tuation  of  di&rent  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  though  I  firmly  believe  the 
oommeroe  of  Ireland  will  be  as  much  be- 
nefited as  the  commerce  of  England  by  the 
remission  of  the  duty  upon  cotton  and 
glass ;  thouffh  I  rejoice  in  the  advantages 
which  will,  J[  believe,  result  to  the  lower 
and  more  laborious  classes  from  such  re- 
mission, yet,  when  I  look  at  the  immediate 
effiwt  that  will  arise  from  the  imposition  of 
the  Income  and  Property  Tax,  and  the  abo* 
lition  of  other  taxes  bearing  upon  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  I  must  say,  I  find, 
from  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Great 
Britain  as  compared  to  Ireland,  the  advan- 
tage of  that  course  will  not  be  chiefly  for 
Ireland,  but  for  this  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom*    Now>  let  ua  see  what  will  be 


the  direct  effect  of  the  removal  of  thoaelaiaa 
the  remission  of  which  we  proposet  not  witk 
regard  to  the  consumers,  but  to  those  eon* 
cemed  in  manufactures  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  respectively.  The  amount  of 
duty  upon  cotton  may  not  affi>rd  a  fiur 
criterion,  for  the  cotton  used  in  Ireland  is 
chiefly  imported  into  Liverpool.  You  levy, 
from  a  duty  upon  raw  cotton,  a  sum  of 
about  700,000/.  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
What  amount  does  Ireland  pay  upon  the 
same  amount  ?  The  duty  paid  on  account  of 
cotton  imported  into  Ireland  is  11^  As 
I  said  before,  however,  this  article  does  not 
affi)rd  a  fair  criterion,  because  the  greater 
part  of  the  cotton  used  in  Ireland  is  im« 
ported  into  Liverpool :  but  I  wish  to  see* 
and  I  shall  rejoice  to  see  the  time  whoa 
Ireland  will  not  be  dependent  upon  Liver* 
pool :  when  Cork,  and  Waterford  will  be 
the  dep6ts  for  such  imports.  But  let  us  look 
to  the  Excise  Duties.  Take  the  auctioa 
duty.  The  amount  of  auction  duty  paid 
in  Great  Briuin  is  270,000^ ;  in  Iieknd 
11,700/.  Then  take  the  duty  on  ^asa. 
Great  Britain  pays  574,000/.;  Ireland 
5,747/.  Now,  do  not  these  facts  exhibit 
a  material  differenoe  between  the  present 
position  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  with 
respect  to  Excise  Duties — at  least  to 
those  manufSsctures,  the  materials  of  which 
are  about  to  be  exempted  ham  doty  ?  I 
wish  I  could  convince  the  people  of  Ireland 
of  the  feeling  which  animates  the  Govern* 
ment  with  regard  to  their  interests.  I  an 
convinced  there  is  but  one  feeling  in  thia 
House  (calumniated  aa  it  is  and  has  been 
in  Ireland,  denounced  as  oonsistiuff  of  per- 
sons desirous  only  to  promote  Bntidi  in- 
terests) with  regard  to  Ireland.  I  believe 
I  express  the  feeling  of  this  House  when 
I  say  that  it  would  afford  us  the  high- 
est pleasure  and  satisfaction  if  we  saw 
the  cotton  manufacture  and  the  glam 
manufacture  extensively  established  and 
prospering  in  Ireland;  if  we  saw,  not 
merely  a  great  body  of  conaumers  bene* 
fited  by  the  remission  of  duties  proposed 
by  Government,  but  the  Irish  manufactoiw 
ers  entering  into  honest  and  successful 
competition  with  the  manufacturers  of 
this  country.  The  noUe  Lord  (Lord 
Bernard)  has,  in  a  brief  speech,  but  one 
abounding  with  powerful  and  oosudusivn 
arguments^  stated  that  in  his  own  county 
in  Ireland,  many  men  who  fonneily 
devoted  their  energies  to  agitation*  are 
now  applying  their  time,  their  exertional 
and  their  capital,  to  the  establidmeiit  of 
railways,  the  improvement  of  agrieultoiiep 
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i»«inde6d,  to  everything  that  constitates 
the  foundation  of  a  nation's  prosperity.  I 
should  rejoice  if  an  additional  stimulus 
were  given  to  these  ne^v  exertions  by  the 
establishment  of  the  glass  and  cotton  ma- 
nufactures in  Ireland,  thus  affording  occu- 
pation to  many  thousands  who  are  at  pre- 
sent unable  to  obtain  more  than  imperfect 
employment.  When  I  look,  then,  at  the 
different  amounts  paid  by  the  two  coun- 
tries as  glass  and  auction  duties,  I  am  led 
to  the  conclusion  that  from  the  remission 
of  taxes  upon  important  manufactures, 
Great  Britain  will  derive  by  far  the 
greater  advantage.  The  proposition  that 
England  and  Ireland  should  be  subjected 
in  all  respects  to  equal  taxation  appears  a 
plausible  one;  but  that  is  not  the  ques- 
tion which  you  are  now  called  upon  to  de* 
termine.  What  you  are  called  upon  now 
to  decide  is  this  : — whether  Great  Britain, 
being  subject  to  the  payment  of  a  tax  upon 
income  derived  from  land,  on  income  de- 
rived from  office,  on  profits  of  trade,  and  on 
income  obtained  from  all  occupations  to 
which  salary  is  attached — you  will  deter- 
mine that  in  Ireland,  land,  and  land  alone, 
shall  be  liable  to  this  tax ;  whether  you 
will  exempt  the  manufacturer  who  carries 
on  his  trade  in  Ireland,  from  the  operation 
of  that  tax,  and  restrict  it  solely  to  land  r 
Now,  the  House  must  remember  that, 
under  existing  circumstances,  if  an  Irish 
landed  proprietor  be  resident  in  England, 
he  is  liable  to  the  Income  Tax  ;  and  the 
tax,  therefore,  operates  upon  him  as  a  pow- 
erful incentive — one  more  powerful,  I  fear, 
in  some  cases,  than  the  obligations  of  duty 
—to  reside  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  that  land,  and  land  only, 
shall  be  subject  to  the  impost.  If  he  had 
said*  as  another  hon.  Gentleman,  (Mr. 
W.  Williams)  did,  ''offices;"  I  think 
there  is  something  plausible  in  that  pro- 
posal ;  but  I  don't  mean  to  adopt  it.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says,  '*  There  are  certain 
public  servants  with  large  salaries,  let  us 
tax  them."  Theie  really  is  something  ex- 
tremely captivating  in  that  to  those  who 
share  in  the  hon.  Member's  prejudices 
against  public  servants.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bath  does  not  propose 
that  offices  shall  be  taxed ;  so  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  be  exempt,  whilst  land 
alone  is  to  bear  the  burden.  I  can't  see  the 
equality  or  the  justice  of  the  principle  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath.  I  am,  therefore, 
on  the  whole,  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
original  proposition  that,  after  mature  con- 
sideration, 1  did,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
VOL.LXXVn.    {i^} 


vernment^  propose  fjQ  the  House.  I  wilU 
ingly  admit  that  on  the  first  view  of  the 
case,  justice  would  suggest  the  policy  of 
applying  this  tax  to  Ireland — I  admit  that ; 
but  I  must  also  say  that  subsequent  consi- 
deration has  confirmed  our  original  views, 
and  that  to  them  we  must  adhere.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  (Sir  J.Tyrell)  said  that 
I  cheered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo« 
site,  the  Member  for  Dungarvon,  when  he 
said,  that  to  place  the  tax  on  Ireland  would 
be  "  unjust."  I  did  nothing  of  the  sort.  I 
can't  say  now  that  abstractedly  speaking  it 
would  be  unjust.  What  I  cheered  was 
that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  in  which  he  said  that  it  would  be 
"  impolitic."  In  that  sentiment  I  do  en«« 
tirely  concur — for  I  cannot  disregard  tho 
natural,  moral,  and  political  consequences 
in  estimating  the  value  of  a  tax  of  this 
sort.  You  may  quote  your  passages 
from  former  speeches  of  mine  where 
I  said  I  thought  justice  would  require 
thai  this  tax  should  be  applied  to  Ire- 
land. I  admit  it;  but  when  I  look 
at  the  present  state  of  that  country— 
when  I  consider  the  transition  that  it  is 
undergoing—- when  I  see  the  brighter 
prospects  that  begin  to  dawn  upon  her— 
how  men  have  been  diverted  from  political 
agitation  to  exercise  their  faculties  in  more 
useful  employments— when  I  behold  men 
of  different  creeds  leagued  together  in  one 
common  bond  of  mutual  advantage,  apply- 
ing themselires  to  the  improveuient  and 
prosperity  of  their  native  land — when  I 
perceive  the  great  and  happy  change  that 
has  been  effected  in  public  feeling  in  Ire- 
land, I  look  forward  with  sanguine  hopes 
to  the  brightest  prospects  for  the  future. 
If  you  ask  me  whether  the  200,000/.  which 
might  be  derived  to  the  Revenue  from  the 
imposition  of  an  Income  Tax  on  Ireland 
be  not  a  sufficient  compensation  for  the 
risk  and  the  evil  it  would  inflict  on  that 
country,  I  say  at  once,  no.  I  say  at  once, 
taking  a  large  and  comprehensive  view  of 
the  state  and  condition  of  Ireland,  and  the 
Irish  people,  I  advise  you  strenuously  to 
relinquish  such  a  small  advantage.  And 
I  call  upon  you,  moreover,  to  convince 
Ireland,  predominant  as  you  are,  as  the 
Representatives  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
that  you  are  disposed  on  all  occasions — this 
as  well  as  the  rest — to  take  a  liberal  and 
indulgent  view  of  her  interests,  by  showing 
that,  while  you  consent  to  the  imposition 
of  a  heavy  tax  upon  yourselves  for  a  fur- 
ther space  of  three  years,  you  resolve  not 
to  applv  the  same  tax  to  Ireland.     Take 
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Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Wyon,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  hon,  E  T. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H. 
Young,  J . 


The  Committee  then  divided  on  the 
Original  Question :— Ayes  228 ;  Noes  30 : 
—Minority  198. 


List  of 

Bernard,  E.  G. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
BuUer,  C. 

Byng,  rt.  hoo.  G.  S. 
ChrisUe,  W.  D. 
Colborne.hn.W.N.R. 
Cowper,  hon.  W,  F, 
Dalryrople,  Capt. 
Dashwood,  G.  ti. 
Dtmcombf^T. 


the  Noes. 

Evans,  W. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Hastie,  A. 
Uawes,  B. 
Hollood,  R. 
Horsman,  £• 
Martin,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
MuDtz,  O.  F. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Napieri  Sir  C, 


Russell,  Lord  E.  VVyse,  T. 

Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 

Strutt,  £. 

Towneley,  J.  tellfbs. 

WRkley,T.  Curtets,  U.  B. 

Wawn.  J.  T.  Pechell,  Capt* 

The  House  resumed.    Committee  to  sit 

again. 

Window  Dltibs.^  Captain  Pechetl 
mc/ved  that  there  be  laid  before  the  House 
a  Return  of  all  cases  of  surcharge  for  Duties 
on  Windows  which  have  been  decided  by 
the  Commissioners  acting  in  the  execution 
of  the  Acts  relating  to  the  A  messed  Taxes, 
from  the  1st  day  of  January,  1839,  to  the 
31st  day  of  December,  1844. 

The  Chancellor  rfthe  Exchequer  said  it 
would  be  quite  impossibie  to  grant  the 
Return,  as  the  surcharges  were  made  by 
the  local  assessors,  and  no  record  was  kept 
by  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  making  the  Return  for  the 
present  year,  although  there  were  no  re* 
cords  of  past  years. 

Captain  Pechell  way  dissatisfied  with  the 
answer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Kxcbequer, 
and  would  divide  the  House. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  5 ;  Noes  31 : 
— Majority  26. 


List  of  the  Atbb. 


Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Drotherton,  J. 
Hollond,  R. 
Martin,  J* 


Wawo,  J.  T. 

TEixaas. 
Hume,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Bentinck,  Lord  O. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Dickinson,  F.  II. 
Dnimmood,  11.  II. 
Entwisle,  W. 
Escott,  B. 
Forster,  M. 
FremaDtle,rt.hn.SirT. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Uawes,  B. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.S. 
Jerroyn,  Earl 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Mackensie,  W.  F. 
Mc  NeHI,  D. 
Maiteman,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Sutton,  bon.  H.  M. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trotter,  J. 

TeLLtas* 
Young,  J. 

Pr ingle,  A. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  February  20.  1845. 

Iliiiima.3    Bills.    .PuMc— !'•   BaU  in  Error. 

PsTinoNS  PsuBNTiD.  From  Phy«iciant»  Surgeons,  and 
General  PractitioDers  of  Ezeter»  in  fiivour  of  Medical 
Rcfomw— By  Lord  Campbell,  flrom  G.  R.  W.  Baxter, 
Eh).,  complaining  of  the  Miscarriage,  and  Irr^ular  De- 
livery of  Newspapers  through  the  Post  Offloe. 

Railways.]  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie 
htLviog  laid  on  the  Table  Returns  as  to  the 
Uoes  determined  on  by  the  Railway  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

Lord  Beaumont  asked  whether  these 
wpre  Reports  as  to  the  whole  of  the  rail- 
ways submitted  to  the  adjudication  of  the 

Board. 

The  Earl  of  DalhouUe  :  Of  those  de- 
cided up  to  this  time. 

Lord  Monieagle  should  like  to  know 
whether  these  Returns  specified  the  time 
occupied  in  disposing  of  the  cases  before 
the  Board ;  for,  if  the  account  that  ap- 
pealed in  the  public  prints  was  true,  it  was 
utterly  impossible  (without  attributing  the 
slightest  want  of  attention  to  the  Board) 
that  the  merits  of  each  case  should  hare 
been  duly  coni^idered.  It  must  be  obvious 
to  any  pne  who  ever  served  on  a  Com- 
mittee, that  such  a  quantity  of  business 
could  not  be  disposed  of,  even  with  the 
assistance  of  counsel. 

l*he  Earl  of  Dalhousie  said,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  construct  a  Return,  showing: 
the  lime  employed  by  the  Railway  Board 
in  the  consideration  of  every  scheme ;  and 
with  regard  to  the  aggregate  time,  it  was 
quite  unnecessary  that  such  a  Return  should 
be  made,  as  the  matter  was  sufficiently 
notorious.  It  was  proposed  that  240  Bills 
should  be  brought  before  Parliament; 
and  on  those  Bills  he  knew  to  his  cost  the 
Railway  Department  had  been  constantly 
engaged  from  the  last  day  their  Lordships 
met  in  that  House  for  the  Parliamentary 
business  of  the  Session.  Previously  to  the 
13th  of  December  they  could  not  form  any 
decision,  because  they  found  that  the 
schemes  multiplied  by  threes  and  fours; 
and  as  fast  as  they  considered  one  scheme, 
two  or  three  competing  schemes  were  sent 
for  their  consideration.  Whether  it  was 
obvious  to  that  House  or  to  the  public  that 
it  was  impossible  the  Railway  Department 
could  have  given  sufficient  attention  to  the 
different  schemes,  it  would  not  be  be- 
coming in  him  to  say ;  but  perhaps  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  suggest  that  the 
most  reasonable  course  to  be  pursued  was, 
for  their  Lordships  to  abstain  from  giving 
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an  opinion  until  they  saw  the  labours  of 
that  Department  and  their  Reports.  If 
they  should  turn  out  to  be  worthless,  the 
exertions  of  the  Board  would  have  been 
futile;  but  if,  on  the  contrary,  the  Reports 
should  appear  correct  on  the  face  of  them, 
and,  being  subjected  to  the  test  and  scru- 
tiny of  the  Committee,  should  stand  the 
test,  then  he  thought  the  Board  would 
not  have  rendei'ed  themselves  liable  to  the 
imputation  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
thrown  out.  Their  Lordships  would  not 
proceed  on  any  plausible  ground  suggested 
on  that  night,'  but  wait  until  the  labours 
of  the  Railway  Board  were  before  the 
House,  and  had  been  fairly  considered. 
House  adjourned. 


■«MAMM^MA«A«W^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  20, 1845. 

MrNUTis.]  BrLLa.  IHiMic.  — !"•  Manchester  Divlskm 
Stipendiary  Magistrate  i  Roman  CathoUe  Relief;  Spar* 
rows  Heme  Road. 
3*  and  passed :— Constables  (Scotland). 
Vrivate.—V'  Hull  and  Selby  (Bridllngtoa  Brandi)  Rail- 
way ;  Cockermouth  and  Woiliington  Railway  i  Kendal 
and  Windermere  Railway ;  Lancaster  and  Carltale  Rail- 
way ;  Chester  and  Birkenhead  Railway  Extenskn ;  Bir- 
kenhead (Commisiloners')  Dock. 

PxTiTioifa  PRBSBHTBO.  By  Mr.  Bright,  from  W.  BIdwell, 
complainlqg  of  Proceedings  for  Chuvdi  Rates.— -By  so- 
vecal  hon.  Members  (4),  against  Renewal  of  Property 
Tax  Act.  —By  Viscount  Duncan,  ftom  London,  and  Mr. 
O.  Duncombe,  from  Edinburgh,  for  Repeal  of  Window 
Duty. — By  Sir  T.  Hepburn,  from  Haddingtmt  against 
Alteration  of  Law  of  Banking  (Scotland).  —  By  several 
hon.  Members  (5),  for  Alteration  of  Medical  Practice 
Bill.— By  Mr.  Bright,  from  H.  O'Connell,  for  Inquiry.— 
By  Cokmel  Conolly,from  Ballyshannon  Union,  respecting 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Act.— By  Mr.  Baird,  from  Linlith- 
gow, for  Alteration  of  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act.— By  Mr. 
Brotherton,  from  Natksnal  Temperance  Society,  and 
Ashbouin»  for  diminishing  Public  Houses. 

Communication  with  India.]]  Sir  J. 
Hobliouse,  seeing  the  hon.  Member  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Control  in  his 
place,  would  ask  him  whether  in  the  addi. 
tional  communication  with  India  by  a  steam- 
vessel  on  the  20th  of  each  month,  which 
he  was  very  glad  to  see,  it  was  intended  to 
include  Bombay ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it 
was  intended  to  have  a  monthly  Overland 
Mail  to  Bombay  as  well  as  to  the  Presi- 
dencies of  Calcutta  and  Madras. 

Mr.  E.  Tennent:  There  was  now  a 
monthly  communication  between  this  coun- 
try and  the  Presidencies  of  Calcutta  and 
Madras,  in  addition  to  the  usual  monthly 
Overland  Mail.  With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion as  to  un  additional  communication  with 
Bombay,  the  Government  did  not  consider 
that  port  of  sufficient  importance  to  alter 
the  present  system  respecting  it.     At  all 
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events,  no  step  had  yet  been  taken  with  a 
▼iew  to  that  object* 

« 

Emplotmbnt  in  Workhouses.^  Cap- 
tain Pechell  begged  to  say,  in  reference  to 
his  Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  employ- 
ment of  the  poor  in  Union  Workhouses, 
that  the  Guardians  of  the  Boston  Union 
had  refused  to  comply  with  the  Order  of 
that  House.  He,  therefore,  begged  to  ask 
what  course  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Home  Secretary,  intended  to  take  in  refer- 
ence to  those  Guardians;  and  also  what 
directions,  if  any,  had  been  given  to  pre- 
vent the  crushing  of  bones  in  workhouses  ? 

Sir  James  Oraham  said,  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  given  him  notice  of  the  ques- 
tion he  intended  to  put.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  admit  that,  as  far 
as  the  authority  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners could  be  exerted  over  the  local 
Boards,  everything  had  been  done  to  en- 
force the  Order  of  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  thought  the  power  of  the  House 
was  to  be  exerted,  it  would  be  for  him  to 
consider  what  steps  should  be  taken.  As 
to  the  second  question,  he  did  not  believe 
the  practice,  though  objectionable,  was 
illeffal.  The  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
could  only  exercise  the  powers  which  the 
law  gave  them  ;  if  any  increase  of  them 
were  desired,  there  must  be  an  alteration 
of  the  law. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Ba«taU>t.]  Mr.  Bameby  b^ged  to 
call  the  attention  of  his  right  hon.  r  riend 
the  Home  Secretary  to  a  recent  decision 
by  a  learned  Judge  on  orders  of  affiliation 
made  by  magistrates,  which  decision  de* 
clared  those  orders  to  be  invalid.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  that  decision  took  a 
correct  view  of  the  law ;  and  therefore  it 
was  his  intention  on  an  early  day  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  declaring  and  settling  the  law  in  bas- 
tardy cases. 

Sir  James  Graham  replied,  that  by  the 
construction  put  upon  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion, in  reference  to  orders  of  bastardy,  its 
provisions  had  been  rendered  nugatory, 
and  could  not  be  enforced*  It  would  be 
bis  duty  to  bring  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  a  Sill  to  rectify  this  defect. 

Thb  Bandibius.]  Sir  Charles  Napier 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  relative  to  a  reply  he  lud 
made  yesterday  to  the  question  put  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Pontefrsct.    If  he  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Baronet  properly, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  the  two 
sons  of  Admiral  Bandieraand  twenty  other 
individuals  had  taken  refuge  in  the  Ionian 
Islands ;  that  they  left  them  on  a  particular 
day ;  and  that  the  Governor  of  the  Islands, 
as  well  as  the  Government  at  home,  had 
been  taken  entirely  by  surprise,  on  those 
gentlemen  leaving  the  Ionian  Islands.    He 
wished  now  to  adc  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
whether  the  arrival  of  the  two  sons  of 
Admiral  Bandiera,  men  of  some  distinction, 
and  twenty  other  individuals,  had   been 
communicated  to  the  I^ord  High  Commis- 
sioner by  the  Government  at  liome ;  and 
whether  any  instructions  had  been  given 
by  the  Government  in  the  event  of  their 
leaving  the  island.     It  appeared  that  the 
Consuls  of  Russia,  Austria,  and  Rome  had 
made  application   to  the  Governor  when 
they  heard  of  the  departure  of  those  indi- 
viduals,  to  lend  a  steam   man^f.war  to 
prevent  their    landing  on    the  coast   of 
Calabria.     He  remembered  a  similar  case 
which  had  occurred  some  years  back,  when 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  was  at  the  head 
of  the  Government.    A  certain  number  of 
Portuguese  refugees  took  refuge  in  Ply- 
mouth, whence   they  sailed  for  Terodra. 
A  man  of  war  was  sent  off  to  the  island 
to  prevent  them  from  landing,  and  with 
strict  orders,   if  they  persisted,  to  drive 
them  away,  which  was  done,  with  the  loa 
of  one  man  killed.     He  wished  to  know 
whether  any  instructions  had  been  given 
by  the  Gbvemor  of  those  islands  to  prevent 
them  from  landing.    If  Lord  Seaton  had 
acted  a  humane  part,  instead  of  sending  a 
communication  to  the  Neapolitan  Govern- 
ment, he  should  have  sent  the  steamer  to 
acquaint  those  twenty.two  unfortunate  in- 
dividuals of  their  danger,  and  apprise  them 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  inform  the  Neapolitan  authorities 
that  they  were  goins  to  land.     He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Governor  had  com- 
municated their  arrival,  and  had  received 
instructions  how  to  act;  and  whether  he 
had  orders  to  communicate  with  them  be- 
fore they  sailed  for  Otranto  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel :  Sir,  I  thought  I  had  fully 
communicated  all  I  knew  on  this  subject  in 
the  answer  which  I  gave  to  tlie  question 
put  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  M.  Milnes)  i 
but,  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  hen*  and 
gallant  Officer,  I  have  no  objection  to  an- 
swer his  question,  and  to  repeat  all  I  reeol* 
lect  on  the  sul^ect.  I  miist»  however, 
decline  any  reference  to  the  case  of  tho 
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MarqueM  de  Saldanba,  and  the  Portuguese 
who  accompanied  him  to  this  country,  and 
thence  to  Terceira,  for  I  have  no  perfect 
recollection  of  the  circumstances.  With  re* 
meet  to  the  ease  put  hy  the  hon.  and  gallant 
OflScer>  I  say  that  no  communication  was 
made  hy  Lord  Seaton  to  the  Neapolitan 
Government  respectinff  the  intended  land- 
ing of  the  sons  of  Admiral  Bandiera  and 
their  companions  until  after  they  had  sailed. 
1  do  not  recollect  that  Lord  Seaton  made 
any  communication  on  the  subject  to  the 
Government,  or  that  any  instructions  were 
sent  to  him  on  the  subject.  Lord  Seaton 
stated  to  the  Neapolitan  Representative 
that  a  son  of  Admiral  Bandiera  had  arrived 
in  the  Ionian  Islands  in  the  month  of 
February— -that  thence  he  went  to  Malta, 
and  after  some  short  time  returned  to  the 
Ionian  Islands — that  he  there  conducted 
himself  in  a  manner  not  calculated  to  excite 
any  suspicion  whatever— that  on  the  12  th 
of  June  he,  accompanied  by  his  brother  and 
twenty  companions,  left  in  two  boats— and 
that  Government  had  no  suspicion  of  their 
intentions,  as  they  all  were  unarmed.  On 
the  13th  of  June  three  Consuls  applied 
to  Lord  Seaton  to  send  a  certain  armed 
steamer,  called,  I  think,  the  Medea,  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  parties  from 
landing  in  Calabria.  That  Lord  Seaton 
declin^  to  do.  [Lord  J.  Russell :  What 
three  Consuls  made  the  application?]  I  be* 
lieve  the  Austrian  Consul,  the  Consul  of 
the  Panal  States,  and  the  Russian  Consul. 
[Mr.  T.  Dunoombe:  Not  the  Russian— the 
Neapolitan  Consul.]  I  am  speaking  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection.  I  believe  the 
three  Consuls  were  those  of  Russia,  Austria, 
and  the  Papal  States  ;*  but  if  I  am  sub- 
stituting one  for  another,  I  will  inform  the 
noble  Lord  to-morrow*  I  do  not,  however, 
think  I  am  mistaken.  The  answer  Lord 
Seaton  made  to  the  representation  of  the 
three  Consuls  was  this,—"  I  think  the 
statement  made  very  much  exaggerated'*— 
they  had  stated  that  sixty  individuals  had 
left  the  island — "  1  think  that  statement 
made  very  much  exaggerated;  I  don't 
think  it  possible  these  parties  are  going  to 
land  on  the  coast  of  Calabria.  1  cannot 
•end  the  Medea  to  prevent  them  from 
landing,  but  I  will  send  a  small  boat  to 
enable  you  to  apprise  the  Neapolitan  Go- 
vernment to  take  such  measures  as  they 
think  fit  to  guard  against  the  attack." 

*  The  right  hon.  Baronet  explained  at  a 
sabsequent  part  of  the  evening,  that  he  was 
mistaken  in  mentioning  the  Russian  Consul. 
He  should  have  said  the  Neapolitan. 


Sir  C.  Napier :  What  I  want  to  know 
is,  whether  Lord  Seaton,  in  communicating 
to  the  British  Government  what  he  had 
done,  stated  that  he  had  sent  to  inform 
those  unfortunate  individuals  that  he  had 
apprized  the  Neapolitan  Government  of 
their  having  left  the  island. 

Sir  R.  Peel;  The  parties  had  sailed 
before  Lord  Seaton  was  aware  of  the  fact. 
They  sailed  about  ten  o'clock  at  night.    1 

Tin  say  I  am  speaking  only  to  the  best 
my  recollection.  They  sailed  at  ten 
o'clock  on  the  evening  of  the  12th  of  June* 
Lord  Seaton  had  not  the  least  conception 
they  intended  to  leave  the  island  :  but  on 
the  13th  the  Consuls  made  the  representa- 
tion I  have  referred  to,  and  asked  fbat  the 
Medea  might  be  sent  immediately  after 
them.  The  gallant  Officer  asks  whether 
Lord  Seaton  made  any  communication 
to  the  two  Bandieras.  It  was  impossible 
that  he  could  make  any  commnication 
to  the  Bandieras  before  they  left  the  island, 
because  he  had  not  the  least  suspicion  of 
their  intending  to  leave  it  To  the  ques- 
tion whether  Lord  Seaton  sent  any  boat 
after  them  to  communicate  with  the  Ban- 
deiras  on  their  passage,  I  have  to  reply  that 
he  did  not. 

Lord  /.  Russell :  I  wish  to  ask  another 
question  connected  with  this  subject*  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated  that  Lord 
Seaton  did  not  suspect  when  those  twenty* 
two  individuals  left  Corfu  that  they  were 
going  to  Calabria.  But  it  is  stated  in  the 
newspapers  that  a  letter  had  been  received 
in  this  country  from  one  of  those  unfortu- 
nate victims,  written  I  think  on  the  day 
before  his  death,  in  which  it  was  stated, 
that  a  person  who  came  on  horseback  to 
visit  them  in  the  island  of  Corfu,  was  the 
person  who  betrayed  them  to  the  Neapoli- 
tan Government.  The  question  I  wish  to 
put  is,  whether  by  Lord  Seaton,  or  the 
British  Minister  at  the  Court  of  Naples, 
any  information  has  been  conveyed  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  to  the  effect  that  a 
person  accompanying  these  parties  to  the 
coast  of  Calabria  had  entrapped  them. 

Sir  JR.  Peel :  I  assure  the  noble  Lord  I 
have  no  recollection  whatever  on  thai 
point*  Had  I  known  the  noble  Lord's  in- 
tention to  put  such  A  question,  I  should 
have  come  prepared  to  answer  it.  Perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  will  renew  his  question  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  Milnes :  Is  there  any  objection  to 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  any  letter, 
or  copy  of  any  letter,  that  may  have  passed 
between  this  Government  and  the  Austrian 
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tuthorides  connected  with  this  suhject? 
The  matter  has  created  so  much  interest  in 
the  country*  that  it  would  he  much  more 
satisfactory  to  have  the  papers. 

Sir  R,  Peel :  What  correspondence  can 
he  produced  ? 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe :  Letters  or  extracts 
of  letters.  You  had  the  correspondence  of 
these  parties  with  Mr.  Mazzini  to  guide 
you. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  assure  the  House  what  I 
have  stated  is  in  exact  conformity  with  the 
communications  received.  I  am  hound  to 
say,  having  read  the  despatch  of  Lord  Sea- 
ton*  that  if  1  am  asked  whether  there  will 
be  any  inconvenience  in  producing  it,  I 
don't  think  there  would.  But  when  I 
have  produced  one  paper*  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  ask*  why  not  produce  some 
others }  What  I  stated  to  the  House  was 
this — ^no  communication  was  made  to  the 
British  Government — no  communication 
was  made  to  Lord  Seaton— no  communica- 
tion of  any  kind  was  received  by  Lord  Sea- 
ton  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Bandieras  and  other  refugees  in  Corfu*  un- 
til after  they  had  actually  sailed.  The  first 
account  we  had  of  their  having  sailed  was 
from  Austria*  from  Sir  Robert  Gordon,  in 
a  letter  dated  the  26th  of  July,  with  a  re- 
monstrance against  our  having  permitted 
the  expedition  to  sail.  Upon  receiving  it 
we  called  on  Lord  Seaton  for  a  further  re- 
port, and  then  we  had  two  letters  from 
Lord  Seaton  exactly  in  conformity  with 
what  I  have  stated. 

Mr  G.  W,  Hope :  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  state  that  we  had  no  notice  what- 
ever. I  can  find  no  notice  whatever  in  the 
correspondence  with  Lord  Seaton  respect- 
ing the  arrival  of  the  Bandierns  in  the 
Ionian  Islands  previously  to  the  report  that 
they  had  left,  except  this*— application  was 
made  to  him  that  one  of  the  brothers*  being 
a  deserter*  should  be  delivered  up*  whi<£ 
application  was  refused. 

Mr.  r.  Duncombe:  Did  you  give  the 
Austrian  Government  notice  that  the  Ban- 
dieras were  in  Malta  P 

Mr.  G.  ffl  Hope:  We  did  not  know  the 
fact. 

Mr.  7*.  Duncombe :  It  is  stated  in  Mr. 
Majscini's  letter  that  was  opened. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Smokb.^  Mr.  Mackinnon  moved  for  leave 
to  brintf  in  a  Bill  to  "  Prohibit  the  nui- 
sance of  Smoke  from  the  furnaces  of  Fac- 
tories.** The  Bill  he  proposed  to  introduce 
was  almost  identical  in  its  provisions  with 


that  he  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  last  Ses* 
sion.  He  anticipated  no  opposition*  and 
proposed  to  take  the  discussion  on  the  se* 
cond  reading. 

Mr.  Bright  said*  that  the  Bill  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  last  Session*  was  to- 
tally unfitted  for  the  object  it  proposed  to 
accomplish.  He  had  no  desire  to  interfere 
>  with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  thought 
it  would  save  a  great  deal  of  time  if  leave 
were  not  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill.  He 
would  advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  con- 
sult practical  men  before  he  took  the  sub- 
ject in  hand. 

Mr.  Ferrand  said,  that  a  short  time  ago 
he  was  speaking  to  a  very  large  manufac- 
turer* who  was  a  member  of  the  Anti- 
Corn- Law  League*  and  who  said  that  be 
burned  his  own  smoke,  that  it  was  easy  to 
be  accomplished*  and  who  had  asked  him  to 
use  his  exertions  in  Parliament  to  compel 
every  manufacturer  to  do  the  same. 

Mr.  Milnes  having  inspected  the  mag- 
nificent machinery  of  Mr.  Marshall*  at 
Leeds*  for  putting  down  this  nuisance* 
gave  his  cordial  Rupport  to  the  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  apprehended  that 
there  were  two  questions  now  before  the 
House— first,  whether  it  was  possible  by 
any  legislation  to  suppress  this  nuisance ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  whether  the 
scheme  proposed  last  year  by  his  hon. 
Friend  was  at  all  practicable?  With 
reference  to  the  first  question,  he  was  in- 
clined to  believe  that  it  was  possible  con- 
siderably to  abate*  if  not  altogether  to  re- 
move, the  nuisance.  He  had  been  in  com- 
munication with  some  scientific  ffentlemen 
on  the  subject^  but  he  doubted  whether  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  effectual. 
If*  on  discussion*  the  House  should  be  of 
that  opinion,  he  should  be  prepared  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  of  his  own,  being  per- 
suaded that  the  subject  itself  was  not  only 
important  with  reference  to  the  public 
health*  but  also  in  an  economical  point  of 
view. 

Mr.  Muniz  said,  that  in  some  trades 
smoke  might  be  got  rid  of*  while  in  othen 
that  would  be  perfectly  impossible.  For 
instance*  it  would  be  ruinous  in  the  iron 
trade*  and  therefore  the  House  ought  to  be 
very  careful*  and  should  hiok  close  at  the 
Bill  they  introduced*  before  they  legislated 
upon  this  subject.  It  was  useless  to  expect 
to  get  rid  of  smoke  without  an  increase  of 
the  expense  of  fueL  He  had  tried  many 
experiments*  and  had  always  found  this  to 
be  the  result 

Leave  given. 
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Pains  akd  Penalties  on  the  Catbo- 
tics.^  Mr.  Wai^n  moved  for  leave  to 
briiig  in  a  Bill  for  the  further  repeal  of 
enactments  imposing  pains  and  penalties 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  sub- 
jects on  account  of  their  religion.  He  was 
not  sure  whether  the  Government  intended 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  this  Bill ;  but  he 
thought  that  ^t  all  events  the  discussion 
had  better  be  taken  on  the  second  reading. 
The  same  Bill  was  brought  into  the  House 
of  Lords  last  Session  by  Lord  Beaumont^ 
but  did  not  pass  entire,  inasmuch  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  other  legal  Lords 
considered  it  better  to  pass  a  Bill  which 
co^ld  not  be  open  to  any  objections^  or  ex- 
cite debate,  and  such  a  Bill,  being  intro- 
duced into  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  passed  with- 
out discussion.  The  object  of  the  Bill  he 
BOW  desired  to  bring  in,  was  to  carry  into 
effect  that  which  had  received  the  sanction 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
including  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Some  parts 
of  the  Bill  might  give  rise  to  discussion ; 
but  that  discussion  could  be  taken  on  the 
second  reading,  or  in  Committee. 

Sir  R*  Inglis  expected  to  hear  some 
statement  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  If  it 
was  inconsistent  with  the  convenience  of 
the  House  that  that  statement  should  be 
made  now,  the  debate  had  better  be  ad- 
journed. He  did  not  mean  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  subject  at  present;  but  he 
was  unwilling  to  sanction  the  introduction 
of  a  Bill  with  such  a  title  without  any  fur- 
ther statement  than  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  bad  made. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  that  there  had  been 
issued  a  new  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  Criminal  Law,  consisting,  besides  Mr. 
Starkie  and  Mr.  B.  Ker,  of  three  other  dis- 
tinguished lawyers,  viz..  Sir  £.  Ryan,  Mr. 
Richardst  and  Mr.  Amos ;  and  to  these  five 
Commissioners  the  subject  with  which  the 
hon.  Member's  Bill  proposed  to  deal  had 
been  referred.  After  this  information,  it 
was  for  the  hon.  Member  to  say  whether 
it  was  necessary  to  introduce  his  Bill. 

Lord  «7.  Russell  thought  that  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government  would  be  the 
most  useful  both  to  the  House,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  legislation,  and  to  the  country ;  but 
at  the  same  time  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
the  provisions  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Bill. 
He  fliiould  be  glad  that  there  should  be  a 
report  on  the  important  question,  whether 
the  Statute  Law  and  the  unwritten  law, 
as  far  as  regnrded  our  criminal  code,  oould 
\m  oonPoUdated  into  one  statutory  code* 

VOL.lXXV».   iJU'Sl) 


Lord  /.  Manners  hoped  that,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  proposer  of  this  Bill  did  not 
intend  to  carry  it  through  another  stage 
before  Easter,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  would  not  obstruct 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 

Leave  given.  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Clerks  of  Petty  and  Quarter  Ses- 
sions,]] Sir  J.  Graham  moved  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  Payment  of  Justices* 
Clerks  and  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  by  Salaries 
instead  of  Fees,  and  for  regulating  Fees  in 
Criminal  Proceedings. 

Mr.  Ferrand  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, by  any  enactment  in  this  Bill,  to 
withdraw  from  individual  magistrates  the 
power  of  appointing  their  own  clerks  }  If 
this  were  so,  many  magistrates  would  re- 
tire from  the  Commission  altogether. 

Mr.  Escotl  apprehended  that  was  not  the 
proper  time  to  discuss  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill.  He  must,  however,  sincerely  thank 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  introducing  so 
important  a  measure.  The  object  which  he 
should  keep  in  view  in  the  further  progress 
of  the  measure  would  be  to  take  care  that 
no  provision  was  introduced  into  the  Bill 
to  enable  any  person  who  derived  profit 
from  former  extortionate  practices  to  be 
remunerated  in  proportion  to  his  past  ex- 
tortion. 

Sir  J.  Graham  begged  to  state,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresboroueh, 
that  he  did  not  seek  by  his  Bill  to  deprive 
magistrates  of  the  power  of  appointing 
their  own  clerks,  but  he  objected  to  allow- 
ing them  to  receive  any  fees  except  in  Petty 
Sessions  or  in  open  court. 

Leave  given. 

Opening  Letters  at  the  Post  OpncE 
— Adjourned  Debate.]]  Order  of  the 
Day  read  for  resuming  the  debate  on  the 
Post  Office. 

Mr.  Milnes  rose  to  address  the  House. 
He  did  not  know  that  he  should  have  pre- 
sumed to  intrude  on  the  House  in  this 
debate,  but  from  the  accidental  circum- 
stance of  his  having  witnessed,  when  lately 
abroad,  the  unhappy  effect  produced  on 
the  public  mind  in  foreign  countries  by 
the  unfortunate  revelation  which  was  now 
engaging  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
During  a  short  residence  on  the  Continent, 
he  had  been  a  witness  of  the  painful  sua-* 
picioQs  which  this  matter  had  occasioned. 

To  himsolf,  indeedi  the  obit?ryation  Qf  tbeiio 
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suspicions  was  somewhat  the  less  painful, 
inasmuch  as  he  was  aware  that  in  a  great 
degree  they  were  unfounded;  but,  never* 
theless,  they  were  not  the  less  obnoxious 
because  he  knew  that  they  were  to  a  great 
extent  absurd.  It  had  long  been  the 
honour  and  privilege  of  this  country  to 
afford  a  refage  to  persons  compelled  to 
leave  their  native  soil  when  goaded  by  the 
oppression  of  their  rulers  ;  and  he  believed 
that  there  was  no  period  in  British  history 
more  highly  satisfactory  to  contemplate 
than  the  time  when  Queen  Elizabeth  gave 
to  the  oppressed  subjects  of  the  United 
Provinces  a  refuse  from  the  tyranny  of 
Philip  II. ;  and  nom  that  time  down  to 
the  present— -including  the  magnificent 
hospitality  shown  to  the  French  refugees 
during  the  Revolution — this  country  had 
freely  opened  her  ports  to  foreigners,  regard- 
less of  their  political  opinions — whether 
Carlists,  Itidians,  or  Poles.  When  he  saw 
the  painful  contrast  which  was  presented 
between  the  present  Government  of  this 
country  and  the  Government  of  France— 
when  he  reflected  that  the  French  Minister 
was  able  to  get  up  in  his  place  in  the  Cham- 
ber of  Deputies  and  assert  that,  as  far  as 
he  knew,  the  communications  by  post  in 
France  were  absolutely  secure ;  and  when 
he,  unhappily,  knew  that  the  British  Min- 
ister was  unable  to  rise  and  make  the  like 
assertion,  although  he  oould  not  permit 
himself  to  make  inquiry  into  the  justice 
of  the  one  case  or  the  other,  still  these 
things  led  his  mind  to  the  conviction  that 
England  had,  by  this  unfortunate  circum- 
stance, earned  for  herself,  through  the 
wide  space  of  the  Continent,  a  very  inju- 
rious reputation.  Neither  was  it  any  con- 
solation to  him,  when,  travelling  through 
Germany,  he  saw  books  in  the  shops  con- 
taining !ita|ements  reflecting  on  the  British 
name,  and  heard  songs  sung  in  dishonour 
of  England,  to  know  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  was  the  hero  of  the  tale.  For 
though  he  knew  there  never  had  been  in 
this  country  an  Administration  which  had 
more  cautiously  shrunk  from  any  notion  of 
infringing  upon  the  liberty  of  the  subject, 
yet,  nevertheless,  he  could  not  but  feel  that 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  upon  this  matter  had  not 
been  such  as  effectually  to  secure  them 
from  all  these  unfounded  suspicions.  It 
was  said  of  old  time,  that  it  was  not  suffi- 
eient  for  the  wife  of  Cssar  to  be  pure,  but 
she  must  be  above  suspicion.  But  he 
coold  not  conceal  from  himself  thai  if  that 


distinguidied  personage  had  aeted  in  such 
a  manner  as  tatber  to  encourage  than  to 
debar  suspicion ;  if  she  had  seized  every 
possible  opportunity  of  placing  henelf  in  m 
very  suspicious  situation;  if  she  had  in- 
vested her  mmplest  proceedings  with  the 
cloak  of  the  gravest  mystery;  if  she  had 
shown  herself  unwilling  to  answer  the 
simplest  question  in  a  plain  manner-* 
he  feared  that  that  right  hon.  lady 
could  not  have  been  expected  to  re- 
main totally  above  suspicion.  To  speak 
seriously,  he  believed  that  an  immense 
amount  of  suspicion  and  misrepresentalioo, 
which  at  present  overshadowed  this  qoes- 
tion,  and  which  certainly  was  in  a  great 
degree  injurious  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment»  was  owing  to  its  not  being  met, 
when  it  was  first  brought  forward,  with 
perfect  simplicity  and  candour.  He  be- 
lieved that  if,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  brought  forward  the  Motion,  it 
had  been  met  with  no  difficulty  or  mys- 
tery, and  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had,  instead  of  investing  the 
matter  with  all  sorts  of  doubts  and  diffi- 
culties, simply  asserted,  what  every  penon 
who  thought  at  all  upon  the  subject  was 
already  fully  aware  of,  that  the  inspection 
of  these  letters  of  Mr.  Maainni  could  have 
had  no  connexion  whatever  with  his  De* 
partment,  the  whole  aflair  might  hacve 
been  easily  cleared  up  and  diqpoaed  of. 
The  siffuing  of  the  wamnt  by  the  right 
hon.  (Ssntleman  must  have  been  purely  a 
perfunctory  act.  He  did  not  understand  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  been 
caUed  upon  to  sign  it  at  all,  seeing  that  the 
Act  of  Parliament  only  required  that  the 
warrants  should  be  signed  by  a  Secretary 
of  State.  In  this  case,  surely  it  would 
have  been  better  for  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
to  have  taken  the  responsibilitT  upon  him- 
aelf.  Had  the  right  hon.'  Gentleman 
merely  said  that  this  was  a  matter  with 
which  he  had  no  concern  whatever,  the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen  would  have  been  able  at 
once  to  have  given  the  answer  which  had 
now  at  length  been  given,  and  which  be  be- 
lieved would  at  that  time  have  appeased  in  a 
great  degree  the  public  indignaticsi,  and 
have  rendered  the  task  of  explasataoa  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  a  great  deal 
more  simple  and  easy  than  it  was  now. 
Suspicion  had  been  allowed  to  mm  up, 
and  misrepresentation  had  been  aUowed  to 
circulate  without  any  thing  bdnff  said  on 
the  other  dde  to  set  the  world  ri^;  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  at  this  momint 
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tbia  pievailed  duoughimt  tke  oountry  a 
nMMife  paiiiful  feding  with  regard  to  this 
qitfttioQ.     Hie  immediate  subject  before 
the  House  divided  itself  into  two  parts : — 
Fiiat»  as  it  a&eted  Foreign  Affairs ;  and, 
soatwidly,  as  it  affiscted  the  hon*  Member 
for  Finshury  penNmally*    With  regard  to 
the  first  braneh  of  the  question,  he  felt  it 
hia  duty  last  night  to  put  a  question  to  the 
righi  hon»  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Tieasary  respecting  the  afiair  at  Calabria ; 
and,  to  a  certain  degree»^he  thought  the 
aoawar   which  was  given   by  the  right 
h(on.    Baronet    satisfiActory,  so  far  as  it 
was  conneeted  mth    Mr.  Mazzini,  and 
more  immediately  with  the  expedition  of 
the  brathon  Bandiera  from  Corfu  to  Ca- 
labiia*    That  answer  was  to  the  e&ct  that 
any  information  which  had  been  given  with 
respect  to  that  expedition,  either  to  the 
Austrian,  Eoman,  or  Neapolitan  Consul,  or 
to  any  other  Govmnment,  was  merely  in 
ooDiequenfie  of  the  general  information 
which  had  been  imputed  to  the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen,  namely,  diat  a  conspiracy  of  the 
nature  described  was  in  progress  in  the 
Britiah  possessions  in  the  Mediterranean. 
At  the  same  time,  he  considered  this  to  be 
a  very  grave  and   earnest  question.    It 
was  conneeted  with  a  general  view  of  our 
Forei^  policy.      It    appeared   that  the 
Auatnan  Government  had  nothing  to  do 
hut  to  threaten  the  invasion  of  Italy ;  that 
la  to  aay,  that  it  would  enter  into  any 
oonntry  whoae  indqMoidenoe    was   fully 
established,  and  the  consequence  would  bie 
an  immediate  disposition   in  the  British 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  favour  and 
encourage  such  pretensions.    Thus  it  had 
gone  fordi  to  the  world  that  the  English 
Oovemment  had  guaranteed  to  the  Sove- 
reigns of    Italy  the  possession  of  their 
thnmesy  however  much  they  abused  their 
power,  or  however  unworthy  they  were  of 
It ;  and  he  must  say,  that  such  a  supposition 
must  be  painful  to  every  Englishman,  and 
ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  any  liberal 
Member  on  either  side  of  the  House.     He 
must  also  beg  to  say,  that  if  the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen,  at  the  rime  that  he  complied 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Austrian  Govern, 
ment,  had  sent  a  public  notice  to  Malte 
and  Corfu,  either  1^  placarding  it  in  the 
•treeto  or  by  a  publication  in  the  news- 
papers, that  the  Englidi  Government  was 
aware  of  this  conspiracy,  and  that  they 
were  determined  in  every  way  to  pre- 
vent and  impede  it,  it  was  probable  that 
that  unhappy  expedirion  to  Calabria  would 
never  barf  taken  plaoe.    He  would  now 


address  himself  to  the  second  branch  of 
this  question;  namely,  the  charge  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finshury,  that  his 
own  private  letters  had  been  opened  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department.  They  had  experienced 
within  the  last  few  years  how  very  im« 
portant  a  matter  was  the  privilege  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  if  he  understood  it  aright,  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  well  for  the  pre- 
sent Government,  who  had  on  former  oc- 
casions so  vigorously  vindicated  those  pri- 
vileges, to  draw  so  strict  a  line  of  dis- 
tinction as  to  refuse  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finshury  the  advantage  of  that  privilege, 
which  that  hon.  Gentleman  now  chose  to 
claim.     He  (Mr.  Milnes)  thought  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  a  perfect  right  to  have 
an  official  answer,  as  to  whether  or  not  a 
warrant  had  been  issued  for  the  opening  of 
his  letters.    That  hon.   Gentleman  had, 
since  the  time  that  he  (Mr.  Milnes)  had 
become  a  Member  of  that  House,  been, 
as  fiur  as  his  abilities  went,   deservedly 
growing  in   the  estimation  both  of   the 
House  and  [of  the  country,  and  had  been 
acquiring  a  large  influence  over  a  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  city ;  therefore, 
he  might  now  be  well  considered  as  holding 
a  most  open  and  responsible  station  in  the 
country.    But  the  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
very  well  that  his  name  had  been  mixed 
up  with  those  of  many  persons  who  had 
been  suspected,  and  even  with  some  who 
had  come  under  the  sentence  of  the  law. 
[Mr.  T.  Buncombe :  No !  Name !]   There 
was  one  Gentleman  for  whom  he  (Mr. 
Milnes)    entertained,    individually,    very 
great  respect«-Mr.  Lovett.  QMr.  T.  Dun^ 
combe :  Go  on.^    He  considered  one  name 
was  as  good  as  a  hundred.    And  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  very  well  that  by  the 
line  of  politics  he  adopted,  and  the  distinc- 
tion which  he  had  acquired  by  the  advocacy 
of  certain  opinions,  he  had,  and  that  very 
naturally,  made  himself  subject,  he  (Mr. 
Milnes)  would  not  say  to  suspicion,  but 
at  least  to  the  peculiar  attention  of  those 
who   had    to  preside  over    the   govern- 
ment  of  this  country.     Therefore  he  did 
not  think  it  at  all  improbable  that,  two 
or  three  years  ago,  it  was  thought  right 
by   Her  Majesty's  Government  to   open 
the  letters  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say,  as  he  had  great 
confidence  in  their  discretion,  and  in  their 
love  for  the  liberties  of  the  people,  that  a 
warrant  for  such  a  proceeding  was  issued 
unwisely.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he  would 
maintain  that  the  hen.  Geptlenan  wu  in  a 
2E2 
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position  to  insrst  upon  receiving  an  answer 
to  his  question,  whether  such  a  warrant  had 
been  issued ;  and,  if  so^  he  could  not  see 
any  objection  whatever  to  the  production  of 
that  warrant.  Because » if  a  warrant  were 
not  issued,  then  the  onus  would  fall  upon 
the  hon.  Gentleman  of  impeaching  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  of  a  very  gross  and  gi*ave  breach 
of  privilege ;  namely^  that  of  having  opened 
his  letters  without  any  warrant  at  all. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  a  new  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  this  matter.  When 
the  question  was  iirst  brought  forward  last 
year,  he  (Mr.  Milnes)  stated  that  candour 
and  openness  were  the  means  by  which  the 
people  of  this  country  would  be  most  satis- 
fied to  see  this  question  treated.  It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  how  very 
large  a  portion  of  it  was  surprised  at  find- 
ing that  such  a  power  was  vested  in  the 
Government  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Sir  J.  Hanmer) — and  there  was  no 
man  of  his  age  who  was  better  read  in 
the  constitutional  history  of  his  country 
-—had  told  the  House  last  night>  with  that 
candour  which  ever  marked  his  conduct — 
that  he  was  himself  unaware  of  the  existence 
of  this  power.  He  knew  others  who  were 
in  the  same  state  of  ignorance ;  he  knew 
gentlemen  who  held  high  office  in  this 
country  who  were  not  aware  of  the  fact. 
But  he  would  appeal  to  the  House  whether 
this  general  ignorance  did  not  prove  the  in«- 
nooency  of  the  exercise  of  the  power  ?  He 
wished  also  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  why  he  waited  for  the  case  of  Mr. 
Maxsini  before  he  broueht  his  own  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  ?  It  was  the 
hon.  Member's  duty  to  have  come  forward 
earlier,  and  by  that  delay  he  had  in  a  great  de- 
gree weakened  his  present  claim.  He  could 
not  bring  the  subject  under  their  notice  with 
the  same  power  and  vigour  as  if  he  had  made 
the  charge  at  the  moment  when  he  had  dis- 
covered the  fart,  and  when  he  would  have 
claimed  and  obtained  the  sympathy  of  every 
Member  of  Parliament.  The  reason  why 
he  should  not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  was.  however, 
that  be  did  not  think  a  public  Committee 
a  proper  tribunal  for  the  general  investi- 
gation. The  excitement  attending  it  must 
g've  a  colour  to  the  statements  and  to  the 
ets ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  persisted  in 
his  wish  to  aioertain  whether  any  warrant 
cziftcd  in  hb  own  ca«e»  he  could  discover  it 
b?  other  and  batter  meani,  tbouAh  if  be 
cboii  to  oonfliia  tha  ^uMiion  vithm  tbosa 


different  aspect.  The  grave  question  remain* 
ed — and  a  grave  question  it  was — whether 
such  a  power  ought  to  be  continued.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite^  who  might 
soon  return  to  office,  were  just  as  much  con. 
cemed  in  the  question  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  now  held  the  reins  of  Go- 
vernment. His  own  feeling  at  present  was 
in  favour  of  a  limitation  of  the  power,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  a  total  abolition  of  it 
for  criminal  purposes  would  be  expedient.  It 
was,  indeed,  a  piece  of  profitless  chivalry  on 
the  part  of  one  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
this  matter  uponmmself,  since  he  might  have 
referred  the  •matter  to  that  Deparlment, 
which,  in  fact,  ought  to  have  borne  the  re- 
sponsibility. In  this  respect  he  had  paid  no 
great  compliment  tohis,Colleagues,in  taking 
a  burden  upon  himself^  as  if  he  feared  that 
they  would  be  unable  to  bear  it.  The  affair 
had  been  made  the  groundwork  of  charges 
from]  the  dullest  provincial  newspaper  up 
to  the  liveliest  sallies  of  Punch.  Theae 
charges  were  most  unfaur,  and  there  waa« 
perhaps,  no  man  who  did  not  feel  an  honest 
indignation  at  the  injustice  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  sustained.  He  ahould  re- 
gret if  any  vote  he  might  give,  eould  affi»d 
the  slightest  countenance  to  such  auspiciona 
and  aspersions  ;  and  thus  he  could  not  rap* 
port  the  Motion  as  it  stood  at  present* 

Mr.  Macaulay :  I  wish  to  exjfdain,  aa 
clearly  as  possible,  the  precise  giounda  oa 
which  I  shall  feel  it  ny  duty  to  give  my 
vote  on  this  question.  I  cannot  vote  for 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury as  it  stands,  and  my  reasons  are  twa 
First,  I  think  that  the  Motion,  framed  as 
it  is,  contains  in  itself  an  implied  censure 
on  the  Secret  Committee ;  and,  secondly^ 
even  if  the  words  of  the  Motion  did  not 
imply  a  censure,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  it  imparted  to  it 
the  character  of  a  censure.  The  Notice  is, 
**  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
evasive  and  unsatisfactory  character  of  the 
Report  of  the  Secret  Committee."  Every- 
body knows  that  where  the  terms  of  a  Mo* 
tion  are  doubtful,  they  may  be  explained 
by  what  is  said  in  support  of  it  ;|  and  what 
would  otherwise  be  a  matter  p^ectly  nn* 
important,  may  assume  great  importance  if 
introduced  by  a  speech  containing  mntler 
of  crimination.  Such  may  be  the  case 
with  a  rommon  Motion,  but  much  more  so 
when  it  is  a  Motbn  which  impliea  in  itaalf 
a  species  of  censure.  On  that  ground— if 
that  ground  were  aU-*I  oouU  not  sopiMirt 
the  proposition  of  mf  boo.  Friaw  iba 
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mtttee,  I  fully  believe^  did  its  duty  honestly; 
and  from  a  koowledge  of  most  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  it,  I  am  sure  that  their  conduct  has  not 
deserved  censure.  Be  it  observed  that  we 
ought  to  be  peculiarly  cautious  iu  passing 
censure  upon  a  Secret  Committee ;  because 
the  Gentlemen  comprising  it  are  tied  down 
in  honour,  as  well  as  in  public  duty,  and 
cannot  state  or  explain  what  may  appear 
to  some  a  deficiency  in  their  Report.  This 
is  quite  decisive  in  my  mind.  Another  part 
of  the  proposal  is,  that  a  Committee  should 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency 
of  the  present  practice.  I  see  no  reason  for 
that.  I  conceive  that  the  subject  is  now 
ripe  for  legislation.  1  want  no  farther  in- 
formation, and  on  that  account  there  is  no 
ground  for  referring  the  matter  to  a  Com- 
mittee. Nevertheless,  I  must  say,  that  I 
do,  to  a  great  extent,  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  though  I  cannot 
support  his  Motion.  It  appears  to  me 
that  we  ought,  in  the  first  place,  to  pass  a 
law  upon  the  subject.  1  think  that  we  are 
already  in  possession  of  the  necessary  ma- 
terials, and  I  have  myself  very  little  doubt, 
though  discussion  may  modify  my  opinion, 
as  to  the  principle  by  which  such  a  law 
ahould  be  governed.  I  cannot  conceive 
how  we  can  make  out  that  there  ought  to 
be  any  difference  in  principle  in  the  way 
in  which  we  should  treat  a  letter  in 
transit,  and  a  letter  after  it  has  been 
delivered.  A  letter  directed  to  me, 
and  put  into  the  mail-bag,  is  my  pro- 
perty in  the  same  sense,  to  the  same  ex- 
tent, and  with  the  same  limitation,  as  a 
letter  which  has  been  delivered  to  me.^  I 
can  see  no  reason  whatever  for  any  distinc- 
tion in  principle  ;  they  are  both  alike  my 
property ;  and  the  exposure  of  my  secrets 
is  the  same,  and  attended  with  the  same 
consequences,  whether  from  the  reading  of 
a  letter  which  is  yet  to  be  delivered,  or 
from  the  reading  of  a  letter  which  has 
been  delivered.  As  to  the  public  also, 
the  effect  is  exactly  the  same,  whether 
the  information  be  derived  from  a  letter 
which  was  delivered  to  me  this  morn- 
ing, or  from  a  letter  which  is  to  be 
dc^vered  to  me  to-morrow  morning. 
The  right  of  any  gentleman  to  his  letter 
is  subject  to  the  cudms  of  society,  but  in 
the  same  way,  whether  it  be  or  be  not 
delivered.  True,  there  may  be  a  great 
convenience  in  cases  which  you  may  sup- 
pose in  opening  a  letter  berore  it  reaches 
the  party  to  whom  it  is  addressed,  in  ex- 
tracting the  contents,  sealing  it  again,  and 
then  sendiog  it  to  him.     I  can   very 


well  understand  that  there  may  be  in- 
stances where  that  course  would  be 
useful;  but  in  the  same  way  I  can  un- 
derstand how  it  might  be  useful  in  cer- 
tain circumstances,  instead  of  obtaining  a 
search  warrant,  and  opening  my  drawers, 
',o  induce  a  servant  to  secret  my  papers,  to 
convey  them  to  the  Home  Office,  and  after 
having  examined  them  and  perhaps  made 
extracts  from  them,  to  place  them  smooth 
again,  and  to  restore  them  quietly  to  the 
situation  from  which  they  had  been  pur- 
loined. This  course  may  at  times  be  very 
convenient ;  and  it  may  be  very  convenient 
also  to  open  a  letter  in  transit  in  a  surrep- 
titious  manner,  and  to  send  it  re-sealed  to 
the  owner.  What  I  consider  a  sound 
principle  in  relation  to  this  subject  is  this : 
— I  would  leave  a  power  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  send  a  warrant  to  call  for 
any  letter.  I  would  give  him  the  power 
of  opening  any  letter  ;  but  I  would  require 
that  after  a  certain  time,  a  reasonable  time 
to  be  fixed,  that  letter,  which  continues 
all  along  to  be  the  property  of  the  per- 
son to  whom  it  is  addressed,  should,  unless 
it  be  to  be  used  in  some  judicial  proceedings 
be  forwarded  to  the  party,  with  a  stamp 
showing  that  it  had  been  opened.  I  may 
hear  objections  to  that  sound  and  plain 
principle ;  but  1  own  that  I  cannot  anti- 
cipate them.  I  know  that  it  may  be  sub- 
ject to  some  inconvenience ;  here  and  there 
a  rogue  may  escape ;  now  and  then  a  plot 
may  be  successful  which  would  otherwise 
be  defeated  \  but  in  this  country,  and  at 
this  time  of  day,  we  are  not  to  argue  it  as  a 
question  whether  we  ought  to  enjoy  all  the 
advantages  derived  from  exemption  from 
those  expedients  to  which  despotic  Govern? 
ments  resort.  Espionage  is  very  advantage- 
ous beyond  a  doubt;  to  have  "a  servant  feed 
in  "  every  house  might  beextremely  conveni- 
ent ;  and  it  was  said  that  in  France,  at  the 
Revolution  this  convenience  was  to  a  great 
ex  tent  enjoyed;  but  does  it  follow  that  we  are 
to  resort  to  the  same  system  t  I  recollect 
last  year  I  said  that  torture  had  its  advan- 
tages, and  I  was  met  by  an  indignant  '*  no, 
no/'  from  many  hon.  Members  ^  but  never- 
theless what  I  advanced  was  quite  true. 
I  venture  to  affirm  that  many  atrocious 
crimes  have  notoriously  been  brought  to 
light  by  torture;  but  I  do  not  affirm  that 
we  ought  therefore  to  re-introduce  it  into 
our  criminal  jurisprudence.  So  I  say  in 
the  case  before  us,  the  experience  of  many 
years  shows  us  that  the  benefits  arising 
from  the  strict  observation  of  the  security 
and  secrecy  of  priyate  life«  without  thQ 
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exercise  of  arbitrary  power^  much  more 
than  counterbalance  all  the  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  a  contrary  system.  That 
at  least  is  my  deliberate  opinion.  I  think 
that  a  Bill  should  be  brought  in  on  such  a 
principle,  and,  if  brought  in,  it  shall  have 
my  support  We  then  come  to  another 
part  of  the  subject — to  the  complaint  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbuiy.  I  must 
Bay  that,  as  it  seems  to  me,  he  is  entitled 
to  what  he  asks.  A  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment offers  to  prove  that  his  letters  have 
been  opened.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  deny  it ;  and  I  cannot  con- 
ceive, after  what  they  have  said  of  their 
case,  why  they  should  pause  in  giving  their 
consent  to  an  inquiry.  I  cannot  conceive 
that  any  great  danger  to  the  State  can 
really  arise  out  of  their  acquiescence.  If 
they  could  say,  "  There  is  no  truth  in  the 
charge,  and  we  defy  any  human  being  to 
prove  it,"  what  danger  could  possibly  re- 
sult ?  None  in  the  world :  it  is  impos- 
sible. If  they  tell  us  that  there  never  has 
been  any  such  warrant,  what  danger  could 
arise  from  the  answer  ?  And  I  must  here 
Bay,  that  another  circumstance,  to  which 
at  the  time  I  did  not  attach  much  im- 
portance, has  since  produced  upon  my 
mind  a  strong  impression.  Whether  what 
is  charged  has  or  has  not  been  the  case,  it 
produces  a  suspicion  that  Government  has 
not  dealt  quite  fairly  by  the  House  in 
respect  to  the  appointment  of  the  Secret 
Committee  of  last  year.  The  circum- 
stance requires  explanation.  When  Minis- 
ters agreed  to  grant  a  Committee,  it 
seemed  most  natural  and  usual  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  brought  forward  the 
subject  should  be  put  upon  it.  As  far  as 
my  recollection  goes,  I  scarcely  know  of 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  by  the 
House  to  investigate  a  grievance,  from 
which  the  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
question  to  its  notice  was  excluded.  How- 
ever, the  usual,  the  invariable  course  was 
not  the  course  in  this  instance;  for  the 
Members  of  the  Oovemment  got  up  and 
told  us  that  they  meant  to  constitute  the 
Committee  on  a  new  and  peculiar  prin- 
ciple; that  fain^ess  and  justice  required 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  r  insbury  should 
be  excluded.  Every  Member  of  the  exist- 
ing Government,  and  every  Member  of  the 
late  Government,  was  also  to  be  excluded. 
It  could  not  be  a  fair  investigation,  said 
they,  if  a  Member  be  present  who  is  the 
accuser,  and,  therefore,  we  will  constitute 
a  Secret  Committee,  from  which  every 
puty  interested  shall  be  shut  out.    The 


House  was  carried  away  by  this  grand 
show  of  justice  ,and  candour.  I  myself, 
among  others,  was  misled  by  it;  and  I 
afterwards  regretted  that  I  had  voted 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
on  the  principles  they  professed,  which  was 
to  form  a  Committee  on  a  plan  so  peculiarly 
fair.  A  few  days  afterwards  Ministers 
had  to  form  a  Committee  on  the  very  same 
subject  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  then 
they  utterly  forgot  their  own  boasted  prin- 
ciple. They  took  upon  it  Members  of  the 
late  as  well  as  well  as  of  the  existing  Go- 
vernment— Chancellors  and  ex-Chancellors, 
in  short  several  most  active  persons  in  the 
former  and  in  the  present  administration. 
It  was  the  same  Government  which  formed 
both  Committees  ^  the  same  reason  was  as- 
signed for  the  Committees  in  both  places ; 
and  the  same  principle,  if  good  for  any- 
thing, ought  to  have  been  applied  to  boUi. 
If  justice  could  not  be  done  by  a  Com- 
mittee here,  in  which  the  accuser  and 
Members  of  the  Government  had  seats, 
how  could  justice  be  done  elsewhere  in  a 
Committee  where  the  accuser  could  not 
sit,  but  to  which  Members  of  the  present 
and  late  Administrations  were  admitted? 
They  were  very  anxious  to  exclude  aU 
interested  parties  in  this  House,  but  as 
soon  as  they  came  into  the  other  House 
that  principle  was  utterly  forgotten.  Un- 
less I  hear  some  explanation  of  the  differ- 
ence, and  they  tell  me  why  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  on  precisely  the 
same  question,  was  to  be  constituted  on 
the  very  opposite  principle,  I  must  believe 
that  it  was  so  constituted  here  only  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  out  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  I  think 
there  is  great  reason  to  believe  that  the 
letters  of  the  hon.  Member  were  opened. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  they  mav  not 
have  been  properly  opened :  it  is  perfectly 
possible  that  he  may  be,  as  no  douoi  he  is, 
innocent  of  anythine  like  criminal  corres- 
pondence ;  but  such  informidion  may  have 
been  given  to  the  Home  Office  by  caliun- 
niators  as  might  excite  a  reasonable  sa^« 
don  in  the  breast  of  the  right  boo.  Secre- 
tary. But  I  think  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment who  offers  to  prove  the  fact  is  entitled 
to  be  heard:  it  u  a  question  of  privilege 
in  a  very  peculiar  sense :  it  is  a  privilege 
not  for  his  own  benefit,  and  it  ought  not  to 
be  for  his  own  benefit  It  is  a  privily 
for  the  benefit  of  his  constituents,  and  lor 
the  sake  of  free  intercourse  and  cones* 
pondenoe  between  the  representative  and 
the  represented.    Every  Member  of  Far- 
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liament  it  to  be  looked  upon  as  one  of  the 
grand  inquest  of  the  nation.  Many  per- 
sons writhing  under  the  pressure  of  what 
they  consider  a  grievance  are  apt  to  use 
angry  language:  they  are  perhaps  hot- 
headed men,  and  employ  terms  which 
others  would  much  r^ret  and  disapprove ; 
but  for  a  Member  of  Parliament  to  show  a 
dttposition  to  receive  complaints  of  griev- 
ances seems  to  me  a  virtue  and  a  merit. 
If  they  oome  readily  to  him  from  different 
parts  of  the  country^  it  is  one  of  the  signs 
that  he  does  his  duty  in  this  House.  Is 
such  a  correspondence  to  be  subjected  to 
inspection  and  eriticism»  and  that  too  by 
political  opponents  ?  Supposing  them  to  be 
men  of  h<mour,  their  minds  must  be  in 
some  degree  heated  by  tbe  nightly  conflicts 
in  which  they  are  engaged  in  this  place. 
They  might  fanoy,  in  such  a  state  of  mind, 
that  the  hon»  Member  was  engaged  in 
schemes  which  never  entered  his  head,  and 
this  species  of  correspondence  ought  to  be 
peculiarly  sacred.  Are  his  letters  of  this 
Kind  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  his  op- 
ponent%  of  hie  enemies  in  a  public,  though 
not  in  a  private  sense?  I  conceive  that 
when  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons offers  to  prove  that  his  letters  have 
been  opened-^when  he  offers  to  submit  his 
conduct  to  the  inspection  of  the  public,  on 
every  ground  of  reason  and  justice  we 
ought  Co  comply.  We  ought  to  allow  him 
to  prove  his  case,  if  he  can,  for  our  own 
sakea.  If  he  has.  in  any  way  compro- 
niaed  the  safety  of  the  -State— if  there  be 
any  suspicion  of  it— if  that  suspicion  be 
oottfirmed,  then,  sorry  as  I  should  be  to 
see  it>  still  I  must  say  that  he  ought  no 
longer  So  continue  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment. Ify  on  the  other  hand,  his  letters 
have  been  opcnedj  and  nothing  found  in 
them,  then  he  is  entitled  to  reparation; 
and  the  least  reparation  he  can  expect  is  a 
fair  inquiry,  and  an  open  declaration  of  his 
nnooence.  What  I  suggest  in^  that  in- 
fltead  of  calling  upon  a  (Committee,  as  in 
the  eonduding  part  of  the  Motion,  to  in- 
vestigate tibe  present  practice  in  this  re- 
flpeot»  we  shoul&prooeed  at  onoe  to  legis- 
late. It  seems  to  me  that  we  are  in  a  con- 
dition to  do  so;  but  I  cannot  vote  for  the 
Motion  as  it  stands,  though  I  would  sup- 
port a  proposition  to  inquire  into  a  com- 
phmt  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  who  de- 
clares that  his  letters  have  been  improperly 
opened* 

Mr.  James  S»  Worikv  was  anxious  to 
«tala  the  gratuids  on  which  he  should  give 
Jus  vme;  and  in  doing  so  he  should  avoid 


both  the  general  question  as  to  the  exer- 
cise of  the  right  of  opening  letters,  and 
also  any  allusion  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  which  could  in  any  way  be  of. 
fensive  to  him.  He  apprehended  that  this 
was  no  question  of  the  right,  the  wisdom, 
or  the  policy  of  exercising  this  power ;  still 
less  was  it  a  question  as  to  the  particular 
mode  of  exercising  this  power,  either  as 
to  the  opening  of  a  letter,  or  giving  notice 
to  the  owner  of  the  letter  after  a  reasonable 
time  (as  was  suggested  by  an  hon.  Member), 
or  delivering  it  without  any  such  notice — 
this  was  not  the  time  for  discussing  either 
of  those  topics.  He  considered  the  powei 
useless  unless  exercised  to  the  extent  to 
which  it  was  now  exercised ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  he  fully  sympathised  with  the 
party  who  had  to  exercise  a  power  which 
must  be  painful  to  every  man  of  honour, 
and  to  none  more  painful  than  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.  Graham).  But 
the  question  was,  whether,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  or  any  other  hon. 
Member,  just  grounds  had  been  laid  for  the 
granting  this  Committee.  He  could  not 
help  agreeing  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  was  an  implied  censure  on 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  for  in  the  original 
terms  in  which  the  notice  was  given,  the 
offensive  word  '*  evasive"  was  found' a 
word  which  the  hon.  Member  had  wisely 
and  discreetly  withdrawn— but  of  which 
the  House  ought  not  to  lose  sight.  For, 
taking  that  word,  with  the  tone  of  his 
speech — the  acrimony — he  had  almost  said 
the  personal  animosity  of  the  ^eech,— • 
could  it  be  doubted  that  the  object  of  the 
Motion  was  to  fix  a  stigma  on  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  to  lower  him  in  the  opinion 
of  that  country  for  the  benefit  and  advan- 
tage of  which  his  services  had  been  so  long 
and  ably  rendered  ?  When  the  hon.  Ba. 
ronetyfthe  Member  for  Hull,  said  no  reflec- 
tion on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
intended,  it  was  to  him  quite  refreshing  to 
see  an  hon.  Member  of  the  House  so 
candid — he  might  say  so  ample — ^as  not  to 
see  through  the  design  of  the  Motion.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  would  not  join  in 
the  acrimonious  censure  of  the  Motion; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  whose 
conduct  had  been  always  characterised  by 
justice  and  impartiality,  also  deprecated  the 
tone  in  which  the  Motion  was  brought  for- 
ward. Looking  at  the  quarter  from  which 
the  Motion  came,  and  the  perseverance 
with  which  this  acrimonious  tone  was  im- 
pressed on  every  step  of  the  proceedings,  he 
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could  not  but  feel  -Chat  the  object  of  the 
Motion   was  to  fix  a  most  unjust  stigma 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     He  (Mr. 
Worlley)  would  put  it  to  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber  in  the  House  to  place  himself  in  the 
position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — to 
consider  the  country  in  a  state  of  tumult^ 
and  the  responsibility  of  preserving   the 
peace  of  the  country  resting  on  his  shoul- 
ders— that  his  predecessors  had  esercised 
this  power,  and  that  he  was  called  upon 
to  exercise  it — would  any  hon.  Member  in 
the  House  lay  his  hand  upon  his  heart  and 
say  that,  if  placed  in  similar  circumstances, 
he  would  not  have  exercised  this  power? 
Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  exercised  it 
more  than  any  other  Secretary  of  State  ? 
The  Report  not  only  says  he  did  not^  but 
that  he  was  distinguished  from   all    his 
predecessors    in   not    allowing  the    war- 
rants to  remain  in  the  office  longer  than 
was  necessary.   Former  Secretaries  of  State 
allowed   the  warrants  to  remain  in   the 
office  when  they  were  apparently  inopera- 
tivei  but,  perhaps,  busily  used.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  that  character  for 
business  for  which  he  was  so  much  distin- 
guished, saw  the  necessity,  and  acted  upon 
it,  of  not  allowing  the  warrants  so  to  re- 
main.   With  respect  to  the  power  of  open- 
ing letters,  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
asked,  **  Whence  is  this  power  V     Why, 
no  man  could  consider  this  question  for  a 
moment  without  seeing  that  the  origin  of 
this  power  was  not  only  legal  but  consti- 
tutional.    The  Crown  earned  the  letters, 
and  the  Crown  originally  and  exclusively 
carried  the  letters.  The  Crown  offered  this 
facility  to  the  subject,  and  the  condition 
was  that  this  facility  should  not  be  abused. 
There  must  be  some  power  to  protect  the 
public  itself  against  the  misuse  and  abuse  of 
that  privilege.     Many  wretches  had  been 
found   taking  advantage  of  the  facilities 
afforded  by  the  Post  Office  for  sending  explo-  ; 
give  matter  in  letters — such  letters  should  be 
opened.    [Much  laughter,]  It  might  create 
laughter,  but  such  cases  had  occurred,  and  ' 
much  injury  had  arisen.    Some  precaution 
should  be  used  to  prevent  such  letters  from 
reaching  hand.     With  respect  both  to  the 
home  and  foreign  correspondence,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  see 
that   the   Post  Office  facilities  were  not 
abused.     He  (  Mr.  Wortley)  felt  as  strongly 
as  any  man  could  do  the  odious  character  of 
the  power ;  but  be  could  not  help  feeling 
also  that  its  odious  character  had  been  to 
some  degree  exaggerated.     U  was  said, ;' 
that  If  opening  the  letten  of  Foreign  Am* 


bassadors,  we  had  been  degraded  in  the 
eyes  of  £urope ;  but  it  was  notorioua  thai 
this  power  was  exercised  throughout  every 
nation  in  Europe.   The  consequence  of  thu 
was,  that  Ambassadors  did  not  send  their 
official  letters  through  the  Post  Office,  but 
by  special  messengers.     Their  private  let* 
ters  were  not  likely  to  be  disturbed,  and 
therefore  they  were  sent  through  the  PosI 
Office.      He  (Mr.  Wortley)   remembeced 
an  anecdote  told  by  an  hon.  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  one  who  was 
distinguished  in  the  literary  world  in  hia 
day.     Frederick  the  Great  exercised  not 
only  the  power  of  opening  the  letters  of 
Foreign   Ambassadors    accredited    to    hia 
Court,  but  even  the  letters  of  his  own  Am* 
bassadors.    On  one  occasion,  the  correspon- 
dence between  an  Ambassador  and  hia  wife 
was  opened,  and  the  wife's  letter  having 
been  put  into  the  wrong  endosure,  both 
letters  were  returned  to  their  respective 
writers,  and  the  practice  of  violating  the 
correspondence  was  detected.    The  question 
now  was,  whether  or  not  the  House  should 
appoint  another  Committee  on  this  ques- 
tion  ?      For  what   purpose    or   on  what 
grounds  should  they  do  so  ?     Would  they 
get   more   honourable    men?     Take  the 
whole  House — read  out  the  names  of  the 
Members — and  would  any  man  say  that  • 
Gentleman  could  be  found  whose  hooour» 
integrity,  and   intelligence  were  greater 
than  any  of  those  who  served  on  the  former 
Committee  ?  Would  they  get  such  honour- 
able men  as  were  on  that  Committee,  if  the 
House  would  treat  those  Gentlemen  in  the 
manner  proposed  }     The  Secret  Committee 
had  been  complained  of;  but  if  a  Publie 
Committee  had  been  appointed,  would  it 
have  obtained  half  the  information  that 
had  been  siven  to  the  Secret  Committee? 
He  (Mr.  Wortley)  did  not  mean  the  in- 
formation which  the  public  gott  but  whidi 
the  Committee  got.     The  hon.  Membv 
for  Montrose  had  suggested  the  propriety 
of  publishing  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee;  but  would  not  that  be  a  iireet 
breach  of  personal  faith  to  every  witness 
examined?    When  persons  gave  evidence 
on  the  pledge  and  stnct  understanding  that 
what  they  said  would  not  be  divulged*  he 
thought  it  would  be  an  absolute  breach  of 
faith   to  publish  such    evidence  without 
their  permission.    Would  OIBoen  of  Stale» 
noble  Lords,  and  right  boo.  Gentlemen,  on 
both  sides  of  the   House,  give  evidence 
before  a  Public  Committee?  If  they  would 
not,  then  the  Committee  would  have  to 
come  to  a  o(mclusio&  onimufideniiiiftfa* 
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ation,  and  their  labours  would  be  worth 
nothing.  But  what  pretence  was  there 
for  the  appointment  of  such  a  Committee  ? 
Why  the  hon.  Gentleman  said^  "  I  was  not 
put  on  the  Committee."  He  remembered 
that  when  Mr.  Hardy  brought  an  accusa- 
tion against  an  hon.  Member,  Mr.  Hardy 
was  excluded    from  the    Committee  ap- 

Sinted  to  make  the  inquiry.  The  hon. 
ember  for  Cork  said,  "  Why  not  treat  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  as  you  did  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  by  putting  him  on 
the  Committee  ?"  Because  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  had  no  interest  in  the  result  of  the 
inquiry.  Had  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
none?  Did  he  not  bring  an  accusation  against 
the  Secretary  of  State  ?  Did  he  not  in  July 
last  say,  '*  I  am  not  only  an  accuser,  but 
a  doable  accuser  ?"  On  that  occasion,  he 
represented  himself  boldly  and  honourably, 
as  he  was  always  accustomed  to  do,  to  the 
House  in  the  character  of  an  accuser. 
What  was  the  next  ground  on  which  he 
sought  for  a  Committee  ?  Why,  that  the 
Committee  refused  to  report  as  to  whether 
his  letters  had  been  opened.  Had  they  ? 
Did  he  ever  ask  them  ?  '*  Yes,"  said  the 
hon.  Grentleman.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  having  his  wit- 
nesses examined  under  the  most  favourable 
drcumstances,  and  refused  to  let  them  be 
examined;  but  if  he  had  an  accusation 
that  he  could  support,  it  was  impossible 
that  he  would  have  taken  the  course  he 
did.  The  hon.  Gentleman  went  before  the 
Committee — repeated  all  the  charges  he 
had  made  to  the  House,  and  said  he  had 
witnesses  to  call  in  support  of  his  state- 
ments. **  We  shall  be  glad  to  hear  them," 
said  the  Committee;  '*  but  first,  will  you  be 
good  enough  to  give  us  your  account?" 
*'  No,"  said  the  hon.  Member,  ''  I  shall 
give  yon  no  information  unless  you  make 
me  a  Member  of  the  Committee."  That 
was  impossible.  The  Committee  had  no 
power  to  elect  him,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  would  not  so  stultify  itself  as  to 
add  him  to  the  Committee.  The  next 
question  the  Committee  asked  him  was, 
'*  Have  you  any  witnesses  that  you  wish 
to  have  examined  ?"  ''  Yes,"  said  the  hon. 
Member.  **  Bring  them  forward,"  said 
the  Committee.  *'No,'*  said  the  hon. 
Member,  **  unless  I  am  allowed  to  be  pre- 
sent during  their  examination."  ''For 
what  purpose?"  "To  protect  my  wit- 
nesses.'* There  might  be  some  reason  in 
this  demand,  if  the  witnesses  were  to  be 
examined  in  a  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
or  in  tiie  Old  Bailqrt  perbspsi  by  not  a 


senseless  or  stupid  counsel,  and  in  the  midst 
of  roars  of  laughter  from  the  gallery ;  but 
it  was  not  reasonable  to  make  such  a  de- 
mand when  the  witnesses  were  to  be  exa- 
mined in  a  private  room,  before  five  or  seven 
hon.  Gentlemen — men  of  the  nicest  sense  of 
honour  and  delicacy.  Protect  his  witnesses ! 
Why  protect  them  ?  From  what  were  they 
to  be  protected  ?  "  They  might  be  ex- 
posed to  the  anger  of  particular  parties." 
But  was  not  an  examination  before  a  public 
Committee  calculated  to  expose  them  more  I 
If  they  were  allowed  to  speak  before  the 
Committee  that  had  been  appointed,  the 
public  would  know  nothing  about  their 
testimony.  They  would  be  examined  undei 
a  seal  of  the  most  perfect  secrecy,  and  in 
the  presence  of  most  honourable  men.  One 
witness  would  not  know  that  another  had 
been  ever  before  that  tribunal.  The  wit- 
nesses might  have  been  called  on  separate 
days,  and  no  one  could  have  known  who 
was  examined.  What  pretence,  then,  was 
there  for  the  hon.  Member  saying  that  he 
had  been  refused  an  opportunity  of  proving 
his  case?  Had  he  no  confidence  in  the 
Lords'  Committee?  Did  he  shrink  from 
appearing  before  Lord  Cottenham,  and 
bringing  forward  his  witnesses  where  they 
might  be  examined  in  secrecy?  All  he 
(Mr.  Wortley)  could  say  was,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  a  good  case,  he  displayed 
more  of  the  skill  of  an  advocate  than  of  a 
bold  accuser.  When  a  party  had  a  weak 
case,  and  could  not  trust  his  witnesses,  he 
might  find  it  convenient  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  passions  of  those  out  of  doors  or  in 
the  jury  box,  like  the  hon.  Member,  to 
cover  the  weakness  of  his  case,  by  making 
some  excuse  for  not  calling  his  witnesses. 
The  hon.  Member^s  privilege  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament  was  a  most  important 
question;  but  he  (Mr.  Wortley)  could 
not  agree  with  the  opinion  stated  on 
that  point  by  the  preceding  speaker.  He 
thought  that  if  this  power  of  opening 
letters  were  to  exist  at  all,  it  should  be 
exercised  with  the  greatest  caution  and 
forbearance ;  but  if  the  power  were  to  be 
exercised  at  all,  the  humblest  of  the  con- 
stituents in  Finsbury — the  meekest  and 
humblest  of  the  inhabitants  of  SaiFron-hill 
—were  entitled  to  the  same  protection  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  And  when  the 
Member  for  Finsbury,  or  his  hon.  Col- 
league, set  themselves  up  as  entitled  to  su- 
perior claims  on  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  he  (Mr.  Wortley)  thought  they 
were  arrogating  to  themselves  a  right  to 
which  they  were  not  entitled.    But  wbjr 
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should  a  Member  of  Parliament  demand 
such  a  privilege?     Did  they  not  in  1735 
resolve  that  to  open  the  letters  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  was  not  a  breach  of  privilege  } 
In  1735,  it  was  resolved,  in  terms^  that  to 
open  the  letter  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
was  a  high  breach  of  privilege,  except  under 
the  warrant  of  the  Setretatj  of  State  ?  Now 
would  the  hon.  Member  say  that  the  open- 
ing of  his  letters  was  not  authorised  by  a 
warrant  from  the  Secretary  of  State  ?    His 
answer  was  that  the  Report  of  the  Coih- 
mittee  set  out  the  humber  of  the  warrants, 
and  the  names  of  the  parties  afiected  by 
those  warrants.    [["  Name,  name."]    The 
hon.  Member's  name  was  not  there.  Well, 
his  accusation  then  was,  that  the  letters 
were  opened  without  a  warrant.    If  th6 
hon.  Member's  accusation  were  founded  in 
ttuth,  he  was  shrinking  from  his  duty ;  for 
instead  of  asking  fot  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry, he  ouffht  to  impeach  the  Govern- 
ment. [Sir  !r.  WUde :  We  must  make  the 
inquiry  first.]]   The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  knew  the  fact;  that  he  had  got  the 
witnesses  who  could  prove  it,  and  not  only 
fto,  but  that  he  believed  it  to  have  been 
done  without  any  authority  at  all.     [Mr. 
Duncomhe  :  I  did  not  say  that.]     He  un- 
derstood the  hon.  Crentleman  to  have  said 
80.  He  might,  however,  be  mistaken.  But 
if  that  was  so,  could  there  be  a  greater 
charge?    The  charge  was  not  for  naving 
opened  the  hon.  Gentleman's  letters  tn  the 
regular  way,  but  for  having  done  so  wan- 
tonly, without  excuse  or  reason.    If  that 
were  true,  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
brought  the  matter  forward  in  the  manner 
which  he  had  suggested,  and  then  he  would 
not  have  been  able  to  make  a  vague  charge; 
but  if  he  came  forward  accusing  the  Home 
Secretary  of  such  a  misdemeanor,  he  ought 
to  have  stated  fully  and  explicitly  the  na» 
ture  of  his  charge.    This  was  the  position 
of  the  hon.  Member.    For  what  purpose, 
then,  should  they  grant  him  a  Committee  ? 
Would  he  take  the  witnesses  he  was  so  anx- 
ious to  protect  before  a  public  Committee  ? 
^-could  he  shield  them  there  from  exposure 
and  injury  by  their  superiors?    The  very 
proposition   was  ludicrous— it  was  clear 
they  would  sufier  infinitely  more.    As  to 
the  hon.  Member  himself,  it  was  his  own 
fault  if  the  Committee  did  not  make  men* 
lion  of  him,  for  he  might  have  given  them 
the  information  if  it  existed ;  but  he  had 
done  no  such  thing.  They  were,  therefore, 
left  to  conjecture  the  nature  of  the  com- 
plaint; for  the  hon.  Gendeman  had  not 
stated  ftom  whom  the  letters  came,  nor 
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whether  they  were  upon  private  or  publie 
subjects.  But  there  were  some  means  of 
ascertaining  the  character  of  the  letters; 
for  (m  a  former  occasion,  when  the  conduct 
of  the  magistrates  in  Lancashire  and  Staf« 
fordshire  was  discussed,  the  hon*  Member 
brought  before  the  House  letters  which 
the  Attorney  General  pointed  out  as  hav- 
ing been  written  by  persons  who  had  been 
convicted  of  political  offences.  He  would 
not  state  the  names  of  the  writers,  for  some 
of  those  poor  fellows  were  still  suffering 
the  consequences  of  their  conduct*  He  did 
not  mean  to  cast  the  slightest  reflection 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  what  he  was 
about  to  say  ;  but  this  Secret  Committee 
had  reported,  that  during  the  disturfaanees 
in  the  Norih,  officers  were  sent  down  to 
that  district,  and  certain  letters  wete  ett« 
mined.  Was  it  not  possible  that  aone  of 
those  letters  were  addr^sed  to  the  he/it. 
Member  ?  Would  it  not  have  been  a  per* 
fectly  just  and  necessary  exercise  of  their 
duty  if  the  officers  had  opened  smeh  letters  ? 
Were  the  hon.  Gentleman's  letters  to  be 
sacred  because  he  was  a  Member  of  Parlia^ 
ment  ?  Was  the  Secretary  of  State,  charged 
as  he  was  with  the  peace  of  the  countnr,  at 
that  most  dangerous  moment  to  hold  liis 
hand  ?  Supposing  a  letter  had  been  ad* 
dressed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  by  the  tup« 
posed  ringleader  in  those  distttrbaneea,  was 
It  to  be  said  that  because  he  was  a  Memtef 
of  Pbriiament,  the  power  should  not  be 
exercised?  This  would  put  their  privi* 
lege  in  a  most  ludicrous  aspect.  As  a  Mem* 
her  fVom  the  North  of  England,  he  was 
sure  he  was  speaking  the  sentlmenta 
of  all  the  community  when  he  said  that 
^ey  felt  themselves  under  an  eternal  dahl 
of  obligation  to  the  ri^t  hon.GeDtleman  the 
Secretary  of  the  Home  Denartment  for  hia 
conduct  during  the  outbreak,  he  had  almeet 
said  insurrection,  in  the  North.  He  did  Mt 
wish  to  draw  invidious  conparisoiM ;  bat 
they  had  seen  in  1831  and  18S2  riots  •!« 
lomd  to  increase  until  cities  were  tn  flaases, 
and  in  1S37  tumults  swelling  into  treason  t 
and  the  year  1889  was  impmasd  umii  liis 
memory  by  a  c<mspirBcy  or  a  most  daiiaer- 
ous  nature  in  his  native  ooimty,  when  Aey 
had  on  the  table  of  a  court  c^  jnstiee  la 
Yoik,  hand  grenades  and  infernal  machiiMaL 
He  would  tell  tiie  hon.  Gentleman  thalt 
some  of  those  Chartista  iritli  wboa  he  had 
corresponded  had  been  since  detected  wflh 
infernal  machinea  in  their  nosseasioh ;  «nd 
at  the  time  to  whidi  he  had  retatdl  they 
had  in  the  witnen-hmc  a  qpy,  who  kdl  beoa 
employed  \/f  the  GofmnMail,  ttd  wki 
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told  liim>  in  answer  to  one  of  his  questions, 
that  lie  had  received  80/.  in  one  week.  In 
1842|  however,  they  had  no  spy  In  all  their 
prosecutions ;  and  without  bloodshed,  with- 
out treason,  without  the  sentence  of  death, 
which  had  occurred  in  the  other  cases,  the 
tumult  was  suppressed,  with  comparatively 
but  little  necessity  for  the  interference  of 
the  military.  He  had  now  shown  that,  on 
personal  grounds,  the  hon.  Member  was 
not  entitled  to  an  inquiry.  If  they  were 
to  grant  it,  they  would  be  censuring  the 
Committee  which  had  already  been  ap- 
pointed, and  encouraging  the  accusation 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  made.  Let 
him  state  fairly  the  facts — let  him  show 
the  proofs,  if  he  had  any,  to  substantiate 
Ms  charges — and  then  it  would  be  time 
enough  to  consider  whether  there  was  any 
ground  for  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  that  if  his  hon.  Friend 
tlie  Member  for  Finsbury  was  entitled  to 
an  inquiry  before  the  speech  which  had 
just  been  addressed  to  the  House,  he  must 
confess  that  he  thought  him  ten  times  more 
entitled  to  it  now.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bespoke  the  sympathy  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. He  said  that  attempts  had  been 
made,  both  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  and  by  the  press,  to  run  down 
the  Hght  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  public  man, 
'to  throw  a  stigma  upon  him ;  but  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  character  the  only 
one  which  had  been  assailed  }  Were  they 
not  all  public  men ;  and  was  not  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  representing  a  large 
and  powerful  constituency,  ^and  by  habit 
and  political  interests  bearing  peculiar  re- 
lations to  the  working  classes  of  this  coun- 
try, to  be  considered  as  a  public  man  ?  He 
would  admit  that  he  was  not  so  important 
a  public  man  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
UDon  whom  the  conservation  of  the  peace 
of  the  country  depended ;  but  still,  both  the 
lion.  Member  for  Finsbury  and  the  other 
Members  of  that  House  were  entrusted 
with  duties,  for  the  performance  of  which 
they  sat  there,  and  in  the  way  of  which, 
he  must  say,  he  thought  unfair  impedi- 
ments had  been  thrown.  He  recollected  per- 
fectly the  state  of  the  country  at  the  time  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man,—-the  general  excitement  of  the  work- 
ing classes-^and  the  bloody-minded  conspi- 
racy which  was  developed  at  York.  But, 
admitting  all  that,  what  could  be  more 
desirable  than  that  men  before  embarking 
in  snch  dangerous  enterprizes  should  con- 


sult those  of  higher  standing  and  bigher  in- 
telligence than  themselves  ?  And  no  doubt 
in  such  a  case  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury, if  appealed  to,  would  have  exhorted 
those  who  sought  his  opinion  to  desist.  He 
could  conceive  nothing  more  desirable  than 
that  every  facility  should  be  given  to  such 
communications,  by  which  the  working 
classes  would  be  brought  more  in  connexion 
with,  and  under  the  mfluence  of,  men  who 
were  qualified  to  guide  them.  If  he  were 
in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  place,  after  the 
representations  which  they  had  heard  to- 
night— above  all.  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  who  alluded  so  si^ificantly 
to  the  disturbances  of  1842,  ne  would 
never  rest  until  the  stigma  which  had  been 
thrown  on  his  character  had  been  re- 
moved, and  until  aU  the  circumstances 
attending  this  covert  charge  had  been 
most  fuUy  and  entirely  developed.  He 
was  the  better  entitled  to  say  what  he 
had  said,  inasmuch  as  upon  many  points 
introduced  into  this  question  he  did  not 
agree  with  bis  hon.  Friend.  He  disliked 
the  wording  of  his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Ward) 
had  not  the  slightest  intention  of  tbrow- 
ing  a  stigma  on  the  Committee  of  last  year. 
If  he  did  not  concur  in  the  vote  which  ex- 
cluded the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
from  that  Committee,  he  walked  out  of  the 
House  without  voting.  He  knew  the 
Members  of  that  Committee  were  Gentle- 
men of  bonour,  and  he  would  place  his 
own  character  in  their  hands.  He  did  not 
know,  until  that  evening,  what  the  right 
bon:  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh had  pointed  out  as  to  the  dif- 
ference in  tne  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Lords  and  the 
House  of  Commons,  showing  the  wish 
to  exclude  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
He  was  not»  however,  prepared  to  say, 
even  now,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mons' Committee.  As  to  the  pure  legal 
question,  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
that.  If  tbere  were  such  a  question,  let  it 
be  decided  by  Lord  Denman— let  it  be 
brought  into  a  court  of  justice.  If  there 
were  no  authority  by  law,  as  he  understood 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  were  prepared  to 
argue,  for  opening  letters  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, let  his  hon.  Friend  take  his 
case  into  a  court  of  justice,  and  proceed 
against  the  party  by  ^hom  he  supposed 
that  his  letters  had  been  opened.  He 
looked  to  the  practical  part  of  the  question  ; 
and  whatever  odium  might  attach  to  such 
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a  declaration^  he  believed  ibat  some  power 
bver  letters  transmitted  through  the  Post 
Office  was  absolutely  necessary  ;  and  when 
he  heard  the  bon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
talking  of  this  country  being  lowered  in 
the  estimation  of  Foreign  Powers  by  such  a 
practice,  and  appealing  to  some  recent  decla- 
ration of  M.  Guizot>  as  to  the  inviolability 
of  letters  in  France,  he  thought  that  such  a 
reference  was  more  worthy  of  hisimagination 
as  a  poet,  than  of  his  position  as  a  legis- 
later  and  a  man  of  the  world.  I^t  him 
ask  their  own  Ambassador,  Lord  Cowley,  or 
any  other  Minister  at  a  Foreign  Court — 
let  them  have  been  acquainted  with  di- 
plomacy, as  he  had  been — and  they  would 
find  that  no  Ambassador  from  this  country 
would  entrust  anything  to  a  Foreign  Post 
Office  which  he  would  mind  having  read  at 
Charing  Cross  the  next  day.  It  was  the 
universal  practice  abroad  to  open  the  letters 
of  foreigners.  The  feelings  of  many  hon. 
Members  might  be  outrased  by  the  suppo- 
sition of  such  a  power  being  exercised ;  but 
it  was  impossible  that  any  country  in  the 
world  could  allow  a  great  public  establish- 
ment like  the  Post  Office  to  be  used  against 
itself,  for  the  purpose,  of  disturbing  the 
peace  of  the  country.  Let  him  only  put  a 
case.  Suppose  what  had  happened  at  the 
close  of  the  last  century,  when  certain  Se- 
paratist Societies  in  Ireland  sought  the  as- 
sistance of  France  against  this  country* 
were  to  occur  again  ;  could  it  be  supposed 
that  any  abstract  feeling  of  moral  obligation 
could  compel  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
become  the  carrier  of  such  correspond, 
ence?  Did  they  think  he  could  even 
take  the  chance  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  had  spoken  of, 
namely,  of  delivering  the  letters  safely/and 
getting  possession  of  them  again  by  a  search 
warrant?  He  believed  that  if  they  de- 
clared the  absolute  inviolability  of  the  let- 
ters even  of  Members  of  Parliament,  it 
might  be  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  the 
country.  He  was  not,  there&re,  disposed 
at  all  to  quarrel  with  the  existence  of  this 
power ;  he  believed  it  to  be  indispensable 
that  it  should  exist,  but  not  without  some 
means  of  ascertaining  that  it  was  not  ap- 
plied to  |)olitical  purposes,  and  that  it  was 
not  exercised  from  impertinent  personal 
curiosity,  but  from  motives  of  public  duty. 
That  was  the  question  which  he  thought 
had  been  fairly  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  year,  which  Committee  they 
themselves  had  bound  to  secrecy.  He 
doubted  whether  the  Members  composing  it 
would  have  become  acquainted  wito  all  the 


facts  which  had  been  laid  before  them,  if 
they  had  not  been  a  Secret  Committee. 
He  doubted,  too,  whether  any  public  good 
would  result  from  making  all  these  beta 
public  at  this  moment — even  if  it  were 
possible  to  follow  the  suggestion  of  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Montrose,  and  publish  the  evi- 
dence. It  was  given  upon  the  supposition 
that  it  would  not  be  -made  public;  and 
therefore  he  thought  they  had  no  right  to 
publish  it.  He  thought  the  moat  mon- 
strous exaggerations  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Home  Secretary  had  been  made  during  the 
greater  pari  of  last  year,  and  that  he  had 
had  to  bear  much  odium  for  acts  which  did 
not  arise  out  of  his  own  Department,  and 
for  which  he  was  not  justly  responsible. 
He  ( Mr.  Ward)  would  admit  that  he  had 
put  his  judgment  into  the  hands  of  the 
Committee.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  whole  bajzs  of  letters  carried  to  the 
Home  Office  ror  his  inspection  ? — ^bad  he 
exhibited  a  prying  meddling  curioBty?«-^ 
had  his  conduct  been  different  from  that  of 
other  Secretaries  of  State  ?  Was  there  any 
broad  distinction  between  the  practice 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
that  of  his  predecessors  ?  He  would  put  it 
to  any  man's  feeling  of  fairness  and  sense 
of  justice,  to  say 9  whether  these  were 
not  the  points  really  at  issue  ?  What 
did  the  Committee  tell  them?  It  said 
distinctly  that  it  brought  in,  as  a  jury, 
its  verdict,  "Not  Guilty."  It  said  that 
from  1838  until  the  middle  of  1841, 
when  the  Whig  Government  went  out, 
and  during  which  time  two  Home  Se* 
cretaries  had  filled  the  office,  that  there 
were  forty  warrants  issued  during  the  four 
years ;  and  subsequent  to  that  pmod,  from 
August,  1841,  to  August,  1844,  there  had 
been  forty-four.  Did  the  difference  of  four 
warrants  show  that  the  duty  of  the  Home 
Secretary  had  been  improperly  exercised  ? 
He  thought  not.  As  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Maaaini— putting  aside  for  the  time  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury— moat 
certainly  the  burden  ought  to  rest  where 
the  necessity  for  intervenaon  arose;  namely, 
with  the  Secretary  for  the  Foreign  Depart* 
ment.  The  circumstances  of  the  case 
were  explained  on  a  former  eveninff  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  had listeoed 
to  it  with  great  attention*  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbuiy  had  said  that  the 
blood  of  those  unfortunale  men  who  were 
sacrificed,  rested  upon  the  head  of  the 
British  Government.  He  (Mr.  Ward) 
looked  upon  that  as  a  grave  imputatioiw 
and  be  had  beacd  it  with  the  deepest  faiib 
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As  to  aapposing  that  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury^ 
or  the  nohle  Lord  the  Foreign  Se. 
cretary,  was  capable  of  leading  any  man 
into  a  trap,  he  utterly  disclaimed  the  idea 
of  imputing  it  to  them  j  but  he  did  think 
that  a  communication  might  have  been 
made  to  a  Foreign  Power  which  had  caused 
these  unhappy  men  to  be  led  to  their  de- 
strucdon,  and  that  sufficient  warning  had 
not  been  given  to  them.  He  thought  that 
if  the  British  Government  had  furnished 
the  Austrian  Government  with  informa- 
tioo,  foreseeing  what  might  happen  in 
Italy,  they  ought  also  to  have  put  the  in- 
dividuals who  contemplated  the  descent 
upon  Italy  upon  their  guard.  He,  how- 
ever, must  admit  that  he  had  heard  with 
satifrfaction  the  other  night,  that  the  only 
reason  why  such  information  had  not  been 
supplied  to  the  Bandieras,  and  other  per- 
sons residing  in  Corfu,  was,  that  they  were 
not  suspected-— their  names  were  not  men- 
tioned. He  thought  that  was  a  redeeming 
eireumstance  in  the  case.  He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  he 
trod  upon  dangerous  ground  when  he  once 
permitted  the  Post  Office  of  Great  Britain 
to  be  made  the  instrument  of  the  policy  of 
ft  Foreign  Power.  In  this  country  we  had 
State  trials;  but  in  the  south  of  Italy  they 
managed  matters  differently— a  drum-head 
court-martialand  a  short  shrift,  did  the  busi- 
ness. It  was  certainly  a  mad  enterprise  for 
twenty- two  unarmed  men  to  sail  from  Corfu, 
end  he  could  quite  understand  that  even 
Lord  Seaton  might  not  have  suspected  their 
intentions.  With  regard  to  what  had  been 
stated  the  other  night.'he  thought  there  had 
been  a  complete  explanation  of  the  direct,  but 
not  of  the  collateral,  charge.  The  unhappy 
men  to  whom  he  had  alluded  would  not, 
he  believed,  have  crossed  to  the  kingdom  of 
Naples,  if,  in  consequence  of  the  indirect 
information  given  to  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment,  some  measures  had  not  been  taken  (of 
which  the  British  Government  were  un- 
conscious) to  lure  these  men  on  to  destruc- 
tion. That  was  his  impression  the  other 
night.  He  would  venture,  however,  to 
say,  that  so  long  as  the  Foreign  Office  of 
England  made  use  of  the  English  Post 
Office  as  the  means  of  keeping  Foreign 
Governments  informed  of  what  was  taking 

flace  in  this  country,  the  Secretary  of  that 
>epartment  would  expose  himself  to  these 
attacks,  and  the  results  would  be  equally 
painful  to  himself  as  they  would  be  dis- 
areditaUe  to  the  Country.    The  power  of 
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they  made  the  Post  Office  inviolable,  they 
would  be  obliged  to  pass  a  Bill  of  Indem* 
nity  every  year,  for  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  preservation  of  internal 
peace  to  violate  it.  He  only  wished  to  see 
the  power  applied  under  proper  checks  and 
precautions^  It  might  be  desirable  to  es- 
tablish a  periodical  inquiry  as  to  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power ;  and  he  should  be  per- 
fectly satisfied,  without  any  of  the  anti- 
quarian details  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  what  had  been  done  in  times 
past,  to  see  the  power  kept  within  proper 
limits  in  future  for  the  safety  of  the  commu- 
nity. But  he  must  end  with  the  case  with 
which  he  had  begun — he  meant  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  He  would 
say,  when  a  Member  of  Parliament  de- 
clared that  he  believed  his  letters  had  been 
opened— that  his  correspondence  had  been 
tampered  with— it  was  not  a  stigma  cast 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alone,  but 
upon  the  hon.  Member  who  made  the 
complaint ;  and  he  had  a  perfect  right  to 
call  upon  every  Member  of  that  House  who 
possessed  one  spark  of  proper  feeling,  to 
support  him  in  demanding  an  inquiry.  Any 
of  them  representing  populous  towns  might 
be  consulted,  as  he  had  before  stated,  by 
men  desirous  of  being  guided  by  their 
opinions ;  and,  if  that  was  desirable,  upon 
what  plea  could  letters  addressed  to  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  be  opened,  although 
written  by  men  who  had  incurred  the  sus- 
picion of  the  Government,  without  the  cir- 
cumstances being  stated?  He  would  not 
go  into  the  question  of  Breach  of  Privilege 
— that  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  If  any 
Member  of  that  House  embarked  in  a 
treasonable  design,  let  him  take  the  conse- 
quences; but  when  an  hon.  Member 
asked  what  the  circumstances  were,  and 
demanded  the  fullest  inquiry,  he  was  enti- 
tled to  have  it,  and  it  ought  to  be  granted. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  framed  his 
Motion  in  this  way,  involving  this  simple 
question,  he  (Mr.  Ward)  would  have  voted 
for  giving  him  another  Committee,  and 
would  never  have  allowed  another  act  co 
have  been  done  by  the  Government  in  that 
House,  as  far  as  he  could  oppose  it,  until 
that  were  dune.  He  should  like  to  see  an 
Amendment  moved  by  some  hon.  Gentle- 
man of  more  influence  than  himself,  pro- 
posing an  inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances, 
and  under  what  authority  the  letters  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  had  been  opened;  and  no 
Motion  he  had  ever  voted  for  in  that  House 
wouU  have  received  hifi  more  oordigl  sup^ 
port, 
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Lord/.  Matmers:  This  is  a  qaeitioD, 
as  has  been  observed  by  my  bon.  Friend 
tbe  Member  for  Hull,  affecting  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretarj,  out 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Finiburj,  and  ehoold 
be  so  treated.    After  what  has  fallen  from 
mj  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ponte. 
fract,  I  think  it  necessary  to  state  in  a  few 
woids  the  reasons  by  which  I  shall  be 
guided  in  giring  my  vote  upon  this  occa- 
sion.   I  entirely  agree  with  what  has  been 
said  against  mixing  op  the  questions  which 
have  been  decided  by  the  Committee  with 
the  question  affecting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbuiy,  and  sincerely  trust  that  be  will 
oonfent  to  alter  the  terms  of  his  Motion  so 
as  to  restrict  it  entirely  to  his  own  case. 
I  should  have  been  content  to  give  a  silent 
vote,  had  it  not  been  for  certain  observa- 
tions which  I  have  heard  from  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of   the 
Treasury.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
removed  from  the  consideration  of  tbe  case 
all  those  drenmstances  which  T  believe  to 
be  naturally  attached  to  tbe  question,  and 
put  it  entirely  and  clearly  before  the  House 
as  a  matter  of  confidence,  firsts  in  the  ho* 
nour  and  integrity  of  the  Committee,  and 
secondly,  in  himself  and  his  Colleagues. 
I  am  anxious,  Sir,  to  reject  for  myself  any 
such  conclusion,  and  to  vindicate  for  others, 
no  less  than  myself,  the  right  of  voting  on 
the  simple  merits  of  the  case,  and  not  on 
those  extraneous  views  which,  in  my  hum- 
Ue  opinioni  are  too  frequently  pressed  upon 
the  House,  if   a  free  discussion  and  fair 
decision  are  to  be  regarded   as  of  any 
value.    I  protest,   therefore,  against  this 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbucy 
being   made  the  test  and  touchstone  of 
want   of  confidence  in  the  Government. 
I  say  that  if  such  a  question  as  this  is  to 
be  viewed  as  a  question  of  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  sooner  some 
new  Cromwell  appears,  and  removes  '*  that 
beuble,"  and  turns  us  all  out,  the  better. 
I  beg  leave  to  ask  the  House,  what  are  the 
real  facts  of  the  case?     They  are  simply 
these :  <—  An  hon.  Gentleman  complains 
that  hu  letters  have  been  opened.    He  asks 
for  the  same  justice  for  himself  that  has 
been  afibrded  to  other  Gentlemen  in  a  simi- 
lar predicament.     He  says,  that  he  feels 
himself,  as  lonff  as  suspicion  attaches  to 
him— *I  quote  his  own  epithet— a  degraded 
man.    I  cannot  think    that   epithet  too 
strong,  considering  the  circumstsnccs  of 
the  case ;  for  no  one  would  be  subject  to 
luife  his  letters  opened,  unless  there  was 
grave  suspicion  attaching  to  him  of  having 


done,  or  said,  or   permitted, 
whidi  would  stamp  him  as  an  enemj  t0 
his  country,  or  at  Ittst  as  a  false  and  a  bad 
citiaen.     It  seems  to  me,  then,  that  tka 
epithet  is  not  too  strong;  and  when  that 
Gentleman  comes  forward  and  stalea  that 
he  feels  himself  dq^raded,  and  not  only  that 
but  that  the  constituency  which  he  repM* 
sents  suflfers  throueh  bun,  I  do  think  the 
House  will  do  wdl  to  panae  before  it  ro» 
fuses  altogether  to  admit  the  plea  and  re- 
quest of  the  hon.  Gentleinan.     Having 
thus  endeavoured  to  state  the  view  whidi 
I   take  upon    the   personal  question,    aa 
affecting  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbory, 
I  will  now  venture  to  say  a  few  worda 
on  the  great  and  only  argument,  as  il 
seems  to  me,  brought  against  his  propesfr* 
tion.    I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  entirely  appreciate  the  motives  whieh 
eovemed  his  conduct,  and  I  enter  mosi 
niUy  into  his  feelings ;  and  if  I  refVonn 
from  saying  more  in  &vour  of  laa  higk 
honour  and  intesri^  upon  this  occasion, 
it  is  because  I  fed  it  would  be  almost 
an  insult  to  him,  as  implying  there  waa 
some  necessity  for  such  language.    Sat 
I  would  ask  whether  his  answer  to  thn 
question   of   the  ri^t   hon.  Gentle 
is  one    that    can     be    deemed 
tory?     The  right  hon.  Gentknum 
that  official  secrecy  restraina  turn.    Why, 
the  whole  grievance  in  my  eyes  is»  that 
secrecy  has  somehow  or  odier  been  afaan* 
doned.    If  that  secrecy  had  not  been  Tin* 
lated,  the  hon*  Gentleman  would  have  nn 
case;  (his  case  would  never   have  been 
known;    and  il   oouki  only   not  be  said 
to  have  come   to   an    end,    because   k 
never  would  have  had  a  be^ning.    S^ 
crecy  is  a  condition  which  is  enduraUeL 
Publidty    is  another  condition  irfiich  is 
endurable.    But  this  is  a  prsctioe  whidi 
is  unendurable ;  and  it  seeass  to  hnve  been 
so  to    the  hon.   Gentleman,   as  all  who 
heard  the  harsh  and  serere  terms  which 
he  used  in   his   speech  will  admit;  on* 
endurable  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  a  man  of  high  honoor  and  generous 
feeling.     It  is  unendurable  to  the  r^ht 
hon.   Gentleman  the  First  Lord   of  die 
Treasury,  for  it  leads  him  to  think  and 
speak  of  a  want  of  confidence    in    his 
Administration.     Lastly,  it  is  unendnra- 
ble  to  this  House,  for  it  has  roused  up 
acrimonious  feelings,  Bod  generated  anU 
mosities,  which  cannot  be  put  an  end  to 
unless  something  is  done  so  answer  the 
hon.  Gentleman.    If  there  be  any  other 
courts^  let  it  be  adopted.    I  carenol  if  iM 
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answer  oomef  directly  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  What^  for  instance,  should 
prevent  him  from  getting  up  and  saying, 
what  I  suppose  is  now  admitted  in  this 
House  to  be  a  matter  of  notoriety, — **  Mr. 
Duncomboy  in  the  year  1842,  in  a  time  of 
great  danger  and  doubts  acting  upon  my 
own  responsibility,  I  opened  your  letters ; 
and  I  hare  now,  following  the  precedent 
6f  the  Secret  Committee,  the  satisfaction  of 
saying  to  you,  that  there  appeared  in  the 
letters  nothing  whatever  to  criminate  you." 
I  do  not  say  that  this  id  the  course  to  be 
adopted.  What  shall  be  the  means  adopted, 
to  do  justice  to  the  hon.  Member,  I 
eaie  not ;  but  1  do  submit  to  the  House, 
that  the  question  cannot,  and  will  not,  be 
permitted  to  remain  in  the  state  in  which 
it  is.  I  can  conceive  nothing  more  injurious 
to  the  Public  Service  than  that  it  should  re- 
main as  it  is.  Sir,  what  will  be  the  end 
of  all  this?  Why,  if  nothing  more  is  to 
be  done  on  the  subject,  there  will  be  the 
hon.  Member  for  r  insbury — a  Gentleman 
who  takes  an  active  part  in  all  the  public 

2uestions  submitted  to  this  House,  blessed 
IS  every  one  here  well  knows)  with  a  very 
fluent  tongue,  and  a  peculiar  happiness 
of  jocular  vituperation,  with  a  keen 
sense  Df  injury,  after  making  this  extra- 
ordinary statement,  with  no  explanation 
whatever  offered,  no  justification,  no  apo- 
logy, no  exculpation,  noinculpation— sitting 
opposite  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whom 
be  fitmly  believes  to  have  done  him  great 
injustice  and  wrong,  and  aiding  him  in  le- 
gislating for  the  public  good*  What  can 
we  expect  from  such  a  state  of  things  but 
that  acerbity,  and  bitterness,  and  quarrels, 
will  be  eternally  springing  up  in  this 
House  ?  When  I  reflect  upon  the  opposite 
evil  which  some  very  timi^  people  may  an- 
ticipate as  possible  to  arise  from  pursuing, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Milnes)  calls  it,  the  manly  and  candid 
eourse,  I  really  cannot  see  how  hon.  Mem- 
bers can  hesitate  for  a  moment  as  to  the 
course  to  be  pursued.  What  evil  could 
possibly  arise  to  the  Public  Service,  or  even 
to  this  private  method  of  aiding  it,  from 
the  announcement  being  made  Which  has 
been  suggested  to-night?  Would  the 
Public  Service,  do  you  thinks  lose  by  such 
an  avowal?  Would  this  secret  system 
become  more  odious  than  it  is  in  conse- 
quence of  it?  The  system,  I  venture 
to  say,  would  become  infinitely  more 
tolerable  to  the  people  of  England,  in- 
finitely mete  likely  to  be  productive  of 
good  to  die  State,  than  it  will  be  if,  after 


such  statements  as  we  have  listened  to- 
after  assertions  made  with  so  much  deter- 
mination, and  such  evident  conviction  of 
their  truth  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  made  them— this  House  is  still  to 
be  told  that  nothing  further  can  be  said  on 
the  subject,  and  that  no  explanation  is  to 
be  given  ;  that  the  hon.  Member  is  neither 
to  be  exculpated  nor  inculpated,  but  every- 
thing is  to  be  shrouded  in  impenetrable  ob- 
scurity, and  left  to  the  chance  fight  and 
medley  disputation  which  I,  for  one,  foresee 
and  deplore.  Sir,  these  are  the  views  which 
influence  me  ;  but  I  cannot  vote  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  on  his  present 
Motion,  because  1  consider  that  after  the 
Report  which  that  Secret  Committee  has 
laid  on  our  Table,  and  after  the  explana- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Administration  gave  last  night, 
this  House  has  absolutely  nothing  further 
to  do  with  the  other  cases  to  which  it  refers. 
The  case  with  which  the  House  has  to  do  is 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
I  do  beseech  him  so  to  mould  and  alter  his 
Motion  as  to  allow  myself  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  to  support  it,  without 
in  the  slightest  degree  casting  the  least,  the 
most  remote,  imputation  either  upon  the 
hon.  Gen  tlemen  who  composed  the  Com- 
mittee, or  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  whom  so  many  cruel,  and,  I  believe,  un- 
just aspersions  have  been  cast-^whioh  1 
sincerely  hope  to  hear  retracted  before  this 
debate  closes;  and  without  showing  the 
slightest  want  of  confidence  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers— -a  question  which  has 
been,  I  think,  almost  ludicrously  brought 
into  this  debate. 

Captain  Lajfaref  said,  that  no  one  in  that 
House  felt  more  deeply  impressed  than 
himself  with  respect  both  for  the  honour- 
able feeling  and  intelligence  which  were 
the  characteristics  of  those  Gentlemen  who 
formed  the  Secret  Committee ;  at  the  same 
time,  he  felt  bound  to  state  his  opinion, 
that  the  country  was  far  from  satisfied  to 
allow  this  matter  to  remain  as  it  did  at 
present ;  and  he  thought  he  should  be  able 
to  show,  by  the  line  of  conduct  pursued  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  that  such  was  the 
case.  Before  the  petition  of  Mr.  Mazzini 
was  presented  to  the  House,  a  friend  of  his 
(Captain  Layard's)  had  asked  him  "  if  he 
had  heard  the  report  ?**  He  asked  his 
friend,  "to  what  report  he  alluded?"  The 
answer  was,  ''that  it  was  currently  re. 
ported  that  the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  hai 


8413        Opening  L$ttm  ai  {COMMONS}  ike  Poii  Ofiee-^         9M 


caused  many  letters  to  be  opened  without 
sufficient  authority."  He  told  his  friend, 
that  he  might  depend  upon  it  the  report 
was  without  foundation ;  that  in  his 
opinion  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment was  far  too  honourable  a  man  to 
act  in  such  a  manner ;  and>  supposing  that 
for  a  moment  not  to  be  the  case,  he  was  too 
wise  and  too  sagacious  to  do  that  which 
would  entail  such  odium  upon  himself^  if 
proved,  and  dbgrace  upon  the  Administra- 
tion to  which  he  belonged.  Such  being 
his  opinion,  his  astonishment  was  great 
when  the  petition  of  Mr.  Mazzini  was  pre- 
sented ;  still  greater  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  stated  that  he  was  able, 
and  prayed  to  be  allowed  to  prove,  the  alle- 
gation; but  greater  than  all  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  shunned  the  inquiry — 
declaring  that  it  was  for  the  advantage  of 
the  country  that  no  Committee  should  be 
granted,  and  that  he  took  the  responsibility 
upon  himself.  Now,  he  fully  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary, 
that  he  was  responsible ;  but  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  know  how  that  responsibility  was  to 
be  efficacious,  if  an  open  inquiry  into  his 
conduct  was  to  be  denied.  It  was  said  that 
by  putting  out  the  eyes  of  a  bullfinch,  the 
unhappy  bird  was  enabled  to  sing  a  differ- 
ent tune  from  that  which  it  did  before. 
Now,  he  was  not  going  to  compare  the 
right  hon.  Home  Secretary  to  that  unhappy 
bird ;  far  from  it,  for  though,  indeed,  upon 
the  second  occasion  when  this  matter  was 
brought  before  the  House,  he  sans  to  a 
very  different  note  from  that  which  he  did 
before,  yet  it  struck  him  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  more  likely  been  couched. 
At  any  rate,  he  seemed  to  be  more  aware, 
and  to  perceive  more  plainly*  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  the  peculiarly  unpleasant  situa- 
tion in  which  he  was  placed.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  had 
helped  to  cx>uch  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  had,  at  any  rate,  materially  assisted  to 
dispel  the  mist  which  had  at  first  seemed 
to  veil  the  eyes  of  the  risht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  to  the  real  itate  of  the  case,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  declared  he 
should  have  been  better  satisfied  if  a  Com- 
mittee had  been  granted.  But  did  this 
honourable  feeling  actuate  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract  alone  ?  Certainly  not ; 
it  was  shown  and  felt  by  many  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  it  was  well 
knowtti  upon  the  second  occasion,  when  the 
matter  wns  brought  again  uqder  oonsidera- 
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and  the  Ministers  had  divided,  they  would 
have  been  left  in  a  minority ;  and  a  know- 
ledge that  such  would  be  the  case  made  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  change  his  note  as 
he  did, — then  making  a  speech,  the  purport 
of  which  seemed  to  be  to  make  the  House 
believe,  that  whatever  he  had  done  Bmln, 
Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side  had  for- 
merly done  worse— as  if  thai  had  been  any 
justification,  if  it  had  been  correct;  which 
undoubtedly  it  was  not.  He  then  stated 
that,  for  the  sake  of  his  own  character  (for- 
getting, it  was  to  be  presumed,  that  he 
stated  before  that  the  good  of  the  country 
required  there  should  be  no  Committee),  a 
Committee  should  be  allowed.  But  what 
Committee  ?    Only  a  secret  one  ;'-^ 

"  Ob  lame  and  importent  conclusion.'* 

If,  as  at  first  stated,  the  good  of  the 
country  would  suffer  from  an  inquiry,  no 
Committee  ought  to  have  been  granted. 
If  this  was  to  give  way,  and  it  became  ne* 
cessary  for  the  sake  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's'character,  was  a  Secret  Committee* 
from  which  the  best  source  of  informa- 
tion respecting  these  allegations  was  &l» 
duded,  in  the  person  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  likely  to  be  satis- 
factory to  the  public  ?  Certainly  not.  And 
the  exclusion  of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  after 
what  had  passed,  gave  good  grounds  fat 
pecmle  to  believe  that  a  comp&te  investi- 
gation never  was  intended.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  made  charges  of 
Parliamentary  corruption,  and  a  Committee 
was  granted,  he  was  not  only  placed  on 
that  Committee,  but  appointed  Chairman ; 
and  no  just  or  sufficient  reason  had  been 
or  could  be  given,  why  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  should  have  been  excluded. 
The  whole  system  of  letter-opentas  was 
revolting  to  the  spirit  and  love  of  liberty 
inherent  in  the  British  people;  and  the 
sooner  such  a  system  was  done  away  with 
the  better.  Napoleon,  who  understood 
the  spy  system  as  well  as  any  one  ever  did, 
said  that  the  espionage  of  the  Post  Office 
was  no  better  Uian  that  of  the  police,  by 
which  only  fools  were  caught.  When  Ca- 
therine of  Russia  caused  not  onlv  the  letters 
of  her  own  subjects  to  be  opened,  but  those 
of  Foreign  Ministers,  the  French  Directory 
appealed  against  such  conduct,  stating  it 
to  be  highly  barbarous  and  dishonourable; 
He  fdt  assured  that  the  British  House  of 
Commons  would  agree  in  those  sentiments. 
When  M.  Guisot  was  asked  in  the  Cham- 
ber of  Deputies  if  it  was  customary  for  the 
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(which  question  was  asked  in  reference  to 
something  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Finshury)  he  answered  imme- 
diately, that  it  was  not  the  case ;  and  this 
answer  was  received  with  cheers  in  that 
assembly.     Was  it  to  be  conceived  that  the 
British  House  of  Commons  did  not  coin- 
cide with  the  opinion  so  expressed,  or  was 
behind  the  French  Chamber  in  honourable 
feeling?     The  right    hon.   Baronet   had 
stated  that  the  law  was  open  to  Mr.  Maz- 
zini ;  but  would  any  man  in  his  senses  be- 
lieve that  Mr.  Mazzini  would  have  acted  a 
wise  or  prudent  part,  even  supposing  he 
had  the  means,  to  go  to  law  with  a  gentle- 
man of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  fortune, 
and  who  had  an  opportunity  of  silencing 
the  witnesses  upon  whom  the  case  de- 
pended.^   Mr.  Mazzini   had   taken   a  far 
wiser  part.     He  had  knocked  at  the  door  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  sent  in  his  pe- 
tition praying  for  redress.     He  had  been 
fortunate  enough  to  get  a  gentleman  to 
present  that  petition  whose  excellent  ability 
made  him  equal  to  any  subject,  and  whose 
Industry  and  firmness  made  him  able  to 
carry  it  to  a  successful  conclusion.     Mr. 
Mazzini,  a  foreigner,  had  visited  our  coun- 
try, trusting  in  the  equity  of  our   laws. 
Since  he  had  resided  here,  he  believed  that 
in  his  case  those  laws  had  been  infringed. 
He  called  upon  the  House  to  grant  him 
its  protection.    Would  those  who  were  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  who  ought 
to  be  the  guardians  of  their  liberties,  cast 
the  shield  of  their  protection  over  him,  or 
not  ?  If  they  did  not,  then  indeed  it  might 
be  said  with  truth  of  our  laws,  that  they 
resembled  spiders'  webs,  by  which  indeed 
the  small  flies  were  taken,  but  the  large 
ones   broke  through  with   ease   and   im- 
punity.    According  to  the  Report  of  the 
Secret  Committee,  the  warrants  issued  by 
the  direction   of  the  right  hon.   Baronet 
were,  in  the  year  1841,  18;  in  1842,  20; 
1843,  8;  and  in  1844,  7— making  53  ;  a 
far  greater  number  issued   than  in   any 
preceding  four  years  since  1799.     There 
was  another  circumstance  mentioned  in  the 
Report  which  he  thought  worthy  the  at- 
tention of  the  House ;  in  page  17  it  stated, 
in   reference  to  Queen's  messengers  and 
Foreign   Office  bags,  which   were  under 
the  control  of  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  that  in  that  Department    great 
abuses  had  existed,  numbers  of  letters  hav- 
ing been  sent  in  that  way,  and  the  postage 
thus  evaded.     But  the  Report  went  on  to 
say,  that  this  abuse  had  been  almost  dis- 
continued.    Now,  he  tliought  it  ought  to 
VOL,  LXXVil.    {3JK} 


be  the  care  of  the  Government  that  it  wag 
completely  so.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  grant  a  full,  fair,  and,  above  all,  an 
open  inquiry.  It  was  due  to  Mr.  Mazzini ; 
it  was  due  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury.  In  his  opinion  it  was  a  grave  matter 
to  bring  a  charge  against  any  hon.  Mem-* 
her,  and  a  grave  responsibility  rested  upon 
any  Member  so  doing ;  but  such  had  been 
the  course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finshury,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  grant  every  facility  for  proving 
whether  his  assertions  were  correct.  These 
being  his  sentiments,  it  was  his  (Captain 
Layard's)  intention  to  give  his  support  to 
the  Motion  of  that  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  R.  H*  Inglis  said,  that  the  Speaker 
had  found  much  difficulty  in  this  dis- 
cussion; for  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaui 
though  desirous  of  calling  up  the  friends 
and  opponents  of  the  Motion  alternately 
before  the  House,  did  not  actual! v  know 
where  to  look  for  them.  The  ques- 
tion had  raised  up  enemies  of  the  Adminis- 
tration on  their  own  side  of  the  House, 
and  friends  of  the  Administration  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Pontefract,  who 
rose  immediately  behind  the  Treasury 
Bench,  had  opened  the  discussion  this 
evening  in  a  speech  of  a  very  questionable 
character.  Did  his  hon.  Friend  call  that 
backing  his  friends  ?  One  of  the  best 
speeches  which  had  been  made  in  favour  of 
Ministers,  or  at  least  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finshury,  at  whose  back  he  sat,  was 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield;  and 
in  the  whole  of  his  speech,  excepting  the 
beginning  and  the  ending,  he  was  willing 
to  concur.  Whatever  pleasure  that  speech 
was  calculated  to  give  those  who  thought 
with  him,  he  could  not  believe  that  it 
imparted  equal  pleasure  to  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Finshury.  These  circumstances 
made  him  think  that  the  quick  and 
impartial  eye  of  the  Speaker  had  peculiar 
difficulty  in  ascertaining  where  he  ought 
to  look  for  friend  or  opponent  of  the  Min- 
isters. He  could  not  exactly  agree  in 
the  opinion  expressed  by  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  Member  for  Edinburgh,  that 
the  letters  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
should  be  viewed  in  a  different  light  from 
the  letters  of  any  other  person,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  exercise  of— he  would  not  say 
a  Statutable  power — but  a  Commou  Law 
power,  confirmed  by  Statute.  In  the  first 
place,  he  did  not  know  that  the  letters 
coming  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins* 
bury  had  been  intercepted  and  examined. 
2F 
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AU  that  bad  been  alleged  was,  tbat  letters 
which  bad  been  addressed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  had,  in  his  judg- 
ment, been  intercepted  and  read.  Thatj 
he  thought^  made  an  important  difierence 
in  the  application  of  the  law,  and  in  the 
inferences  which  were  to  follow.  No  per- 
son could  secure  on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  addressing  him  an  entire  propriety  of 
speech,  or  a  due  regard  for  the  law  which » 
in  his  own  letters  and  correspondence,  he 
maintained ;  he  could  not,  therefore,  be 
made  responsible,  either  on  the  score  of 
propriety  or  in  point  of  law,  for  the  con- 
duct of  those  who  addressed  him.  The 
hon.  Member  should  not,  thereforei  endea- 
Tour  to  throw  the  shield  of  his  Parlia- 
mentary power  over  those  who,  perhaps, 
had  violated  the  law.  But  the  Motion 
before  the  House  did  not  even  assume  that 
the  hon.  Member's  letters  had  been  vio- 
lated. The  hon.  Gentleman  asserted,  as 
his  belief,  that  his  letters  had  been  opened. 
He  could  only  say,  that  if  his  letters  had 
been  opened,  he  should  have  been  satisfied 
with  the  acquittal  of  the  proceeding  con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. It  was  stated  in  page  16  of  the 
Report— 

"  So  far  as  the  criminal  warrants  go,  no  sus- 
picion arises  tbat  unfairness  or  partiality  has 
directed  their  issue.  With  regard  to  the  other 
class  of  warrants,  though  there  have  been 
some  few  issued  by  different  Administrations 
that  have  been  in  power  during  the  last  twenty- 
two  years,  in  regard  to  which  it  is  obvious 
that,  on  a  subsequent  review  of  the  fact^i,  a 
difference  of  opinion  might  arise  as  to  the  dis« 
crelion  exercised  in  each  particular  case,  yet 
your  Committee  see  no  reason  to  doabt  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Secretaries  of  State  belong- 
ing to  each  of  those  Administrations  has  been 
Suided  by  no  other  motive  than  an  anxious 
esire  to  preserve  the  public  peace,  with  the 
maintenance  of  which  they  were  charged." 

He  would  not  go  into  the  question  as  to 
the  Common  Law  on  the  subject.  They 
might  have  a  better  law.  He  did  not 
mean  to  contend  that  point.  He  would 
not  go  back  to  antiquarian  authorities. 
After  fuch  authorities  and  precedents  re- 
latins  to  this  Statute  Law,  for  a  com- 
paratively recent  period,  for  a  period  of 
140  years,  did  any  person  mean  to  contend 
that  the  law  had  been  violated?  When 
this  question  was  before  the  House  last 
Session,  it  was  committed  to  the  inquiry  of 
a  Secret  Committee  ;  and  when  tbat  Com- 
mittee had  pronounced  such  an  opinion 
upon  the  subject  at  was  oootaincd  in  these 


papers,  it  was  almost  abaord  to  talk  of 
referring  that  now  to  a  public  tribanal 
which  they  had  before  deliberately  com- 
mitted to  a  secret  tribunal.    The  case  was 
even  much  stronger  than  this,  because  the 
evidence  on  which  the  Report  was  made 
was  of  such  a  nature  as  never  could  have 
been  given,  nor  could  it  have  been  extorted 
under  other  circumstances.    That  evidence 
was  readily  offered,  and  had  been  received 
under  an  honourable  compact,  which  com- 
pact this  House  was  now  called  upon  to 
repudiate  and  to  violate.  What  security  had 
any  public  man  of  this  country — for  he  be- 
lievc»i  that  the  examination  before  this 
Committee  was  not  altogether  confined  to 
the  public  men  of  any  country — ^what  secu- 
rity would  such  men  have,  if  utter  being 
admitted  to  the  room  up  stairs  with  this 
honourable  understanding  of  secrecy,  and 
havine  given  their  evidence  to  a  Committee 
of  as  impartial  and  intelligent  men  as  this 
House  could  supply — if,  after  being  led 
to  make  important  communications  under 
such  circumstances,  the  compact  should  be 
violated,  and  all  the  evidence  thus  given 
be  exposed   to  gratify  an  idle  curiosity  ? 
Did  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  impugn 
the  constitution  or  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee?  The  Motion  before  the  House  did 
not  allege  any  violation  of  duty  on  the  part 
of  this  tribunal  to  which  the  subject  had  been 
referred.     He  said  nothing  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.     It  was 
enough  for  his  argument  to  say  that  there 
was  in  tbe  motion  itself  no  crimination  made 
against  this  Committee ;  and  if  that  be  so, 
he    maintained   that  there  was  no  locus 
standi  for  the  hon.  Member  to  come  before 
the  House  and  say  that  he  was  an  injured 
man.     If  they  looked  to  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  of  Commons  last  year,  they 
found  that,  after  having  taken  ample  tima 
for  consideration,  the  House  had  decided 
to  leave  the  whole  matter  to  be  invesri- 
gated  by  a  secret  tribunal,  which  tribunal 
had  subsequently  done  its  duty.   He  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  House  would  not  think 
of  re-opening  a  case  which  had  been  al- 
ready decided  by  a  Committee,  the  decision 
of  which  no  man  had  attempted  to  impeach. 
If  such  a  step  be  taken,  it  would  only 
furnish    a   precedent   for    involving    the 
same  inquiry  in  perpetual  reiteratioQ,  be- 
cause the  result  of  the  next  inquiry  night 
be  a  similar  Motion,  tending  to  no  practi- 
cal good,  and  keeping  alive,  at  a  great 
waste  of  public  time,  a  very  injurious  dia- 
cussion.     His  hon.  Friend  die  Aleoiber  for 
Pontefract  had  aasertad  — and  rare  and 
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wonderful  was  the  man  who  could  seriously 
assert-— that  there  was  no  country  in  Europe 
in  which  the  sanctity  of  the  Post  Office  was 
not  observed,  with  the  exception  of  England. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Bute 
had,  in  contradiction  to  this  statement, 
given  an  illustration  of  an  ancient  date. 
He  believed  that  instances  much  nearer 
might  be  given  of  a  similar  kind.  Possibly 
the  story  be  was  about  to  relate  might  be 
familiar  to  many  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
—he  knew  it  was  familiar,  at  least,  to  one 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  He 
would  not  give  such  details  as  might  fix  it 
to  those  who  might  not  perfectly  know  it; 
but  by  those  who  did  know  it  he  was  sure 
it  would  be  recognised  when  he  said  that, 
in  a  negociation,  not  very  distant  in  time 
and  not  very  distant  in  country,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affiiirs  desired  the 
Minister  at  a  certain  court  to  insist  upon 
certain  terms,  but  not  to  press  them  at  the 
risk  of  war.  He  received  by  post,  by  the 
ordinary  and  common  post,  a  letter  stating, 
"  1  have  made  the  communication.  I  stated 
that  my  Government  insisted  upon  such 
and  such  terms ;  and  I  have  told  them  that 
unless  I  receive  a  favourable  answer,  I  shall, 
in  twenty-four  hours,  demand  my  pass- 
port.'* When  the  letter  was  received,  the 
English  Minister,  whoever  he  was,  said, 
*'  The  man  is  mad  ;  what  can  he  possibly 
mean? — Involve  us  in  a  war  for  this!" 
Twenty  hours  had  not  elapsed  before  the 
messenger  of  the  Minister  arrived,  and 
brought  another  letter.  He  said,  "  1  knew 
that  my  dispatch,  which  went  by  the  post, 
would  be  opened*  It  was  opened;  my 
secret  instructions  were  revealed.  In  less 
than  six  hours  the  favourable  answer  was 
received,  and  I  now  take'  this  more  con* 
iidential  mode  of  communicating  the  result, 
and  the  successful  result  of  your  instruc- 
tions." He  knew  another  case.  An  indi- 
vidual at  a  foreign  court  was  requested  to 
convey  a  particular  dispatch,  and  it  was 
said  in  as  many  words,  because  this  dis- 
patch, if  conveyed  by  the  post,  would  be 
certainly  openea.  How  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Pontefract,  or  how  any 
other  individual,  in  any  other  assembly, 
could  stand  up  and  say  that  the  Post  OflBce 
was  inviolate  every  where  except  in  England, 
surpassed  all  his  powers  of  comprehension. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  talked  of  the  glory  of 
England  in  being  the  refuge  of  the  foreigner. 
He  did  not  know  that  he  used  the  exact 
phrase,  but  he  dealt  largely  in  poetry,  and 
said,  that  it  was  a  green  spot  in  the  wilder- 
ness, an  ^asis  into  which  all   those  who 


passed  through  the  desert  of  this  world 
might  arrive  with  grateful  delight.  He 
was  very  willing  to  admit,  for  it  had  been 
the  glory  of  England  now  for  six  centuries, 
that  England  should  be  the  refuge  of  the 
foreigner ;  but  it  should  be  their  refuge  only 
so  long  as  they  maintained,  in  the  first 
place,  peaceable  and  loyal  conduct  towards 
this  country,  and  so  long,  also,  as  they  did 
not  convert  this  oasis  into  a  volcano,  to 
carry  devastation  and  fire  to  other  coun- 
tries. Did  any  innocent  man  complain  of 
his  letters  having  been  opened  ^  If  they 
did,  he  had  not  yet  heard  of  it.  He  cer- 
tainly had  not  as  yet  heard  any  complaint 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  that 
any  letters  written  by  him  had  been 
opened.  There  was  no  evidence  to  prove 
thiit  they  had  been  opened;  and  he  went  fur- 
ther, and  said,  that  there  was  no  presump- 
tion that  they  had  been  opened.  All  this 
applied  to  letters  written  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury.  He  did  not  mean 
that  letters  addressed  to  that  hon.  Member 
had  not  been  opened.  It  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  admit  or  to  deny  that  allegation. 
The  letters  opened  were,  at  all  events, 
letters  for  which  he  was  not  responsible ; 
letters  addressed  to  him.  You  might  say, 
Well,  might  not  the  constituents  of  a  Mem- 
ber communicate  with  him  ?  Certainly  they 
might ;  but  it  might  be  the  misfortune  of 
some  hon.  Member  to  have  some  constitu- 
ents in  whom  they  themselves  had  no  con- 
fidence, and  who  availed  themselves  of  their 
relation  to  him  to  deal  with  the  privileges 
of  his  Parliamentary  character,  and  to  ad- 
dress themselves  to  him  in  a  manner  which 
he  would  himself  repudiate.  He  said 
this  merely  for  the  sake  of  illustration, 
because  he  did  not  know  the  fact.  He 
did  not  find  in  this  Report  any  allega- 
tion whatever,  that  letters  written  by 
the  hon.  Member,  or  even  that  any  let- 
ters addressed  to  him,  had  been  opened; 
but  he  said,  that  if  they  had,  his  Parlia. 
mentary  privilege  ought  not  to  exempt  him. 
He  would  not  contend  that  his  Parliamen- 
tary privilege  ought  to  exempt  him ;  and 
he  believed,  there  were  very  few  men  in 
the  House  who  would  not  be  equally  ready 
to  make  the  same  disclaimer  of  their  pri- 
vileges. His  hon.  Friend  opposite,  if  he 
should  be  again  Secretary  of  State,  or  the 
present  Secretary  of  State,  were  alike  at 
liberty,  without  complaint  on  his  part,  to 
open  any  letters  which  might  be  addressed 
to  him.  Although,  as  was  stated  by  the 
hon  Member  for  Kendal,  there  were  certain 
alternations  of  opinion  in  this  Report^  and^ 
aF2 


875         Opening  Letters  at 


{COMMONS} 


the  Po$t  Offic 


8t6 


that  debate;  but  every  hon.  Gentleman 
who  heard  him,  and  who  was  familiar  with 
the  Report,  knew  that  it  contained  many 
strange  sentences  enunciating  very  different 
opinions.  One  appeared  to  have  the  idea 
floating  in  his  mind  that  the  right  of  opening 
letters  exercised  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  Common  Law.  Another  seemed  to 
thinkthatit  was  not  Common  Law ;  butthat 
it  was  made  law — if  he  might  use  so  ridi- 
culous a  term — by  the  Statute  of  Queen 
Anne,  and  that  it  had  then  been  confirmed 
by  the  Statute  of  Victoria.  He  heard 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  say,  that  the  ex- 
ercise of  such  a  power  by  the  Government 
was  an  illegal  act;  but  if  such  were  the 
case,  it  was  clear  that  that  House  was  not 
the  proper  tribunal  to  try  its  legality  or 
illegality.  If  the  letters  of  Mr.  Mazzini, 
or  any  other  Gentleman,  could  be  proved 
to  have  been  opened  in  the  Post  Office, 
the  remedy,  if  the  act  was  illegal,  was 
clearly  in  a  Court  of  Law,  and  not  in  that 
House;  and  he  would  add,  that  neither 
the  elevated  position  and  power  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  nor  of  any  other  indi- 
vidual in  the  country,  would  hinder  a  due 
consideration  of  the  question,  should  it  be 
so  biought  forward,  both  on  the  part  of  the 
Bench,  and  of  a  properly  constituted  jury 
of  their  countrymen.  If  the  practice  of 
opening  letters  in  the  Post  Office  was  in 
the  slightest  degree  tainted  with  illegality, 
the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
not  the  proper  place  to  seek  redress. 
That  redress  should  be  looked  for  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  where  the  le- 
gality of  the  practice  in  some  particular 
instance  should  be  impeached.  But  he 
did  not  wish  to  rest  the  case  on  any 
special  pleading.  They  were  to  found 
their  judgment  on  the  facts  that  were 
brought  before  them ;  and  though,  as  far 
as  he  was  individually  concerned,  he  could 
not  agree  in  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury,  still  he  could 
not  conceal  from  himself  that  it  was  not  a 
mere  shadow,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Inglis)  seemed  to  consider  it.  The  ques- 
tijn,  whether  the  letters  of  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  Finsbury  were 
really  opened  or  not,  was  one  of  t  very 
grave  character ;  and  he,  therefore,  trusted 
that  tome  hon.  Gentleman  wonld  move  an 
Amendment,  limiting  the  inquiry  to  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
alone.  He  considered  his  hon.  Friend  to 
be  very  peculiarly  circamstaneed  after 
what  had  transpired  in  the  courM  of  that 


debate.    He  did  not  mean  to  allege  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had  di- 
rectly charged  his  hon.  Friend  with  being 
engaged  as  a  participator  in  the  riotous 
proceedings   by  which  the  country  bad 
been  disturbed  in  1842;  but  certainly  the 
expressions  which  had  fallen    from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  bear  some  con- 
struction of  that  nature.     His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury  had  a  greater 
right   to  demand   an   inquiry  after    the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  than  he 
otherwise  could  put  forward.     He  had 
now  a  right  to  demand  that  inquiry,  in 
order  to  ward  off"  the  allegations  which 
had  been  put  forth  against  him,  and  under 
which  he  (Mr.  Bemal)  wonld  candidly 
say,  his  hon.  Friend  now  laboured.     He 
was  sorry  to  perceive  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bute  (Mr.  J.  S. 
Wortley)  was  not  then  in  his  place.     He 
regretted  the  tone  which  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  thought  proper  to  adopt  in  the 
course  of  his  argument.     He  admitted 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Graham)  had  a  right  to  feel  annoyed  at 
some  of  the  charges  made  against  him, 
and  at  a  part  of  the  language  that  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Grentleman  the  Mem« 
her  for  Finsbury.     He  entered  into  the 
feelings  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet;  bat  be 
would  at  the  same  time  ask  him,  and  he 
would  still  more  forcibly  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman    the  Member    for   the 
county  of  Bute  to  reflect  bow  they  would 
themselves  feel  if  placed  in  the  situation 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pins- 
bury,  who  had  positively  asserted  that  he 
was  in  a  position  to  prove  that  his  corres- 
pondence had  been  violated,  and  who  had 
heard  himself  charged,  perhaps  indirectly 
or  by  implication,  with  being  a  perty  to 
transactions  coupled    with  the  Chartbt 
proceedings  of  1842 — proceedings  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bute  had  informed 
them  were  in  the  north  of  England  mixed 
up  with  hand-grenades,  snd  infernal  ma- 
chines,  and   attempts   at   assassination. 
When  such  charges  were  brought  forward 
in  this  House,  it  was,  he  submitted,  not 
to  be  wondered  at,  if  they  were  found 
sufficient  to  arouse  the  temper  of  bis  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury ;  and  if 
that  hon.  Gentleman  bad  been  drawn  into 
the  use  of  expressions  which  were  unwar- 
rantable in  this  House,  no  one  would  more 
sincerely  regret  snch  expressions  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  in  his  cooler  mo^ 
menta*  He  felt  obliged  tgain  to  expreeshii 
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sorrow  that  the  hon*  Member  for  Bute  was 
not  then  in  his  place,  and  that  the  tone  of 
his  observations  to  the  House  had  not  been 
of  a  more  conciliatory  nature.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  have  intended  to 
charge  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  with 
any  unworthy  motives  in  bringing  forward 
the  present  Motion,  or  with  having  parti- 
cipated in  the  acts  and  proceedings  of  ill- 
intentioned  Chartists  in  1842  ;  but  still  his 
remarks  went  far  to  justify  such  an  inter- 
pretation of  them.     He   was  also  sorry 
that  another  hon.   Gentleman  who  had 
addressed  the  House,  had  also  thrown  out 
observations  of  a  somewhat  similar  cha- 
racter in  alluding  to  the  Chartist  proceed- 
ings of  1842^  which  was,  he  believed,  the 
year  in  which  his  boo.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Finsbury  suspected  his  letters  to  have 
been  opened ;  or  rather  he  went  further, 
and  positively  asserted   that  his    letters 
actually  had  been  opened  at  that  time. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  did 
he  imagine  that  by  refusing  the  inquiry 
demanded  he  would  stop  all  further  pro- 
ceedings on  this  question  ?  He  could  tell 
htm  that  it  would  be  idle  to  entertain  any 
hope  of  the  kind  ;  and  he  would  go  fur- 
ther, and  say  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
that  for  his  own  tranquillity  and  peace  of 
mind,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  character  of 
the  Government  to  which  he  belonged, 
he  ought  not  to  persevere  in  his  endea- 
vours to  stifle  the  charges  brought  for- 
ward.    If  he  did  so,  he  might  be  sure 
that    they    would    be    reiterated    again 
and    again,    and     reiterated    still    more 
forcibly  than  before,  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member   for  Finsbury.      He  asked 
what  the  result  of  any  continued  opposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  the 
inquiry  would  be  out  of  doors  ?  He  might 
be  told  that  it  was  their  business  to  look 
to  matters  as  they  affected  their  duty  in 
doors,  and  not  to  pay  too  much  regard  to 
what  might  be  thought  of  their  acts  by 
the  public  outside.     His  reply  was,  that 
such  advice  was  but  an  idle  delusion.     It 
was  useless  to  attempt  concealing  from 
themselves  that  the  tone  and  temper  of 
that  House  depended  on  the  degree  of 
respect  which  was  paid  by  the  public  to 
their  intentions  and  motives.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  would,  therefore,  if  a 
political  supporter  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment—  but  though  he  could  not  claim 
that  title,  be  certainly  bore  them  no  ill 
will— declare  it  to  be  the  most  dangerous 
GOansel,  the  most  insidious  advice,  that 


could  be  instilled  into  the  ear  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  to  persist  in  refusing  the 
investigation  demanded  by  the  hon.  Gen« 
tleman   the  Member  for  Finsbury.    He 
wished  at  the  same  time  to  guard  himself 
against  the  supposition  that  he  would  vote 
for  the   Motion  of  bis  hon.  Friend.     As 
the    hon.   Gentleman    the    Member    for 
Sheffield   had  stated,  he  did   not   think 
they  could  then  enter  into  the  general 
question   involved  in  that   Motion.     He 
hoped  some  hon.  Gentleman  would  move 
an  Amendment  calling  upon  the  House 
to  nominate  a  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  into  the  simple  fact  of  whe- 
ther the  correspondence  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the   Member  for    Finsbury   had 
been  violated  or  not — or  he  would  rather 
use  the  terms  detained,  delayed,  or  opened. 
He  had  not  had  time  himself  to  frame 
such  an  Amendment,  or,  indeed,  to  speak 
more  correctly,  it  did  not  occur  to  him  to 
do  so ;  but  he  trusted  the  matter  would  be 
taken  up  by  some  other  hon.  Member. 
By  doing  so,  he  did  not  think  they  would 
be  at  all  reflecting  on  the  characters  or 
conduct  of  the  nine  Gentlemen  who  con- 
stituted the  former  Committee.     No  allu- 
sion had  been  made  in  their  Report  to  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury ; 
and  in  the  new  Committee,  if  appointed, 
they  would  not  have  again  to  travel  over 
the  cases  of  Mr.  Mazzini  or  M.  Grodicki, 
or  of  the  other  parties  to  which  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  Session  had  directed  their 
inquiry.      The    two    Committees    would 
therefore  be  entirely  distinct  and  separate 
in  their  inquiries.     He  was  not  then  en- 
tering into  the  question  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  national  faith  ought  to  be  main- 
tained or  observed.     He  confined  himself 
simply  to  the  case  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Finsbury;  and  he  was  satisfied 
that  that  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  relax 
in  his  efforts  on  that  or  on  any  other  oc- 
casion,  until  he  enforced  the  justice  of 
his  demand.     In  the  present  instance  he 
again  had  to  express  a  hope  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would,  if  necessary,  call  the  parties 
by  whom  his  letters  had  been  opened  to 
the  Bar  of  the  House  to  answer  his  charge, 
and  to  justify  themselves,  if  they  could  do 
so,  by  the  production  of  the  warrant  un- 
der which  they  aeted. 

Mr.  Borthwick  said,  that  with  the  ima- 
ginary conjectural  course  spoken  of  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  he  had  nothing  to  do ; 
he  could  not  tell  how  it  might  be  disposed 
of;  for  he  had  not  the  gift  of  prescience 
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which  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth 
had  attributed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
FiDsbury,  when  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  was 
excused  for  the  language  he  had  used  in 
reference  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  last 
nighty  on  the  ground  of  the  language 
used  by  the  hon.  and 'learned  Member 
(Mr.  J.  S.  Wortley)  that  evening.  The 
other  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
Wakley)  had  construed  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  roost 
unfairly.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  his 
speech  of  the  other  night,  argued  that  he 
should  be  guilty  of  perjury  if  he  trans- 
gressed the  limits  within  which  alone  the 
Goyernment  bad  obtained  Her  Majesty's 
permission  to  reveal  what  they  knew  on 
the  mailer.  The  hon.  Member  had  stated 
that  a  most  inexcusable  use  had  been 
made  of  Her  Majesty's  name ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  saying  what  he 
did,  no  doubt  meant  that  the  permission 
of  Her  Majesty  was  granted  on  his  respon- 
sibility as  Minister.  The  term  '*  Crown," 
used  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  meant 
the  responsibility  of  the  Ministry,  and  not 
anything  personal  to  Her  Majesty.  When 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Duncombe)  first 
opened  his  case,  he  sympathised,  he  must 
confesi,  in  much  that  the  hon.  Member 
said  ;  but,  though  he  knew  that  the  vote 
he  was  about  to  give  would  be  unpopular, 
and  might  be  very  ill  received  by  many 
whose  opinions  he  most  dearly  valued  ; 
and  though  he  never  had  been  treated 
with  any  superabundance  of  civility  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty  by  the  Ministry,  as 
he  had  never  been  encumbered  by  t  eir 
help  ;  still  he  was  not  in  the  habit  of  con- 
sidering which  side  he  should  please  in 
the  votes  he  should  give;  he  only  sought 
to  do  his  duty,  and  be  would  say  that  he 
never  had  given  a  vote  more  heartily  than 
he  should  give  to-night  against  the  propo* 
sition  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  J.  Graham)  sheltered  himself 
under  his  official  position ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  the  only  person 
who  took  advantage  of  that  official  po- 
sition, for  the  hon.  Member  shot  those 
shafts  of  his  from  behind  the  shelter  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  official  po« 
sition.  The  hon.  Gentleman's  answer 
was,  when  called  to  order  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  *'  I  have  shot  the  shaft  under 
the  shelter  of  the  right  ho  ~  -^N 
official  character ;  it  iball 


his  heart  it  shall  rankle.**  The  hoo. 
Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  Warborton)  bad 
informed  the  House  that  he  had  gone  into 
the  Common  Law  authorities  for  the  prac- 
tice ;  and  the  truth  seemed  to  be  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  that  process  had  aoiik 
into  those  depths  of  antiquity  from  which 
he  had  never  emerged,  for  his  whole 
speech  was  a  hymn  de  profundity  aod  lo 
him  profoundly  unintelligible.  The  other 
hon.  Member  for  Fiosbury  (Mr.  Wakley) 
stated  that  there  was  certainly  do  Commoo 
Law,  and  he  doubted  very  much  whether 
there  was  any  Statute  Law  to  sustain  the 
practice.  But  he  stated  that  the  Statute 
Law  recognized  the  custom.  That  coatom 
must  therefore  have  had  a  previous  exist- 
ence, and  that  must  have  been  by  the 
Common  Law.  The  hon.  Member  bad 
compared  the  practice  to  the  case  of  a 
magistrate  entering  a  man's  house,  and 
ransacking  his  drawers,  and  opening  hia 
most  secret  repositories ;  but  the  case  was 
in  no  respect  parallel.  A  magistrate  could 
allege  neither  Statute  nor  Common  Law, 
nor  the  long  practice  of  his  predecessors, 
to  authorize  such  a  proceeding;  while  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  show  the  ex* 
ample  of  his  predecessors  for  :200  years, 
as  well  as  that  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  opposite,  who  preceded  him  at 
the  Home  Office,  who  all  pursued  the 
same  practice  in  t'ue  same  manner.  The 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  carried, 
would  be  of  no  practical  benefit;  if  it  had 
any  effect  at  all,  it  would  only  be  to  charge 
the  Committee  with  evasiveness,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (St  J.  Graham) 
with  a  character  which  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  by  this  time  was  sorry  to 
have  attributed  to  him.  Indeed  he  bad 
no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Genileman,  before 
the  debate  was  over,  would  retract  those 
expressions,  and  that  character  which  he 
had  applied  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  now  seemed  to  rest 
his  case  entirely  on  the  question  whether 
the  Government  had  opened  his  letters  or 
not.  He  would  tell  the  hon*  Gentleman 
frankly  that  he  believed  the  Governmeot 
never  had  opened  his  letters  at  all.  At  any 
rate  the  House  had  not  the  slightest  proof 
before  them.  How  did  the  hon.  Member 
know  it  ?  He  said  be  had  et idence.  Then 
be  had  nothing  to  dr '  -  that  eti* 
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which  they  acted,  and  then  the  House 
would  have  something  with  which  they 
could  deal.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
proposed  to  modify  the  Statute  or  the 
Common  Law  on  this  subject,  he  should 
have  given  the  Motion  hit  serious  consider- 
ttfon ;  but  while  the  existing  law  was  in 
force,  he  could  never  consent,  on  grounds 
so  unsatisfactory  as  had  been  brought  for- 
ward, to  vote  for  a  Motion  which  would 
have  such  serious  consequences  as  this. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  said :  I  think.  Sir,  the 
most  superfluous  sentence  T  ever  heard  in 
this  House — and  that  is  saying  a  great 
deal — was  the  closing  sentence  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth 
(Mr.  Bernal),  which  consisted  of  a  vehe- 
ment exhortation  to  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  not  to  relax  in  his  efforts  with  refer- 
ence to  this  subject ;  for  I  think  experi- 
ence has  shown  us  that  if  any  man  is  un- 
likely to  relax  his  efforts — especially  in 
such  a  case  as  the  present — it  is  that  hon. 
Gentlemen.  I  may,  perhaps,  break  in  a 
little  upon  the  gravity  of  this  debate;  but 
I  declare  that,  after  the  consideration  I 
have- given  to  the  subject,  I  can  scarcely 
look  very  gravely  upon  the  question  as 
DOW  presented  to  this  House,  That  there 
are  very  grave  questions  connected  with 
it  there  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt; 
and  in  this  respect  I  think  the  House  re- 
sponds to  the  feeling  of  the  country. 
That  the  existence  of  this  power  in  the 
hands  of  Ministers  is  a  matter  for  grave 
consideration  to  every  man  in  this  country 
will  hardly  be  doubted ;  but,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  I  will  not  enter  upon  the 
discussion  of  that  question.  We  have  not 
DOW  to  discuss  the  policy  of  the  law  as  it 
stands;  although  upon  that  subject  no 
man  can  entertain  a  stronger  opinion  than 
I  do.  I  think  the  power  as  worthless  as 
it  is  inconsistent  with  the  security  of  our 
liberties,  with  our  domestic  comfort,  and 
with  our  national  morality.  I  put  aside, 
then,  that  grave  question.  And  now  the 
only  question  is— -admitting  as  I  fully  do 
that  Ministers  have  clearly  proved  that 
they  are  not  to  be  charged  with  the 
invention  of  a  new  power — that  they 
have  acted  accosding  to  the  precedents  of 
their  predecessors  in  exercising  this  power 
of  opening  letters— the  only  question  be« 
fore  us  is,  whether  they  have  exercised  that 
power  in  an  honourable  and  discreet  man- 
ner. I  mast  confess  that,  till  yesterday, 
I  felt  very  deeply  and  very  painfully  upon 
Ibii  sobjictt     I  did  regard  some  of  the 


imputations  thrown  upon  the  conduct  of 
Government  with  respect  to  the  use  that 
had  been  made  of  the  letters  of  unfortu- 
nate exiles  in  this  country,  and  the  conse* 
quences  which  were  said  to  have  resulted 
from  the  abuse  of  the  secrecy  of  the  Post 
Office,  with  the  same  horror  which,  1 
declare  in  perfect  sincerity,  I  should  have 
felt,  if  such  an  accusation  had  been  made 
against  those  hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom 
I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  sitting  in  this 
House.  I  am,  however,  happy  to  say  that 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site relieved  our  minds  of  the  most  painful 
suspicion  as  to  a  particular  person.  I 
think,  then,  the  matter  may  be  resolved 
into  the  one  question  as  to  the  opening  of 
the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe);  and  I  must 
say  I  think  this  is  a  question,  well  deserv- 
ing the  attention  both  of  the  hon.  Member 
whose  letters  have  been  opened,  and  of 
this  House.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  was  pleased  to 
say  that  nothing  but  a  prurient  curiosity 
led  to  the  agitation  of  this  subject.  I  am 
not  very  curious,  but  1  certainly  think 
one  of  the  most  justifiable  questions  1 
could  ask  any  man,  if  I  suspected  him  of 
opening  my  letters,  would  be — "  Pray,  Sir, 
did  you  open  my  letters?"  I  don't  think 
that  would  be  an  idle  question.  I  conceive 
that  a  man's  letters  ought  not  to  be 
opened ;  and  that,  if  he  finds  they  have 
been  opened,  he  has  a  right  to  an  expla- 
nation. I  think,  also,  that  the  public 
have  a  deep  interest  in  this  matter.  The 
secrecy  of  the  correspondence  of  Members 
of  Parliament  is  of  great  importance;  first, 
because  we  are  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  and  therefore  our  correspondence 
may  turn  on  matters  of  great  public  interest; 
but  chiefly  because,  if  our  privileges  are 
not  specially  guarded,  the  Members  of 
this  House  are  persons  the  confidence  of 
whose  correspondence  would  be  most 
readily  violated  by  an  unscrupulous  Gk)- 
vernment.  On  all  accounts,  therefore, 
the  House  ought  to  regard  this  as  a  very 
important  question.  For  myself  I  can 
say  that  the  question  does  not  very  mate* 
rially  concern  me;  though  I  won't  say 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  R. 
Inglis)  that  I  don't  care  whether  the  Go- 
vernment see  all  my  letters,  or  all  those 
that  are  addressed  to  me.  I  believe  that 
if  the  Government  read  my  letters,  they 
will  know  more  than  many  of  those  to 
whom  they  are  addressed.    Therefore  I 
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don't  treat  ihe  matter  personally;  but  I 
trust  the  House  concars  with  me  in  this 
modest  assumption  on  my  part — that,  at 
any  rate,  the  question  as  to  opening  letters 
of  Members  of  Parliament  is  worthy  of 
their  consideration,  i  must  say  I  think 
that,  when  this  simple  question  was  raised 
—when  the  very  justifiable  curiosity  of  the 
public  and  of  the  House  was  excited  on 
the  subject,  everything  would  have  gone 
right  if  the  right  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  been  able 
to  give  a  civil  answer  to  a  very  plain 
question.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  was  asked  whether  he  had  opened 
the  letters  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe),  or  whether  they  had  been 
opened  under  his  orders  ?  There  was  no 
great  use  in  any  disguise  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  says  he  stated 
all  the  circumstances  before  the  Commit, 
tee;  they  knew  all  about  it.  Secrecy, 
therefore,  was  not  in  his  power;  if  the 
Committee  had  chosen  to  give  us  any  in- 
foimation  on  the  subject,  they  could  have 
done  so.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  really 
has  a  morbid  passion  for  unpopularity,  which 
he  does  take  the  most  unjustifiable  means 
of  gratifying.  One  would  think  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  gets  enough  of  it  without 
going  out  of  his  way  to  obtain  more.  One 
would  think  there  was  no  necessity  for  his 
courting  any  unnecessary  unpopularity. 
But  when  this  question  was  asked,  instead 
of  simply  answering  it— a  course  which 
would  have  ended  all  discussion  on  the 
subject — the  right  hon.  Baronet  puts  on 
the  air  of  Socrates  before  his  judges:  he 
assumes  the  tone  of  injured  innocence,  and 
declares  that  his  public  duty  will  not 
allow  him  to  reveal  a  secret,  and  that  no 
force  shall  extort  it  from  him.  I  don't 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right 
there.  I  believe  we  shall  get  at  the  secret. 
I  think  I  can  back  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Duncombe)  for  getting  the 
information  we  want.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  tried  this  scheme  before ;  he 
has  assumed  precisely  the  aame  tone ;  be 
baa  declared  the  same  determination,  on 
the  ground  of  public  duty,  not  to  make 
any  statement  or  answer  any  question  on 
the  aobject.  The  consequence  of  this  de- 
claration was,  that  the  boo.  Member  (Mr. 
Duocombe)  stack  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet ;  he  obtained  the  Committee  of  last 
SeasioD ;  and  the  subject  he  mooted  was 
fully  explained  in  this  House*  I  must  say 
~Mloptiog  the  tone  aow  generally  taken 


by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  the  House 
— as  a  sincere  friend  of  the  Government 
— that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have 
spared  himielf  a  great  deal  of  anxiety  and 
trouble^  and  have  spared  this  House  a  great 
deal  of  unnecessary  talking,  if  he  had  done 
at  first  what  I  am  convinced  he  will  eventu- 
ally be  obliged  to  do.  I  must  say  I  am 
surprised  at  the  course  pursued  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  R. 
Peel),  for  I  thought  he  would  hare  acted 
more  sensibly  under  such  circumstances. 
I  did  not  suppose  he  would  have  taken  the 
matter  in  dudgeon,  but  that  he  would  have 
come  forward  and  have  said  to  the  right 
hon.  Home  Secretary,  "  The  Gentleman 
aiks  you  a  civil  question,  why  don't  yoii 
give  him  an  answer  ?  "  But  this  was  not 
done.  In  fact,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Ba«> 
ronet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  made 
the  matter  worse  by  his  speech.  He  went 
into  a  long  explanation  of  the  diflBcuUies 
of  the  Government,  and  of  the  heavy  re- 
sponsibilities to  which  they  were  subjected ; 
he  described  the  dreadful  scenes  that  oc- 
curred in  1842  ;  he  urged  the  great  ne- 
cessity of  their  exercising,  in  such  an' 
emergency,  all  the  powers  with  which  they 
were  invested ;  and  he  read  in  support  of 
his  statements  passages  from  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton, 
and  other  Members  of  this  House.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  taunted  us  the  other 
day  with  not  recollecting  what  occurred 
in  1735.  Now,  I  do  remember  that,  in 
1842,  when  all  those  dreadful  statements 
were  made  on  this  side  the  House,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  said  they 
were  highly  exaggerated ;  that  the  danger 
was  not  so  great  as  it  was  represented  to 
be,  and  that  we  might  go  to  our  grouae- 
shooting  and  our  duties  without  any 
alarming  apprehensions.  But,  now  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  comes  forward  and 
tells  us,  that  at  the  period  to  which  I  refer, 
the  most  fearful  machinations  were  in  pro- 
gress in  this  country.  And  why  does  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  tell  us  these  tales  ?  Was 
there  any  necessity  on  that  account  for 
opening  the  letters  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Finsbury?  Why!  could 
any  tK>dy  read  the  speech  of  the  ri^ht 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  without  infernog 
there  were  grounds  for  supposing  — I 
will  not  say  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  was  implicated  in  those  pro- 
ceedingSi  but— that  his  correspoodeoce 
would  throw  light  upon  these  horrible 
machiiMtioDa  ?    The  right  boa.  Baronet 
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which  they  acted,  and  then  the  House 
would  have  something  with  which  they 
could  deal.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
proposed  to  modify  the  Statute  or  the 
Common  Law  on  this  subject,  he  should 
have  given  the  Motion  his  serious  consider- 
ation ;  but  while  the  existing  law  was  in 
force,  he  could  never  consent,  on  grounds 
so  unsatisfactory  as  had  been  brought  for- 
ward, to  vote  for  a  Motion  which  would 
have  such  serious  consequences  as  this. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said :  I  think.  Sir,  the 
roost  superfluous  sentence  T  ever  heard  in 
this  House — and  that  is  saying  a  great 
deal — was  the  closing  sentence  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth 
(Mr.  Bernal),  which  consisted  of  t  vehe- 
ment exhortation  to  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  not  to  relax  in  his  efforts  with  refer- 
ence to  this  subject;  for  I  think  experi- 
ence has  shown  us  that  if  any  man  is  un- 
likely to  relax  his  efforts — especially  in 
such  a  case  as  the  present — it  is  that  hon. 
Gentlemen.  I  may,  perhaps,  break  in  a 
little  upon  the  gravity  of  this  debate;  but 
I  declare  that,  after  the  consideration  I 
have- given  to  the  subject,  I  can  scarcely 
look  very  gravely  upon  the  question  as 
now  presented  to  this  House,  That  there 
are  very  grave  questions  connected  with 
it  there  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt; 
and  in  this  respect  I  think  the  House  re- 
sponds to  the  feeling  of  the  country. 
That  the  existence  of  this  power  in  the 
hands  of  Ministers  is  a  matter  for  grave 
consideration  to  every  man  in  this  country 
will  hardly  be  doubted ;  but,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  I  will  not  enter  upon  the 
discussion  of  that  question.  We  have  not 
now  to  discuss  the  policy  of  the  law  as  it 
stands;  although  upon  that  subject  no 
man  can  entertain  a  stronger  opinion  than 
I  do.  I  think  the  power  as  worthless  as 
it  is  inconsistent  with  the  security  of  our 
liberties,  with  our  domestic  comfort,  and 
with  our  national  morality.  I  put  aside, 
then,  that  grave  question.  And  now  the 
only  question  is— -admitting  as  I  fully  do 
that  Ministers  have  clearly  proved  that 
they  are  not  to  be  charged  with  the 
invention  of  a  new  power— that  they 
have  acted  accosding  to  the  precedents  of 
their  predecessors  in  exercising  this  power 
of  opening  letters— the  only  question  be« 
fore  us  is,  whether  they  have  exercised  that 
power  in  an  honourable  and  discreet  man- 
ner. I  must  confess  that,  till  yesterday, 
I  felt  very  deeply  and  very  painfully  upon 
Ihii  stibjict*     I  did  regara  some  of  the 


imputations  thrown  upon  the  conduct  of 
Government  with  respect  to  the  use  that 
had  been  made  of  the  letters  of  unfortu- 
nate exiles  in  this  country,  and  the  conse- 
quences which  were  said  to  have  resulted 
from  the  abuse  of  the  secrecy  of  the  Post 
Office,  with  the  same  horror  which,  I 
declare  in  perfect  sincerity,  I  should  have 
felt,  if  such  an  accusation  had  been  made 
against  those  hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom 
I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  sitting  in  this 
House.  I  am,  however,  happy  to  say  that 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site relieved  our  miuds  of  the  most  painful 
suspicion  as  to  a  particular  person.  I 
think,  then,  the  matter  may  be  resolved 
into  the  one  question  as  to  the  opening  of 
the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe);  and  I  must 
say  I  think  this  is  a  question,  well  deserv- 
ing the  attention  both  of  the  hon.  Member 
whose  letters  have  been  opened,  and  of 
this  House.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Chair- 
roan  of  the  Committee,  was  pleased  to 
say  that  nothing  but  a  prurient  curiosity 
led  to  the  agitation  of  this  subject.  I  am 
not  very  curious,  but  1  certainly  think 
one  of  the  most  justifiable  questions  1 
could  ask  any  man,  if  I  suspected  him  of 
opening  my  letters,  would  be — *'  Pray,  Sir, 
did  you  open  my  letters?"  I  don't  think 
that  would  be  an  idle  question.  I  conceive 
that  a  man's  letters  ought  not  to  be 
opened ;  and  that,  if  he  finds  they  have 
been  opened,  he  has  a  right  to  an  expla- 
nation. I  think,  also,  that  the  public 
have  a  deep  interest  in  this  matter.  The 
secrecy  of  the  correspondence  of  Members 
of  Parliament  is  of  great  importance ;  first, 
because  we  are  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  and  therefore  our  correspondence 
may  turn  on  matters  of  great  public  interest; 
but  chiefly  because,  if  our  privileges  are 
not  specially  guarded,  the  Members  of 
this  House  are  persons  the  confidence  of 
whose  correspondence  would  be  most 
readily  violated  by  an  unscrupulous  Go- 
vernment. On  all  accounts,  therefore, 
the  House  ought  to  regard  this  as  a  very 
important  question.  For  myself  I  can 
say  that  the  question  does  not  very  mate- 
rially concern  me;  though  I  won't  say 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  R. 
Inglis)  that  I  don't  care  whether  the  Go- 
vernment see  all  my  letters,  or  all  those 
that  are  addressed  to  me.  I  believe  that 
if  the  Government  read  my  letters,  they 
will  know  more  than  many  of  those  to 
whom  they  are  addressed.    Therefore  I 
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don't  treat  ihe  matter  personally;  but  I 
trust  the  House  concurs  with  me  in  this 
modest  assumption  on  my  pari — that,  at 
any  rate,  the  question  as  to  opening  letters 
of  Members  of  Parliament  is  worthy  of 
their  consideration.  1  must  say  I  think 
thaty  when  this  simple  question  was  raised 
•—when  the  very  justifiable  curiosity  of  the 
public  and  of  the  House  was  excited  on 
the  subject,  everything  would  have  gone 
right  if  the  right  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  been  able 
to  give  a  civil  answer  to  a  very  plain 
question.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  was  asked  whether  he  had  opened 
the  letters  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe),  or  whether  they  had  been 
opened  under  his  orders  ?  There  was  no 
great  use  in  any  disguise  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  says  he  stated 
all  the  circumstances  before  the  Commit, 
tee;  they  knew  all  about  it.  Secrecy, 
therefore,  was  not  in  his  power;  if  the 
Committee  had  chosen  to  give  us  any  in- 
foimation  on  the  subject,  they  could  have 
done  so.  But  the  right  hon.  Biaronet  really 
hasamorbid  passionfor  unpopularity,  which 
he  does  take  the  most  unjustifiable  means 
of  gratifying.  One  would  think  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  gets  enough  of  it  without 
going  out  of  his  way  to  obtain  more.  One 
would  think  there  was  no  necessity  for  his 
courting  any  unnecessary  unpopularity. 
But  when  this  question  was  asked,  instead 
of  simply  answering  it— a  course  which 
would  have  ended  all  discussion  on  the 
subject — the  right  hon.  Baronet  puts  on 
the  air  of  Socrates  before  his  judges:  he 
assumes  the  tone  of  injured  innocence,  and 
declares  that  his  public  duty  will  not 
allow  him  to  reveal  a  secret,  and  that  no 
force  shall  extort  it  from  him.  I  don't 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right 
there.  I  believe  we  shall  get  at  the  secret. 
I  think  I  can  back  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Duncombe)  for  getting  the 
information  we  want.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  tried  this  scheme  before ;  he 
has  assumed  precisely  the  same  tone ;  be 
baa  declared  the  same  determination,  on 
the  ground  of  public  duty,  not  to  make 
any  statement  or  answer  any  question  on 
the  sobject.  The  consequence  of  this  de- 
claration was,  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Duncombe)  stuck  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet ;  he  obtained  the  Committee  of  last 
SeasioD ;  and  the  subject  he  mooted  was 
fully  explained  io  this  House*  I  must  say 
~adoptiog  the  tone  aow  generally  taken 


by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  aide  the  House 
— as  a  sincere  friend  of  the  Government 
— that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have 
spared  himaelf  a  great  deal  of  anxiety  and 
trouble,  and  have  spared  this  House  a  great 
deal  of  unnecessary  talking,  if  he  had  done 
at  first  what  I  am  convinced  he  will  eventu- 
ally be  obliged  to  do.  I  must  say  I  am 
surprised  at  the  course  pursued  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth  (Sir  R. 
Peel),  for  I  thought  he  would  hare  acted 
more  sensibly  under  such  circumstances. 
I  did  not  suppose  he  would  have  taken  the 
matter  in  dudgeon,  but  that  he  would  have 
come  forward  and  have  said  to  the  right 
hon.  Home  Secretary,  "  The  Gentleman 
asks  you  a  civil  question*  why  don't  yoii 
give  him  an  answer  ?  "  But  this  was  not 
done.  In  fact,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Ba«> 
ronet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  made 
the  matter  worse  by  his  speech.  He  went 
into  a  long  explanation  of  the  diflBcultiet 
of  the  Government,  and  of  the  heavy  re* 
sponsibilities  to  which  they  were  subjected ; 
he  deacribed  the  dreadful  acenea  that  oc- 
curred in  1842  ;  he  urged  the  great  ne- 
ceasity  of  their  exercising,  in  auch  an' 
emergency,  all  the  powera  with  which  they 
were  inveated ;  and  be  read  in  aupport  of 
hia  statementa  paaaagea  from  the  apeechea 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton, 
and  other  Membera  of  thia  Houae.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  taunted  ua  the  other 
day  with  not  recollecting  what  occurred 
in  1735.  Now,  I  do  remember  that,  in 
1842,  when  all  those  dreadful  statementa 
were  made  on  thia  aide  the  Houae,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  aaid  they 
were  highly  exaggerated ;  that  the  danger 
waa  not  ao  great  aa  it  waa  repreaented  to 
be,  and  that  we  might  go  to  our  grouae- 
ahooting  and  our  dutiea  without  any 
alarming  apprehensions.  But,  now  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  comes  forward  and 
tells  us,  that  at  the  period  to  which  I  refer, 
the  most  fearful  machinations  were  in  pro- 
gress in  this  country.  And  why  does  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  tell  us  these  talea  ?  Waa 
there  any  neceaaity  on  that  account  for 
opening  the  lettera  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Finabury?  Why!  could 
any  tK>dy  read  the  apeech  of  the  right 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  without  inferring 
there  were  grouoda  for  auppoaing— I 
will  not  aay  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finabury  waa  implicated  in  thoae  pro- 
ceediogai  but— that  hia  correapondeoce 
would  throw  light  upon  theae  horrible 
macbioationa  ?    The  right  boa.  Barooet 
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has  said  that  ooe  dreadful  plot  was  con- 
cocted by  young  children  to  stick  little  pins 
into  bits  of  work.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  even  quoted  a  passage  to 
this  effect.  Now,  did  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  suppose,  that  intelligence  of  this 
dreadful  plot  was  conveyed  by  these  chil- 
dren to  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  ?  I 
certainly  cannot  understand  why  the  let- 
ters of  that  hon.  Gentleman  were  opened, 
unless  you  imagined  he  was  engaged  in  a 
diabolical  league  with  these  little  chidren. 
I  consider  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  really  makes  out  a  case  which  ne- 
cessitates inquiry;  and  I  can't  help  think- 
ing, that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
comes  soberly  to  reflect  upon  the  matter, 
be  will  be  of  opinion  that  he  would  have 
acted  more  prudently  if  he  had  not  alluded 
to  this  subject.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  has  started  a  new  difficulty  ; 
the  name  of  the  Queen  has  been  intro- 
duced into  the  discussion.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  says,  that  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Committee  was  given  by  Privy 
Councillors,  who  were  compelled  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  permission  before  they 
could  tender  such  evidence ;  and  that 
this  evidence  could  not  be  published — 
which  I  must  say  would  be  by  far  the 
simplest  way  of  settling  the  matter — with- 
out Her  Majesty's  leave.  Now,  what  is 
the  meaning  of ''  the  Queen's  leave  "  in 
this  case  ?  I  take  it  for  granted,  that  if 
Her  Majesty's  leave  were  asked  on  such  a 
subject,  she  would,  as  in  all  similar  cases, 
consult  Her  responsible  advisers  as  to  the 
course  to  be  pursued,  and  that  by  their 
advice  she  would  be  guided.  If,  therefore, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  mouth  is  her- 
meticidly  sealed  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion, we  must  suppose  that  he  has  induced 
Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Her  permission 
from  the  publication  of  this  evidence.  I 
can't  anderstaud  why  Her  Majesty  should 
object  to  such  publication.  Indeed  I 
should  think  Her  Majesty  would  feel  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  popularity  was 
one  of  the  great  bulwarks  of  Her  Throne, 
and  that  Her  Majesty  would  not  wish  to 
prevent  him  from  giving  a  simple  explana- 
tion on  such  a  subject  as  this.  T  think, 
therefore,  this  difficulty  may  be  got  over,  if 
the  two  right  hou.  Baronets  opposite  choose. 
Now,  what  do  those  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men gain  by  their  silence  ?  Do  they  clear 
the  character  of  the  right  hon.  Home  Sec- 
retary in  the  eyes  of  the  country?  Do 
the  people  say,  ^*It  is  clear,  from  what 


has  passed  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  Sir  James  Graham  has  not  opened 
these  letters?"  I  think  the  public  are  of 
a  contrary  opinion.  But  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said, "  I  never  did  open  these 
letters,"  the  people  would  have  been  satis- 
fied. I  don't  know  what  may  be  the  taste 
of  that  right  hon.  Baronet  for  this  kind  of 
suffering;  but  I  don*t  think,  when,  night 
after  night,  he  is  subjected  to  this  ordeal, 
he  can  be  very  comfortable.  I  don't  wish 
to  say  anything  that  can  hurt  his  feelings; 
but  I  must  state  that  I  never  knew  him  to 
get  into  any  contest  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  from  which  he  did  not 
come  worst  off.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  a  stronger  and  bigger  man  than  my 
hon.  Friend  ;  but  there  is  a  '*  knack  "  and 
a  perseverance  about  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  which  enable  him  to  bring 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into  the  dirt. 
Don't  let  hon.  Gentlemen  understand, 
from  anything  I  have  said,  that  I  am  go- 
ing to  adopt  a  tone  of  virulent  attack  upon 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  I  certainly  am 
not  disposed  to  do  anything  of  the  kind ; 
but  I  do  say,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  placed  himself  in  an  exceedingly  on- 
pleasant  position,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  much  better  if  these  altercations  were 
ended  by  his  stating  to  the  House  what 
the  House  has  certainly  a  right  to  know. 
I  must  say  1  think  some  blame  attaches 
to  the  Committee  in  this  matter.  I  think 
they  would  have  spared  us  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  if,  considering  that  this  question 
was  raised  last  Session,  they  had,  when 
the  evidence  was  before  them,  satisfied 
our  very  just  curiosity  on  this  subject— if 
they  had  not  told  us  quite  so  much  about 
Edward  the  Second  and  the  Common- 
wealth, and  a  little  more  about  the  open* 
ing  of  letters  at  the  present  time.  I  should 
have  been  very  glad  if  this  matter  had 
been  allowed  to  end  with  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose — if  the 
eyidence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  had  been  laid  before  this  House, 
or  at  all  events  such  parts  of  it  as  related 
to  the  matter  in  question.  As  that  course 
has  not  been  pursued,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty,  if  no  other  proposition  is  made,  to 
vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury ;  but  if  such  an  Amendment 
as  has  been  suggested  is  brought  forward, 
I  shall  give  it  my  support. 

Mr.  S,  Herbert  said :  I  wish  not  to  de- 
lay this  debate  beyond  any  reasonable 
time,  because  I  think,  as  far  as  it  hat 
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already  proceeded^  certainly  on  the  first 
night  when  it  was  commenced,  neither 
the  Motion,  nor  the  speech  in  which  it  was 
brought  forward,  nor  the  manner  in  which 
the  proposal  was  reoeiyed,  was  creditable 
to  the  feelings  of  this  House.  I  have  ob- 
served, with  great  satisfaction,  that  the 
effect  of  the  explanations  which  have  been 
given^  has  been  to  remove  most  completely 
the  doul^t  and  misconception  which  prevail 
on  some  points,  and  to  absolve  the  Go- 
vernment from  those  charges  of  bloodshed 
which  were  gravely  advanced  against 
them;  and  that  many  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  though  more  or  less  questioning 
the  manner  in  which  this  power  has  been 
exercised,  and  the  poL'cy  of  its  continuance, 
have  yet  spoken  in  a  manner  creditable  to 
themselves,  because  evincing  a  generous 
spirit  towards  an  individual  placed  in  a 
situation  of  great  difficulty  and  embarrass- 
ment, such  as  that  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  at  present  stands. 
I  allude  particularly  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Ward) ; 
for  it  was  not  only  the  speech  of  an  able 
man,  but  of  a  generous  opponent.  Though 
1  conceive  that  the  principles  which  that 
hon.  Gentleman  enunciated,  and  the  length 
to  which  he  carries  those  opinions,  are 
more  extreme  than  would  be  approved  by 
a  majority  of  this  House ;  yet  I  think  the 
spirit  in  which  he  spoke,  and  the  view  he 
took  of  the  position  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  is  placed,  were  most  credi- 
table to  him  as  an  opponent.  It  is  to  be 
observed,  that  the  further  we  get  in  this 
debate,  the  more  completely  the  Motion 
now  before  the  House  is  disowned.  Every 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  spoken  on  this 
subject  concludes  by  saying  that  there  is 
somethinff  in  the  Motion  to  which  he  can- 
not give  his  assent ;  and  I  am  still  more 
surprised  to  find  that  the  proposals  of  mo- 
dification which  hare  been  made,  render 
the  Motion  even  more  objectionable  than 
it  is  in  its  original  shape.  The  first  objec. 
tion  taken  to  the  Motion  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  was  this  :^  he  said 
that  he  could  not  impugn  the  conduct  of  a 
Committee  composed  of  honourable  men, 
appointed  by  and  possessing  the  confidence 
of  this  House,  and  who  had  discharged 
their  duties  in  strict  accordance  with  the 
inslnictions  they  received.  But  how  does 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Member  propose  to  avoid 
this  difficulty  ?  He  supports  that  part  of 
the  Motion  which  impugns  the  decision  of 
the  Committeei  sii^ce  be  proposes  to  re- 


open the  question  which  that  Committee  has 
already  determined.  The  Committee,  as  I 
understand,  were  required  to  give  their 
consideration  to  two  important  questions. 
They  were  first  to  inquire  in  what  manner 
this  power  had  been  exercised  by  the  right 
hon  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham);  and  they 
were  also  to  consider  how  far  it  was  po- 
litic and  expedient  that  such  power 
should  be  continued.  Upon  the  first  they 
gave  an  opinion  ;  upon  the  second  they 
did  not.  Now  it  must  be  recollected 
that  there  is  no  new  matter  now  before 
the  House  which  was  not  before  them 
when  the  Committee  was  appointed  last 
year.  When  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  brought  this  subject  before  the 
House,  he  complained  that  the  letters  of 
sundry  foreigners  had  been  opened  under 
circumstances  which  he  detailed;  and  he 
added,  "  My  own  letters  have  been  opened, 
and  I  am  in  a  position  to  prove  it.'*  The 
House  agreed  unanimously,  without  any 
division,  to  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee, and  they  unanimously  decided  that 
the  proceedings  of  that  Committee  should 
be  secret.  The  noUe  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  city  of  London  (Lord  John  Russell) 
strongly  urged  the  importance  of  secrecy, 
lest  facts  of  importance  might  be  divulged 
to  the  detriment  of  the  public  service, 
and  the  noble  Lord  stated  that,  unless 
the  Committee  was  a  Secret  Committee, 
the  witnesses  could  not  make  that  full 
and  free  revelation  which  was  essentially 
necessary.  Have  any  circumstances  since 
occurred  to  render  the  House  desirous  of 
recalling  that  decision?  Then,  as  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Committee;  it  was 
composed,  as  has  been  already  stated,  of 
nine  Members,  fire  of  whom  were  political 
opponents  of  the  Government.  Had  those 
Gentlemen  expressed  an  unfavourable  opi« 
nion  of  the  manner  in  which  the  power 
was  exercised  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
previous  to  their  appointment  to  the  Com- 
mittee? Not  at  all.  Every  one  had 
spoken  the  other  way.  I  can't  oonceiTe  m 
Committee  of  which  the  composition  could 
have  been  more  perfectly  unezoeptionaUe. 
It  consisted  of  nine  men  of  the  higheat 
honour  and  intmity !  You  can  assert  agunat 
them  no  possibiuty  of  Inas — no  inducement 
for  leaning  to  one  aide  or  the  other,  that 
should  entitle  any  one  to  pay  the  1ms  re- 
met  to  what  they  say.  The  riAt  hon* 
Gentlemen  opposite,  the  Member  m  Dun- 
garvon  (Mr.  Shell)  was,  I  think,  the  first 
to  object  to  the  Committee,  became  there 
WM  no  lawyer  upon  il.    It  1%  pcrhqpi^ 
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very  natural  on  hi.s  part ;  and  he  said,  if 
there  had  been  law  vers  there»  witnesses 
would  have  undergone  a  more  stern  and 
strici  examination,  and  a  close  cross-exam- 
ination might  have  tortured  from  them 
more  than  they  might  otherwise  feel  in- 
clined to  tell.  If  that  opinion  be  true, 
then  it  is  somewhat  remarkable  that  the 
verdict  given  by  the  Lords'  Committee, 
which  had  the  advantage  of  having  amongst 
them  some  of  the  most  distinguished  law- 
yers of  the  day*  and  had  the  power  of  ex- 
amination upon  oath,  was,  if  possible,  a 
more  ample  acquittal  of  the  right  hon. 
fiaronei  than  that  given  by  the  Committee 
appointed  by  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Macaulay)  said,  he  did  not  at  all  un- 
derstand for  what  reason  certain  changes 
had  been  observable  in  the  composition  and 
regulations  of  the  Commons*  Committee, 
unless  the  whole  object  of  it  was  to  exclude 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  from  the 
Committee.  But  I  think  he  was  mistaken 
there ;  because  if  you  look  at  the  two  Com- 
mittees^ differing  with  regard  to  lawyers ; 
differing,  too,  with  regard  to  persons  that 
held  office,  you  will  find  that  in  this  one 
point  they  both  agreed,  namely,  that  in 
neither  case  was  the  prosecutor  admitted. 
Lord  Radnor,  indeed,  proposed  thai  he,  being 
the  accuser,  should  not  himself  be  judge 
likewise,  from  a  mere  sense  of  decency.  Now, 
I  would  ask  the  House,  having  seen  how 
this  Committee  was  formed,  to  recollect 
what  the  verdict  was.  I  need  not  again 
read  it,  it  has  been  so  often  quoted  in  this 
House ;  but  it  really  is  impossible  to  con- 
ceive an  answer  more  complete  to  the  alle* 
gations  that  have  been  made.  We  have 
been  told  that  there  is  new  matter,  and 
that  we  must  have  a  fresh  examination  and 
more  information.  How  can  there  be  more 
infonnation?  The  noble  Lord  who  held 
office  before  made  a  full  revelation  to  the 
Committee  of  all  he  knew.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
confirmed  the  statements  of  his  predecessor, 
and  the  fullest  information  has  been  given. 
*'  If  EO,**  says  the  hon.  Member,  "  why 
was  not  the  warrant  issued  for  the  ex- 
amination of  my  letters  reported  oni*" 
But  we  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such 
warrant;  we  know  nothing  about  it— no 
one  does.  The  whole  thing  is  founded 
upon  a  guess  of  the  hon.  Member's,  for 
the  accuracy  of  which  he  offers  no  proof. 
("  Yes  he'  does.")  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  further,  that  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Ma2- 
sini,  he  knew  that  the  right  hou.  Baronet 


fabricated  the  warrant  after  the  act  had 
been  committed.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
must  at  any  rate  know,  but  he  denied  it  i 
but  perliaps  you  do  not  believe  him.  I  do. 
For  he  states  upon  his  honour  that  he  did 
not.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he 
knows  it.  [|Mr.  Duncambe  :  I  never  said  so.] 
I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  the  hon.  Member 
denies  that  he  ever  said  so.  I  rejoice  that 
I  was  mistaken.  To  return  to  the  alleged 
new  matter  for  inquiry.  Why !  the  state- 
ments of  the  hon.  Gentleman  were  made 
before  the  Committee  of  last  year.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated  on  his 
honour  that  every  warrant  he  had  signed 
was  given  to  that  Committee,  that  he  as- 
signed a  reason  for  and  justified  every  case 
in  which  a  warrant  had  been  issued.  If, 
therefore,  anv  warrant  have  been  issued 
against  Mr.  Duncombe's  letters,  that  war- 
rant has  been  examined  by  the  Committees : 
the  reasons  fur  its  issue  have  been  laid  be- 
fore them,  the  justification  for  its  issue  was 
made  to.  them,  and  what  has  been  the 
result?  Why,  that  the  Committee  re- 
port,— 

**  That  the  power  has  been  very  sparingly 
exercised,  and  never  from  personal  or  party 
motivesi  and  that  in  every  case  investigated  it 
seems  to  have  been  directed  by  an  earnest  and 
faithful  desire  to  adopt  that  course  which  ap- 
peared to  be  necessary,  either  to  promote  the 
ends  of  justice  or  to  prevent  a  diiturbance  of 
the  public  tranquillity,  or  otherwise  to  pro- 
mote the  best  interests  of  the  country." 

[[Mr.  Dnncombe  :  That  is  the  Lords'  Re- 
port,] I  am  going  to  read  the  result  of  the 
Commons'  Report  too.  This  is  it  :— 

"  With  regard  to  the  other  class  of  warrants, 
though  there  have  been  some  few  issued  by 
different  Administrations  that  have  been  in 
power  during  the  last  twenty-two  years,  in 
regard  to  which  it  is  obvious  that,  on  a  subse- 
quent review  of  the  facts,  a  difference  of 
opinion  might  arise  as  to  the  discretion  exer- 
cised in  each  particular  case ;  yet  your  Com- 
millec  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Secretaries  of  State  belonging  to 
each  of  those  Administrations  has  been  guided 
by  no  otlier  motive  than  an  anxious  desire  to 
preserve  the  public  peace,  with  the  mainte- 
nance of  which  they  were  charged." 

i  must  say  that,  after  a  full  trial  before  a 
Committee  appointed  unanimously  by  this 
House,  and  this  too  with  the  full  confi- 
dence of  this  House,  it  u  hard,  because  the 
verdict  has  been  an  acquittal,  that  it  is  to 
be  invalid.  The  hou.  Gentleman,  no 
doubt,  was  not  so  anxious  for  a  Com* 
mittee  that  would  investigate  the  truth. 
He  has,  I  say,  pursued  this  matter  with 
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a  degree  of  animosity  and  violence  that 
appeani  as  if  he  desired  rather  to  gratify 
personal  dislike  than  to  elicit  truth. 
What  is  his  conduct  now?  Does  he  say, 
that  he  advocates  this  matter  for  the 
puUie  good,  because  he  thinks  that  the 
power  is  dangerous— not  fit  to  be  ex- 
ercised in  a  free  country — incompatible 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject — a  power^ 
the  evils  and  disadvantages  with  which 
it  is  fraught  are  so  great,  that  no 
amount  of  political  gain  can  counterba- 
lance them^  Not  at  all.  But  he  asks 
again  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  cases 
that  have  already  been  decided  on.  There 
is  no  attempt  to  do  away  with  the  law  ex- 
cept one  insignificant  paragraph  at  the  end 
of  his  Motion  as  to  an  inquiry  whether  it 
should  be  continued.  What,  then,  is  the 
Committee  for?  What  evidence  do  vou 
want,  to  know  that  it  is  a  grave  thing  that 
the  correspondence  of  the  country  should 
be  tampered  with ;  that  private  family  se* 
erets  should  be  known  ?  You  can't  want 
evidence  to  learn  that.  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  can't  want  evidence,  because  he  has  de- 
nounced the  practice ;  if  he  does  want  evi- 
dence he  must  have  formed  his  conclusions 
upon  insufficient  grounds.  He  asks  it,  I 
say,  as  a  means  of  attack  upon  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  who  stands  in  a  defenceless 
situation — with  his  hands  tied — ^liable  to 
have  provoking  questions  put  to  him  which 
he  is  imund  not  to  answer.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Liskeard  said,  *'  Why, 
the  Gentleman  asks  you  a  civil  question, 
why  can't  you  give  him  a  civil  answer } " 
A  question  couched  in  language,  in  which 
occurred,  amongst  others,  the  words  *'  base- 
ness and  meanness,"  —  and  he  complains 
that  that  civil  question  was  not  answered 
with  that  readiness  and  civility  that  it 
deserved.  Then,  he  thought  it  necessary 
that  the  Secretary  of  Stale  should  answer 
"  No, "  if  he  bad  not  issued  his  warrant 
against  the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury.  But  what  a  system  would  that 
be  to  adopt  I  Suppose  ten  men  suspected 
that  their  letters  had  been  opened ;  to  nine 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  ansircred  "  No," 
hut  the  tenth  he  refused  to  answer.  Then, 
indeed,  the  natural  inference  would  be  that 
the  letters  of  the  tenth  had  been  opened ; 
but  that  was  not  the  system  adopted  by  the 
fight  hon.  Baronet— that  was  not  the  in. 
ferenee  to  be  drawn  here.  If  boo.  Gen- 
tlemen do  Bot  consider  that  the  power  at 
present  exercised  is  one  suited  to  the  times 
in  which  we  live,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
abolished,  why  do  they  not  say  so  ?     That 


question  has  been  argued  incidentally  with 
great  ingenuity  on  both  sides ;  and  if  any 
Gentleman    would  bring  that  forward  I 
could  understand  it — it  would  be  intelli- 
gible, because  I  should  know  that  he  be- 
lieved  it  to  be  a  great  puUie  evil.   But  thai 
is  very  different  from  re-opening  the  pre- 
sent cause  to  try  my  right  hon.  Friend  over 
again.    The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Newark  (Lord  J.  Manners)  said  that  the 
question  had  been  mixed  up  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  with  that  of  confidence  in  the 
Government.     I  can*t  say  that  I  reooOect 
anything  of  the  sort  in   my  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech.  I  recollect  no  appeal  of  the 
kind,  nor  do  1  think  that  the  noble  Lord  is 
borne  out  in  what  he  said.  I  don't  think  that 
the  Government  asks  the  confidence  of  the 
House  in  this  respect.     What  the  Govern- 
ment wants  is  fair  play.  The  whole  question 
of  confidence,  was  waved^  when  the  Govern* 
ment  consented  to  grant  a  Committee,  to 
keep  back  nothing  from  it,  to  put  their 
character  into  the  hands  of  other  men,  and 
to  leave  them  to  decide  upon  their  acts — 
whether  they  were  guilty  or  not.     Now,  a 
verdict  of  **  not  guilty  "  has  been  returned ; 
and  I  say  it  is  unfair,  and  an  ungenerous 
proceeding,  to  try  and  rip  up  the  case  again 
-—to  attempt  to  bring  men  again  to  the  bar, 
not  of  public  opinion,  but  of  public  odium  ; 
and  all  for  what  purpose  ?     Not  to  amend 
the  law,  but  to  gratify  some  personal  spite. 
To  take  an  opportunity  to  ask  questions 
that  can't  be  answered— to  take  an  oppor* 
tunity  to  strike  a  man  with  his  hands  tied 
— what  a  generous — what  a  chivalrous  pro- 
ceeding !  No,  Sir,  the  Government  does  not 
ask  for  confidence — they  have  been  tried  and 
acquitted.     If  you  believe  those  nine  Gen- 
tlemen in  whom  you  placed  your  confidence 
when  you  appointed  them — if  you  believe 
them  to  be  upright,  honest,  and  able  men, 
who  have  discharged  the  duty  confided  to 
them,  I  advise  you  to  stand  by  that  Com- 
mittee.   If  you  think  them  base  and  dis- 
honest men— -men  who  have  made  them- 
selves  accomplices  after  the  fact  by  shielding 
a  guilty  man,  say  so  openly ;  ask  for  ano- 
ther Committee,  and  say  that  justice  has 
been  perverted  by  the  connivance  of  Par- 
lament  ;  but  no  suck  an  attempt  is  made, 
and  I  say  there  is  no  excuse  at  all  ff>r  hav- 
ine  the  public  mind  again  excited  upon 
this  matter— for  again  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee— putting  yourselves  in  m  position 
to  have  questions  put  to  you  that  you  can- 
not answer,  and  drawing  down,  for  that 
reason,  odium  upon   the  accused  person. 
I  feel  confident  that  the  House  will  not 
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be  a  party  to  this  proceeding.  The  House 
is  ready,  at  the  call  d  any  Gentleman,  to 
discuss  the  law  upon  its  merits ;  hut  it  is 
not  ready  to  say,  because  an  acquittal  has 
followed  the  trial,  that  therefore  the  ver- 
dict must  be  quashed.  At  all  times  ready 
to  assert,  if  necessary,  the  liberty  of  the 
subject — ever  willing  to  uphold  the  public 
rights — the  Members  of  this  House,  I  am 
convinced,  will  not  lend  themselves  to  an 
attempt  which  1  can  characterize  as  no- 
thing but  a  personal  and  a«-I  was  going 
to  aay  ''  cowardly,"  but  I  will  not— -nothing 
but  a  personal  and  an  invidious  persecu- 
tion. 

Lord  Hawick :  In  common.  Sir,  with 
every  one  who  has  heard  it,  I  have  listened 
with  great  delight  to  the  able  and  power- 
ful speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down— a  speech  which 
proves  how  valuable  an  acquisition  he  will 
be  to  that  Cabinet  which  for  the  first  time 
aioce  his  connexion  with  it,  he  has  now 
come  forward  to  defend.  But  able  as 
that  speech  was,  I  do  think  that  it  should 
succeed  in  inducing  the  House  to  pass  by 
altogether  the  subject  that  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  our  notice.  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh, 
who  said  that  though  there  were  in  his 
opinion  decided  objections  to  the  Motion 
M  it  now  stands,  yet  that  there  were  ample 
grounds  for  an  inquiry.  Throoghoot  the 
debate  so  many  hon.  Gentlemen  have  ex* 
pressed  a  similar  opinion,  that  I  think  the 
question  should  be  con6ned  to  that  point; 
therefore,  as  I  share  in  the  opinion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  I  shall  take  the  liberty 
before  1  sit  down  of  submitting  an 
Amendment,  of  which  the  object  will  beio 
narrow  the  inquiry.  I  take  that  course 
very  much  on  the  grounds  stated  by  my 
right  hoQ.  Friend.  I  think  with  him  that 
il  ia  m  decided  objection  to  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  that,  whether  designedly 
or  not,  it  does  undoubtedly  imply  some 
blame  on  the  Committee  of  last  year.  1 
for  one  see  no  ground  for  any  imputation 
— I  see  no  reason  for  doubting  that  that 
Committee  has  ably  acquitted  iiself  of  the 
task  imposed  upon  it  by  the  House.  I 
think  another  decided  objection  i^,  that  it 
calls  upon  the  Select  Committee  to  give 
judgBMot  upon  a  point  which  the  House 
only  ia  capable  of  deciding,  namely,— 
whether  the  existing  law  and  praetice  on 
the  subject  should  be  continued  or  not.  I 
agree  with  ray  right  hon.  Friend  that  there 
ia  no  need  for  further  information  upon 


that  point,  for  that  is  for  the  House  to 
decide ;  and  I,  like  him,  am  prepared  to 
join  in  condemnation  of  that  practice  as  it 
has  prevailed  for  at  least  the  last  300  years. 
I  do  not  wish  to  deprive  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  power  in  the  case  of  grave 
emergencies  of  opening  letters  when  it 
may  be  absolutely  requisite  for  the  main- 
tenance of  peace  ;  but  I  do  object  to  the 
practice  of  re-sealing  letters  so  opened, 
and  of  defacing  the  pott-marks  which 
they  bear,  in  order  that  the  parties  to 
whom  I  hey  are  addressed  may  be  ignorant 
of  the  scrutiny  that  they  have  undergone, 
so  that  parties  may  be  allowed  by  Govern- 
ment to  correspond,  perhaps  for  months, 
beliefing  that  they  are  acting  in  secrecy, 
or,  at  least,  that  they  are  only  conveying 
their  private  thoughts  to  each  other,  whilst, 
all  the  time,  the  Government  is  obtaining 
copies  of  all  that  is  written  and  received. 
That  is  a  system  which  I  do  think  looks 
like  trickery,  treachery,  and  deceit.  J 
don't  impute  that  to  one  Government 
more  than  another.  All  have  partaken  of 
it.  Till  our  attention  was  called  to  it  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  believe  that  all  Govern- 
ments have  followed  in  the  beaten  track, 
without  reflecting:  how  erroneous  that  track 
was;  but  when  it  comes  to  be  mere  ge- 
nerally known,  I  am  persuaded,  say 
what  you  will,  that  you  will  never  satisfy 
tlie  moral  sense  of  the  country  without 
abandoning  this  system.  I  believe,  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  that  whatever  tem- 
porary advantage  we  may  obtain  by  its 
continuance,  no  such  advantage  can  com- 
pensate for  the  stain  inflicted  upon  the 
character  of  a  nation  and  a  Government 
where  this  practice  is  adhered  to.  I  be- 
lieve, that  for  all  really  useful  purposes, 
the  power  of  opening  the  letters  and  then 
forwarding  them  with  a  stamp  of '  opened 
by  authority'  would  be  amply  sufficient. 
Such  a  power  would  completely  guard 
against  the  danger  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Shefiield  (Mr.  Ward) 
alluded  to  in  his  able  speech ;  vis.  that 
those  who  were  known  to  be  traitors  might 
avail  themselves  of  the  Post  Office,  in 
order  to  carry  on  their  correspondence 
with  security.  I  believe  that  that  danger 
would  be  entirely  met  by  the  plan  I  pro- 
pose. What  I  condemn  is  the  contiquance 
of  I  hat  practice  of  secrecy  which  has  hitherto 
prevailed ;  and  I  hope  before  this  Session 
is  brought  to  a  close,  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury  will  follow  up 
the  work  he  has  so  well  begun,  and  pro- 
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pose  a  Resolution  to  siigmatize  and  for 
ever  put  an  end  to  what  we  ou^ht  to  get 
rid  of.  No  Act  of  Parliament  seems  to 
me  necessary  for  this  purpose  ;  because, 
although  it  may  fairly  be  contended  that 
the  language  of  the  Statutes  recognizes,  at 
least,  if  it  does  not  directly  convey  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  the  power  of  causing 
letters  to  be  opened  ;  this  cannot  be  said  of 
the  practice  of  concealment.  I  cannot  find 
anything  in  our  Statute  Books  which  in 
the  slightest  degree  recognizes  the  pro* 
priety  of  the  system  of  opening  letters, 
forging  the  seals,  and  replacing  the  post 
mark.  It  is  condemned  by  public  opi- 
nion, and  if  to  that  were  added  the 
stigma  of  a  Resolution  of  this  House, 
throwing  no  blame  on  the  present  or  on 
any  antecedent  Government,  but,  con- 
demning such  things  for  the  future,  I  am 
persuaded  there  would  be  no  danger  of 
a  repetition  of  the  practice.  Believing  that 
further  information  is  not  necessary  on 
this  point,  I  object  again  on  that  ground 
to  the  Motion  of  my  boo.  Friend.  But 
tbeo  the  question  relative  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  own  letters  has  not  been  reported 
on  by  the  Committee  of  last  year.  That 
is  a  question  of  more  serious  importance, 
which  I  do  think  requires  every  elucid  a 
tion.  My  hon.  Friend  has  distinctly 
stated  that  the  letters  addressed  to  him 
had  been  opened  at  the  Post  Office,  and 
he  stated  that  he  would  make  good  that 
assertion  if  an  opportunity  were  granted 
him.  Whether  his  statement  was  correct 
or  not,  the  Committee  has  not  reported. 
We  have  no  means  of  knowing  whether  it 
was  before  them.  Blame  may  perhaps 
attach  to  my  hon.  Friend  for  refusing  to 
produce  bis  witnesses.  Those  are  points, 
however*  on  which  we  can  give  no  opinion ; 
but  we  hdve  this  plain  fact  before  us — that 
that  allegation  has  been  made — that  it  has 
not  been  denied — that  it  has  not  been  re- 
ported on  in  one  way  or  the  other  by  the 
Committee  of  last  year ;  and  I  think  I  may 
also  add,  that  it  is  a  point  which  requires  to 
l)e  cleared  up,  which  cannot  be  suffered  to 
remain  in  mystery.  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  if  it  be  really  troe  that  lettera 
addressed  to  my  hon.  Friend  had  been 
opened,  in  my  judgment  there  is  the 
strongest  possible  presumption  of  a  great 
abuse  of  official  power*  and  a  serious  vto* 
lation  of  the  privileges  of  this  Hoase.  I 
say  a  strong  presumption,  because  I  am 
certainly  not  able  to  say  that  circum- 
stances may  not  possibly  be  brought  for* 


ward  which  may  justify  that  course.  If 
there  are  such  circumstances,  I  think  they 
ought  to  be  known.  But  i  confess,  for 
my  own  part,  i  am  utterly  unable  to  ima- 
gine any  circumstances,  in  the  peculiar 
nature  of  this  case,  which,  in  my  opiniun, 
would  justify  the  opening  of  letters  ad« 
dressed  to  my  hon.  Friend,  supposing  that 
course  to  have  been  taken.  I  believe  it 
has  been  admitted,  even  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  though  they 
claim  the  power,  and  state  it  to  be  ne- 
cessary, still  it  is  one  which  ought  to 
be  exercised  with  the  greatest  reserve 
and  delicacy  —  a  power  the  use  of 
which  is  only  justiGable  by  circumstances 
of  so  serioQS  a  nature  that  the  safety  of  the 
nation  is  at  stake.  It  is  for  the  purpose 
only  of  guarding  the  peace  and  security  of 
the  country  from  the  attempts  of  foreign 
or  domestic  enemies— >it  is  only  to  avert 
dangers  of  this  description — that  the  ex* 
ercise  of  this  power  is  admitted  to  be  re- 
quired. Now,  I  want  to  know,  who  is 
there  that  is  prepared  to  assert  that  he 
believes  there  was  anything  in  the  cor* 
respondence  of  my  hon.  Friend  of  ibis 
very  serious  natnre  ?  I  do  not  concur  in 
the  extreme  opinions  of  my  hon.  Friend 
as  to  changes  in  the  Constitution :  mnck 
that  has  been  said  and  done  in  support  of 
those  opinions,  both  in  and  out  of  this 
House,  is  very  far  from  meeting  my  appro* 
bation  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  snra 
there  is  no  man  even  who  disapproves 
much  more  strongly  than  I  do  of  bis  con- 
duct, who  will  for  a  moment  suspect  him 
of  being  capable  of  any  attempt  to  carry 
bis  views  into  effect  by  means  partaking  of 
the  nature  of  insurrectionary  violence.  No 
man  can  for  a  moment  suspect  him  of 
anything  of  the  sort.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bute  says  it  b  not  the 
letters  written  by  him,  but  those  addressed 
to  him,  that  have  been  opened ;  and  he 
aives  us,  as  an  ample  justification  of  the 
Government,  the  idea  that  very  likely  some 
of  those  letters  were  written  by  parties 
under  the  condemnation  of  the  law.  I 
think  that  circumstance  makes  no  dif- 
ference in  the  case,  because  if  those  ietievt 
were  supposed  to  contain  anything  throw* 
jng  light  upon  the  existence  of  treason* 
able  intentions^  or  schemes  of  insurrec* 
tionary  violencct  Her  Majesty  s  Govenu 
ment  must  have  supposed  that,  oniess  my 
hon.  Friend  approved  of  soch  views  and 
promoted  such  schemes,  he  was  the  party 
to  give  them  the  information  neeessary  to 
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counteract  the  effect  of  any  such  atrocious 
design.    It  makes  no  difference,  therefore, 
that  it  was  letters  addressed  to  him,  and 
not  written  by  him,  which  were  opened  by 
the  Government.     The  fact  that  letters  of 
this  description  have  been  opened  is,  in 
my  opinion,  an  imputation  upon  my  hon. 
Friend,  which  he  has  a  right  to  have  re- 
moved.    Under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  I  say,  the  mere  character  of  my  hon. 
Friend  affords  the  strongest  presumption 
that  in  this  case  the  opening  of  the  letters 
was  not  grounded  upon  the  strong  neces- 
sity which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman,    could     alone     justify 
such  a  proceeding ;  and  I  must  say,  the 
gravity  of  this  case  is  enhanced  by  the 
fact,  that  they  are  the  letters  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  that  have  been  opened. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bute 
and  other  hon.  Members  have  made  an 
ostentatious  display  of  self-denying  virtue 
by  disclaiming  any  peculiar  importance 
attaching  to  the  correspondence  of  Mem* 
bers  of  Parliament.    They  say,  that  the 
rule  which  is  applicable  to  Members  of 
Parliament  is  applicable  to  the  meanest 
individual.     I  think  there  is  a  very  great 
fallacy  in  that  argument,  which  I  shall 
endeavour  by-and-by  to  point  out.    The 
boo.  Member  for  Bute  went  on  to  say, 
this  is  no  breach  of  privilege,  because  a 
Resolution  of  this  House  in  1735  says  it 
is  a  high  breach  of  privilege  to  detain 
and  open  letters  addressed  to  Members  of 
this  House,  '*  unless  by  warrant  from  the 
Secretary  of  State."  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  seemed  to  speak  from  a 
brief  in  the  case,  and  every  now  and  then 
to  forget  he  was  not  to  disclose  the  fact 
that  there  had  been  such  a  warrant,  went 
on   to  argue  there  was  a   warrant,  and 
.  therefore  there  was  no  breach  of  privilege. 
Now,  admitting  there  is  a  warrant,  I  say 
there  may  still  be  a  breach  of  privilege, 
because  the  resolution  which  says  it  is  a 
breach  of  privilege  to  open  the  letters  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  unless  by  war- 
rant from  the  Secretary  of  State,  necessa- 
rily and  clearly  implies  that  it  is  equally 
a  breach  of  privilege  and   an  abuse  of 
official  authority  to  exercise  that  authority 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  unless  upon 
sufficient  reason.    The  whole  case  turns 
upon  the  sufficiency  of  reason.     If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  grounds  of  ne- 
cessity sufficient  to  justify  the  issuing  of 
the  warrant,  I  grant  there  was  no  bresch 
of  privilege ;  but  if  there  was  not  the  ne« 
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cessity,  I  say  there  is  a  breach  of  privi- 
lege. I  say  so  upon  this  ground,  that 
there  is  this  distinction  between  letters 
addressed  to  Members  of  Parliament  and 
to  individuals  who  are  not  so,  that  it  is 
necessary,  to  the  efficient  discharge  of  our 
duty  as  representatives  of  the  people,  that 
we  should  have  the  fullest  means  of  re- 
ceiving from  all  those  who  think  them- 
selves aggrieved  statements  of  their  griev- 
ances; and  that  parties  who  think  they 
have  been  wronged  by  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment should  be  enabled  fully  and 
freely,  without  the  prying  and  inquisito- 
rial eye  of  Government  agents  intercept- 
ing their  communications,  to  bring  their 
grievances  under  the  notice  of  Members 
of  this  House,  in  order  that  they  may,  if 
they  think  the  case  requires  it,  submit  it 
to  the  censure  of  this  House.  It  is  also 
necessary  that  Members  of  Parliament 
should  be  able  freely  to  communicate 
with  each  other  upon  public  affairs. 
To  the  proper  discharge  of  cur  duties, 
it  is  absolutely  essential  we  should  be 
able  freely  to  communicate  by  letter, 
without  any  suspicion  of  our  letters 
being  read  by  those  for  whose  eyes  they 
were  not  intended,  our  views  upon  the 
state  of  the  public  affairs.  This,  indeed, 
is  almost  as  necessary  to  the  efficient  dis- 
charge of  our  duties,  as  a  representative 
assembly,  as  the  liberty  of  speech  itself. 
It  stands  connected  with  us  as  a  privilege, 
resting,  as  all  our  privileges  do,  upon  its 
necessity,  and  only  less  necessary  than  the 
fundamental  privilege  of  liberty  of  speech. 
Besides,  how  dangerous  iu  is  to  sanction 
this  doctrine,  that  Ministers  are  to  look 
into  the  letters  of  Members  of  Parliament 
in  cases  in  which  they  themselves  are  the 
only  judges  of  the  necessity — that  Minis- 
ters are  to  look  into  the  letters  of  their 
political  opponents.  How  hard  it  is  to 
draw  the  exact  line  and  say  bow  far  men 
of  strong  popular  opinions  may  go — how 
hard  to  draw  the  exact  line  and  determine 
when  the  means  taken  by  such  men  to 
oppose  a  Ministry  are  no  longer  intended 
to  raise  against  them  the  force  of  opinion, 
but  to  bring  into  play  force  of  a  less  legi- 
timate description !  How  dangerous  is  it 
to  lay  down  the  principle  that  Ministers 
themselves  are  to  be  the  judges — judges 
without  appeal — without  the  responsibility 
of  publicity — in  mystery  and  in  security 
upon  a  point  so  delicate  as  this,  and  on 
that  judgment  to  open  letters  of  political 
opponents.  If  I  thought,  with  some  hon. 
2G 
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Members,  at  the  begiooiDg  of  the  debate, 
that  a  Committee  was  necessary  upon  this 
subject,  I  have  thought  it  is   ten  times 
more  necessary  since  I  heard  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bute. 
The  House  was  not  near  so  full  then  as  it 
now;  but  I  do  appeal  to  those  hon.  Mem** 
bers  who  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  whether  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  state  the  doc- 
trine of  the  necessity  for  looking  into  the 
letters  of  Members  of  Parliament,  if  they 
happened  to  have  dangerous  correspond- 
ents, in  a  manner  which,  if  it  receives  the 
sanction  of  this  House,  will  be  liable  to 
the  greatest  and  most  dangerous  abuses. 
I  trust  you  will  not  open  the  door  to  such 
abuses.     Look    what    may   happen.     It 
would  have  been  very  possible,  if  it  is  to 
be  held  that  any  Gentleman  who  goes 
great  lengths  in  advocating  popular  opinion 
and  against  the  Government  of  the  day 
becomes  a  legitimate  object  of  suspicion, 
and  his  letters  may  be  opened  by  the  Go- 
vernment, that  fifteen  years  ago  the  letters 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  might  have  been  in  considerable 
danger.  I  remember  in  those  days,  when  I 
was  a  good  deal  younger  than  1  am  now, 
and  pretty  eager  in  politics,  even  1,  acting 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentieman,  did  some- 
times think — as  for  instance  when  he  made 
that  famous  speech  about  birds  of  prey — 
that  he  went  a  little  further  in  directing 
popular  passion,  and  not  reason,  against 
the  Government  of  the  day,   than  was 
either  prudent  or  discreet.     I  am  sure,  his 
present  Colleague,  who  was  then  Secretary 
of  State,  would  not  have  eiercised  the 
power;  but  there  have  l>een  Ministers  io 
this  country  who  would,  in  1830,  under 
such  circumstances,  when  the  country  was 
in  a  state  of  serious  disturbance  and  agita- 
tioo,  have  thought  that  the  correspon- 
dence of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  be 
well  worth  an  occasional  inspection.     At 
an  earlier  period,  I  have  no  doubt,  the 
advocate  of  Catholic  Emancipation  and 
of  the    Reform    Bill   would    have  been 
looked  upon  as  no  leu  dangerous  thsn 
those  who  now  support  the  People's  Charter. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  men  who  sup- 
ported thoiie  measures,  which  have  since 
been  adopted  with  such  infinite  advantage 
to  the  country,  and   with  such  general 
benefit  to  society, — that,  I  say,  the  more 
eoger  advocates  of  those  great  measures 
of  public  liberty  would  at  one  time  have 
been  considered    dangerous  characters; 


aud  if  the  principle  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bute  were  adopted,  their  let<- 
ters   would  have  been   inspected.      We 
know  more,  that  at  no  distant  period,  such 
abuses  actually  prevailed.     In  the  days  of 
the  American  war,  we  know  that  the  cor- 
respondence of  the  leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition was  not  safe.    Any  Gentleman  who 
reads  the  interesting  correspondence  of 
Burke,  only  recently  publisheid,  must  have 
been  struck  by  the  fact  stated  there,  that 
the  Post  Office  is  not  to  be  trusted  with 
political  letters ;  that  the  leaders  of  the 
Opposition  cannot  venture  to  send  them  ; 
and  you  constantly  find  them  saying  to 
each  other,  '*  1  have  something  of  much 
importance  to  communicate  to  you,  but  I 
must  wait  for  a  safe  opportunity."  Burke, 
Rockingham,  Fox,  and  other  correspon- 
dents are  continually  writing  to  that  effect. 
These  abuses  have  existed,  and  may  exist 
again.     I  object  upon  principle  to  allow- 
ing a  Minister  to  judge  when  letters  ad- 
dressed to  Members  of  Parliament  may 
be  opened  ;    and,  so  far  from  thinking 
with   the  hon.    and    learned  Gentleman 
man  (Mr.  Wortley),  that  the  letters  of 
persons  who  may  have  come  under  the 
censure  of  the  law  are,  for  that  reason,  to 
be  opened  and  inspected,  1  think  they 
ought  to  be  more  safe.     I  say,  those  per- 
sons who  have,  unfortunately  for  them- 
selves, subjected   themselves  to  punish- 
ment by  the  laws  of  their  country,  have, 
after  they  come  out  of  prison,  of  all  others 
the  clearest  right — if  they  believe  them- 
selves to  have  been  unjustly  treated  dar- 
ing their  imprisonment,  or*  to  have  been 
the  victims  of  oppression — to  write  and 
correspond  with  Members  of  Parliament 
upon  the  subject  of  those  grievances,  with- 
out being  liable  to  have  their  letters  in- 
spected and  copied  by  any  agent  of  Qo- 
vernment.     I  do  not,  at  all  events,  sus- 
pect Her  Majesty's  present  Ministers  of 
any  serious  abuses   of  this  description. 
They  may  have  been  guilty  In  this  one 
instance  of  what  I  think  a  grave  error 
Id  judgment — an  error  in  judgment,  if  it 
has  really  l>een  committed,  calling  for  the 
serious  notice  and   reprehension  of  the 
House ;  but  it  does  not  follow,  because  I 
have  confidence  in  them  as  men  of  hononr 
and  character,  that  all  future  Ministers 
will  deserve  thai  confidence ;  and  the  first 
principle  of  the  constitution  of  this  coootry 
is,  that  we  shall  not  place  confidence  in 
the  men  who  hold  the  reins  of  execotive 
power ;  that  we  shall  not  leave  in  their 
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hands  powers  so  liable  to  abuse,  nor  give 
cause  for  the  slightest  ground  even  of  sus- 
picion of  improper  interference  with  the 
privileges  of  Parliament,  which  are  neces- 
sary for  the  due  exercise  of  our  control 
over  the  Executive  Qovernment,  but  that 
their  proceedings  shall  be  watched  with 
the  greatest  jealousy,  and  inquired  into 
in  the  most  searching  manner.  I  say, 
therefore^  that  though  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  this  the  subject  of  attack  upon  the 
character  of  those  who  now  hold  office, 
it  is  a  subject  for  inquiry  which  this 
House  ought  not  to  pass  by.  We  ought 
to  act  upon  the  old  and  wise  maxim 
that  it  is  best  to  take  things  in  time, 
and  stop  the  beginnings  of  evil.  Let  us 
remove  the  mischief  at  the  outset.  Let  us 
appoint  a  Committee  and  inquire  what  the 
facts  are.  Let  us,  by  taking  this  course, 
mark  our  opinion  that  the  letters  of  Mem- 
bers  of  Parliament  are  not  thus  to  be 
opened.  The  Amendment,  Sir,  which  I 
am  about  to  put  into  your  hands  is 
this,— 

**  That  it  liaving  been  alleged  by  a  Member 
of  this  House,  in  his  place,  that  letters  addressed 
to  him  have  been  detained  in  the  Post  Office, 
and  opened  before  being  delivered  to  him,  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  this  allegation  is  true,  and  if  so,  by 
what  authority  and  upon  what  grounds  such 
detention  and  opening  of  post  letters  has  been 
sanctioned.'^ 

The  House  will  observe,  that  in  this 
Amendment  I  do  not  assume  the  truth  of 
the  allegation.  I  do  not  in  any  way  cen- 
sure the  Committee  of  last  year.  1  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  facts  in  this 
case  were  in  any  way  before  them.  All  I 
call  upon  the  House  to  do  is  this:— it 
having  been  distinctly  alleged  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  in  his  place,  that  his 
letters  have  been  opened,  I  call  upon  the 
House  to  ascertain  whether  that  fact  is  so, 
and  if  it  is,  to  ascertain  upon  what  grounds 
this  opening  of  letters  has  taken  place,  in 
order  that,  if  those  grounds  shall  appear 
to  have  been  insufficient,  we  may  then 
follow  the  Report  op  with  such  proceed- 
ings as  may  be  necessary.  I  trust,  then, 
that  this  Amendment  will  not  be  rejected  ; 
for  I  feel  strongly  convinced  that  if  we 
do  pass  by  this  case  without  notice,  we 
are  virtually  opening  a  door  to  what  may 
prove  hereafter  a  most  serious  inconve- 
nience. 

Mr.  WoriUy  begged  to  explain  that  he 
had  beea  misunderstood.    What  he  had 


said  was,  that  the  power  in  question  was  a 
strong  and  necessary  one,  but  one  to  be 
exercised  with  great  forbearance  and  deli« 
cacy,  and  the  use  of  which  nothing  but  a 
great  occasion,  and  one  of  danger  to  the 
State,  would  justify ;  but  that  if  such  an 
occasion  arose,  he  did  not  think  a  letter 
should  be  held  sacred  merely  because  it 
was  addressed  to  a  Member  of  that  House. 
Mr.  Disraeli  :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  second  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
because  its  intention  was  first  shadowed 
forth  by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  John 
Manners),  and  it  received  at  the  same  time 
the  sympathy  of  the  House.  The  Amend- 
ment narrows  the  question  which  now,  for 
the  second  nighty  we  are  debating ;  but  that 
question  has  been  narrowed  into  limits  of  a 
much  simpler  character  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the  House 
from  the  Treasury  Bench.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  narrowed  the  question  to  a 
personal  matter  between  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State.  If  that,  indeed,  be 
the  real  state  of  the  question,  I,  for  one, 
shall  regret  that  I  have  interfered  with  it, 
and  I  am  sure  I  am  speaking  the  sentiments 
of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Manners), 
and  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hull  (Sir  John  Hanmer),  when  I  express 
this  opinion.  But  if  it  be  indeed  true, 
and  I  am  as  little  inclined  to  credit  it  as 
some  assertions  equally  monstrous  that  hare 
been  very  current  during  this  debate,  it  is 
only  an  additional  illustration  of  the  great 
truth  that  historians  have  celebrated — ^that 
often,  from  slight  and  personal  causes,  great 
benefits  arise,  and  great  principles  are  vin- 
dicated. Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield,  who  addressed  the  House 
early  in  the  evening,  disdaimedany  intention 
of  touching  what  he  calls  the  legal  part  of 
the  question,  and  seemed  to  consider  that 
that  IS  not  to  form  any  material  part  of  our 
discussion.  I  know  not  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  right  in  the  position 
which  he  has  assumed;  but  we  cannot 
forget  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
proved  themselves  to  be  of  a  contrary  opi« 
nion,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Minister,  in  his  complete  and  elaborate 
speech — J  mean  complete,  because  it  touched 
upon  each  division  of  the  subject  both  as 
to  its  legal  character  and  its  personal 
interest — ^the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
particularly  argued  the  question  upon  this 
ground.  The  Secretary  of  State,  too,  has 
vindicated  himself  as  having  acted  in  pur- 
suance of  a  Statute ;  and  the  right  hon. 
2G2 
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Gentleman  tbe  First  Minister  has  upbraided 
118  with  inconsistency,  because  we  have  ini* 
pugned  the  conduct  of  the  Goveramcnt  in 
acting  on  a  Statute  which  we  have  passed. 
I  think,  therefore,  it  is  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, that  we  can  pass  over  this  con- 
sideration which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  has  called  the  l^ral  part  of  the 
question,  and  into  which,  if  I  infer  rightly 
from  his  speech,  he  considers  that  it  does 
not  belong  to  the  House  of  Commons  to 
inquire.  I  have  always,  when  questions  of 
Parliamentary  privilege  have  been  brought 
before  the  House,  been  among  those  who 
have  looked  with  no  disrespect  to  the  claims 
of  Westminster  Hall ;  and  I  believe  my 
name  will  be  found  in  the  smallest  minority 
that  ever  divided  this  House  in  favour  of 
the  claims  of  the  Courts  of  Law  as  supreme 
andsupereminent;  but  I  must  confess  it  is  to 
me  a  novels  and  I  apprehend  a  somewhat 
dangerous,  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,  that  a  point  of  Constitutional  Law 
is  foreign  to  the  discussions  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  would  be  well  to  observe  how 
the  question  of  general  warrants  bear  upon 
this  case.  Why^  Sir,  the  difference,  the  only 
difference,  between  the  present  case  and 
that  of  eenend  warrants,  as  to  the  power 
possessed  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  is  this, 
that  with  regard  to  General  Warrants,  the 
power  of  the  Secretaiy  of  State  was  created 
by  a  positive  Statute,  and  by  the  authority 
of  that  Statute  was  exercised.  The  only 
fault  of  the  Minister  was,  that  he  continued 
to  exercise  that  power  when  the  term  of 
that  Act  had  ceased.  But  no  person  has 
▼entured  to  say  that  the  power,  the  exercise 
of  which  is  the  subject  of  the  present  com* 
plaint,  is  created  by  a  Statute.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  (Sir 
James  Graham)  says,  he  has  acted  under  the 
authority  of  a  Statute,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  put  his  finger  on  that 
Statute.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  said, 
that  they  exercised  the  power  they  possessed 
by  Statute,  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
not  put  his  finger  on  that  Statute.  It  is 
true,  reference  has  been  made  to  a  Sta- 
tute of  Anne,  in  which  there  is  allusion  to 
a  warrant  of  this  description  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown.  But  the  very  terms  in  which 
that  allusion  is  made,  would,  if  inquired 
into,  prove  the  want  of  legislative  sanction. 
It  is  language  copied  from  a  Proclamation. 
And  why  was  it  introduced  allusively  only? 
Sir,  I  think  the  Secret  Committee  appointed 
last  Session  would  have  discharged  their 
duties  more  efficiently,  if,  instead  of  enter- 
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ing  upon  so  much  antiquarian  research  and 
historical  disquisition,  and  consulting  the 
musty  Records  of  the  Rolls,  they  had  di. 
rectcd  their  attention  to  something  nearer 
their  noses.  The  words  in  the  Statute 
only  echoed  a  sentence  which  is  to  be 
found  in  apreliminary  Proclamation  by  the 
Crown.  They  would  never  find  an  allu- 
sion till  the  reign  of  Anne  to  any  practice 
of  the  kind,  or  to  the  means  by  which  it 
could  be  originated.  And  for  this  reason : 
no  one  had  traced  it  at  Common  Law— no 
one  would  say  there  was  any  justification 
at  Common  Law  for  this  high  political  Act. 
For  the  interference  of  a  Minister  of  State, 
under  such  circumstances,  was  an  act  of 
high  policy  which  the  reason  and  interest 
of  the  State  could  only  amply  justify. 
But  in  the  Parliament  of  Queen  Anne» 
when  the  first  Act  passed  respecting  the 
Post  Office,  they  must  remember  that  the 
persons  who  formed  that  Parliament  were 
not  Members  of  Parliament  as  innoeent  as 
those  which  now  constituted  this  Assembly 
— not  men  like  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull» 
and  myself,  and  other  hon.  Members,  who 
were  ignorant  that  this  practice  was  pur* 
sued  in  the  present  day ;  but  ffentlemen» 
the  sons  of  men  who,  fifty  years  before,  had 
exercised  the  sovereign  power  in  this 
country.  It  was  perfectly  natural,  thero* 
fore,  when  they  passed  an  Act  for  the  del- 
ation of  a  Post  Office,  that  an  assembly 
which  comprised  a  son  of  Hampden,  and 
descendants  of  Eliot  and  Vane,  and  others, 
whom  the  traditions  of  thw  families  and 
of  that  assembly  had  made  acquainted  with 
all  the  secret  practices  of  the  Govenunent, 
should  take  care  that  the  warrant  of  a 
Secretary  of  State  should  be  mentioned, 
and  for  this  especial  reason  to  prevent  any 
tampering  with  the  Post  Office  by  the 
Crown.  They  knew  it  was  a  safeguard  to 
them,  they  knew  it  would  prevent  oour* 
tiers  from  interfering  with  correspondence, 
u  they  often  did,  by  enacting  that  tha 
warrant  of  a  Secretary  of  State  should  be 
the  only  authority  by  which  a  letter  should 
be  detained ;  but  they  did  not  make  this 
warrant  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  injured 
individual.  The  Secretary  of  State  kept 
back  the  letter  on  his  own  responsibility. 
The  hon.  Colleague  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  brought  forward  this  Motion,  asked 
what  was  meant  by  the  responsibility  of  a 
Minister,  and  said,  it  was  a  phantom,  a 
shadow,  that  no  one  understood  what  was 
meant  by  it.  He  was  told  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth  had,  in  his  absence, 
followed    up  the    same    train  of   ideas. 
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The  responsibility  of  a  Minister,  they  told 
lis,  was  a  phantom — ^a  farce.  So  it  is^  if 
we  are  speaking  of  the  political  responsi- 
bility of  Ministers — ^responsible  to  a  ma- 
jority called  together  under  their  influence 
—dissolved  at  their  will.  That  may  be  a 
phantom-— a  farce;  but  the  responsibility 
fsi  a  Minister,  under  the  circumstances  we 
are  discussing,  is  altogether  of  a  different 
character.  It  is  precise,  defined,  com- 
plete; and  what  is  that  responsibility  ?  It 
IS  a  responsibility  to  the  laws  of  England. 
In  the  case  of  the  general  warrants  the 
House  supported  the  Minister ;  as  it  seems 
inclined  to  support  the  Minister  now,  in 
the  Post  Office  warrants.  But  what  oc- 
curred? Those  general  warrants  were 
issued  under  a  Statute  of  Charles  II.,  which 
expired  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne ;  and 
yet  eyery  Secretary  of  State,  except  Lord 
Bolingbroke,  issued  those  warrants  till 
1763.  The  House  supported  the  Minister; 
the  injured  appealed  to  the  Courts  of  Law, 
as  they  may,  perhaps,  appeal  now.  There 
was  the  famous  case  of  "  Money  v.  Leach." 
The  yerdict  was  given  for  the  plaintiflT ; 
the  Judges  decided  against  the  Minister ; 
and  the  House  of  Commons  that  had  sup- 
ported him  met  the  day  after  the  verdict, 
and  voted  unanimously  that  general  war- 
rants were  illegal.  Well,  that  was  respon- 
sibility ;  the  case  is  analogous— the  instance 
parallel.  And  now,  Sir,  before  I  approach 
the  more  delicate — the  personal  question — 
I  would  clear  the  subject  of  the  foreign 
part  of  the  question.  I  understand  the 
Grovemment  has  cleared  itself  to  the  satis- 
£sction  of  the  House  entirely  on  this  head. 
For  my  part,  such  an  exculpation  was  not 
necessary.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign  Office,  accurate  as  he  is  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties,  is  a  man  of  generous 
impulses;  and  is  much  more  likely  to  have 
erred  on  the  side  of  leniency  than  any 
other.  But,  even  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
erred,  who  could  have  ventured  to  criticise 
his  conduct  with  such  a  stake  on  the  die  ? 
When  that  great  master  of  analytical  nar- 
rative—the  Secretary  of  State — traced,  the 
other  night,  the  vast  and  precise  conse- 
quences of  the  non-interception  of  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Mazzini,  all  must  have  felt 
he  ofiered  a  complete  vindication,  under 
tny  circumstances,  of  his  Colleague.  The 
letter  sent  —  the  solitary  Colony  in  the 
Mediterranean  in  commotion— the  invasion 
of  Calabria,  by  an  expedition  of  twenty 
men  without  arms — Italy  in  insurrection 
^-the  Austrians  crossing  the  A^pennines 
»»«nd  the  French  crossing  the  Alps— and 


England,  who  the  right  hon.  Secretary  as- 
sures us  could  not  have  been  a  silent  spec- 
tator in  a  general  war,  arming,  and  in  mo- 
tion— and  all  prevented  by  intercepting 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Mazzini.  Certainly,  since 
the  celebrated  narrative  of  The  House  that 
Jack  built,  never  was  detail  so  consecu- 
tively precise.  I  disembarrass  myself, 
then,  of  circumstances  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  not  erred;  and  in  which, 
had  they  erred,  the  House  would  cer- 
tainly have  not  decided  against  them  with 
rashness.  I  have  touched  on  the  legal 
part  of  the  case,  on  which  the  First  Min- 
ister founded  half  his  reply ;  and  I  come 
now  to  the  political  circumstances  and  con- 
siderations which  formed  the  second  head 
of  his  defence.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
will  pardon  me  for  observing  it,  but  he 
displayed  on  that  occasion  an  unusual 
warmth.  I  am  aware  that  it  by  no  means 
follows  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  felt 
it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  too  great 
a  mind,  ana  fills  too  eminent  a,  position, 
ever  to  lose  his  temper ;  but  in  a  popular 
assembly  it  is  sometimes  expedient  to  enact 
the  part  of  the  choleric  gentleman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  touched  the  red  box 
with  emotion.  I  know  from  old  experience 
that  when  one  first  enters  the  House,  these 
exhibitions  are  rather  alarming ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  some  of  the  younger  Members  were 
much  frightened ;  but  I  would  advise  them 
not  to  be  terrified.  I  would  tell  them  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  not  eat  them  up 
— will  not  even  resign ;  the  very*  worst 
thing  he  will  do  wiU  be  to  tell  them  to 
rescind  a  vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
favoured  us  with  his  views  of  the  questioui 
legal  and  political.  I  don't  wish  to  com« 
pare  small  things  to  great,  but  it  is  not 
very  long  since  the  House  was  favoured  by 
a  Gentleman  from  the  sister  country  with 
a  speech  in  favour  of  the  Income  Tax, 
which  occasioned  considerable  comment  and 
a  Motion.  Now,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will 
not  say  that  we  should  not  have  had  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  I  have  a 
great  suspicion  that  we  should  not  have 
been  favoured  with  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland* 
But  after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman— after  he  assured  us  that  in 
1842  the  country  was  in  a  state  of  great 
commotion — after  having  told  us  of  the 
heavy  responsibility  which  then  devolved 
on  the  Government -— after  having  read 
evidence  which,  at  the  time,  did  not  re« 
ceive  the  credit  it  has  since  obtained— aftac 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  in  fact^ 
more  than  intimated  that  it  was  possible  that 
even  Members  of  Parliament  might  have 
been  guilty  of  *'  privy  conspiracy  and  rebel- 
Uonj"  it  seems  to  me  quite  impossible  that 
the  question  could  have  been  left  as  otherwise 
It  might  have  been.  I  know  that  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Hull,  (Sir  J. 
Hanmer)  intended,  when  this  question 
was  originally  brought  forward,  to  support 
the  Report  of  the  Committee, — he  cer- 
tainly did  not  actually  pledge  himself  to 
do  so,  but  he  had  at  that  time  a  very  great 
bias  in  its  favour.  But  after  the  distinct 
assertions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  that  his  letters  had  been  opened,  and 
that  dishonour  had  been  cast  upon  himself 
and  his  constituents,  woy  who  possess  feel- 
ings and  have  duties  to  perform— duties 
similar  to  those  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  did  consider  this  a  matter  which 
could  not  possibly  be  passed  over  without 
inquiry.  Of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  I  know  nothing  but 
honour,  and  have  experienced  nothing  but 
courtesy.  I  have,  I  repeat,  no  personal  feel- 
ing against  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  I  should 
think  no  one  on  this  Bench  had  any  personal 
feeling  against  the  right  hon.  Secretary. 
The  personal  feelings  which  do  exist  in  this 
debate,  as  mention^  by  the  right  hon.  Se- 
cretary at  War,  are  a  Cabinet  secret.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says^  that  we  are 
called  upon  to  inquire  into  the  same  case 
as  was  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemaa  when  he  first  asked  for  a  Commit- 
tee of  Inquiry.  My  memory  leads  me  to  a 
different  impression.  I  remember  the  hon. 
Gentleman  saying  at  that  time  in  a  tone 
of  jocularity,  that  he  durst  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  had  opened  his  let- 
ters; but  the  very  tone  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  proved  he  did  not  for  an  instant  be- 
lieve  It.  There  was,  in  fact»  no  idea  then 
in  the  breast  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
his  letters  had  been  opened*  That  ground 
of  defence  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
consequently  fails.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Buteshire  has  made  an  appeal  to  our  hearts. 
He  must  have  been  thinking  of  the  juries 
whom  he  controls  with  his  commanding 
doquenoe.  Members  of  Parliament  have 
no  hearts  I  but  when  he  lays  down  as  a 
principle  that  there  is  no  difference  between 
the  individual  who  is  the  representative  of 
a  popular  constituency  and  one  of  his  con- 
stituents, I  think  he  takes  a  position 
which  is  by  no  means  tenable,  which  is  not 
constitutional,  which  is  not  legal,  which  is 
opposed  to  in  practice  and  to  the  spirit 


of  this  House,  and  which  I  am  sure  is 
odious  and  obnoxious  to  the  country.  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Shield, 
that  the  correspondence  between  a  Member 
and  his  constituents  is  one  of  the  most  deli^ 
cate  subjects  which  a  Government  can  in- 
terfere with.  A  Member  of  Parliament  is 
a  sort  of  political  confessor;  and  even  if 
one  of  his  constituents  were  to  consult  him 
about  a  conspiracy,  it  is  better  that  be 
should  be  dissuaded  from  the  step  by  his 
representative  than  have  hit  letter  opened 
by  a  Secretary  of  State.  The  right  hoe. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
will  not,  I  am  sure,  be  offended  at  our 
giving  an  independent  vote  on  the  present 
question,  upon  whatever  side  of  the  House 
we  may  sit.  The  Secretary  at  War  says 
that  it  is  not  a  question  of  confidence.  Nor 
does  any  one  seem  to  thipk  that  it  is.  As 
for  the  First  Minister,  he  is  superior  to  all 
parties— he  governs  by  pure  reason,  not  by 
party.  With  rej^ard  to  the  Secret  Ccmi- 
mittee,  we  know  it  consisted  of  Gentlemen 
whom  we  all  respect,  and  we  believe  that 
they  performed  their  duty ;  but  we  v^ret 
that  the  House  did  not  animate  them  to  do 
more  than  they  did.  The  circumstances 
brought  before  us  at  the  time,  though  not  in 
the  shape  of  the  original  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbuiy,  were  deeply  inte- 
resting to  the  country  \  and  we  might 
under  such  circumstances,  to  use  a  comnum 
expression,  have  **  hit  the  nail  on  the 
head.'*  It  is  useless  for  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  to  sayt  "The  Committee  gave  us 
a  verdict"  Nobody  accuses  the  Minister. 
But  something  has  happened  whidi  has 
put  us  for  a  moment  behind  the  scene,  and 
led  us  to  think  that  the  manner  in  which 
the  play  is  managed  is  not  the  most  advan« 
tageous  to  the  public  What  happened  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  hapi^ 
pened  to  another  Minister ;  and  if  it  haid 
I  hope,  the  question  not  being  a  party  one/ 
that  at  whatever  side  of  the  House  we  sat, 
we  would  have  done  our  duty.  We  are 
in  the  third  year  of  a  Walpoiiui  Adminis^ 
txation ;  for  Gentlemen  before  me  remain 
seventeen  years  of  opposition,  and  for  us 
the  gratification  of  seventeen  years  of  sup- 
port. Par^  feeling  is  extinct ;  and  if 
we  find  a  great  injury  and  injustioe  to  the 
public  exemplified  in  an  instance  of  one  of 
ourselves,  let  us  not  hesitate  tooome  forward 
and  take  advantage  of  existing  dieom^ 
stances  to  put  an  eim  to  it.  Thehon«Oen- 
tleman  opposite  has  made  an  aceusation— • 
very  distinct  and  definite  aecosstion.  Aa 
for  as  I  am  oonoeroed,  J  should  never  wash 
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to  see  an  accusation  of  the  kind  partake  of 
personal  acerbity •  We,  however,  know 
nothing  about  that ;  we  only  suppose  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  irritated  at  having  his 
letters  opened.  I  will  not  go  as  far  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford,  and  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment may  open  and  read  all  my  letters ; 
but  this  I  will  say,  that  they  may  open  all 
my  letters,  provided  they  answer  them. 
The  Amendment  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  proposed,  seems  to  me  to  meet  the  exi- 
gency of  the  case.  I  am  quite  persuaded 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will,  on 
consideration,  feel  that  it  is  no  defeat,  no 
discomfiture,  on  their  part  to  accede  to  that 
Amendment.  It  is  not  brought  forward 
in  a  hostile  spirit,  as  they  may  consider  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
It  is  not  brought  forward  in  a  hostile 
spirit ;  and,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  is 
not  supported  in  a  hostile  spirit.  We  are 
making  no  attack  upon  the  Government. 
[Sir  S.  Peel:  Hear,  hear.]  Very  well. 
I  don't  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man means  by  his  sarcastic  cheer.  Does 
he  mean  to  say  that  the  correspondence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  is  of  a 
nature  dangerous  to  the  State  ?  Does  he 
mean  to  say  that  letters  have  been  written 
to  that  hon.  Gentleman  by  persons  who 
have  been  implicated  in  designs  against  the 
State  ?  Does  he  mean  to  say  that  that  is 
the  g^und  upon  which  he  would  oppose 
the  proposition  before  the  House?  Be- 
cause, if  he  does,  I  can  only  say,  that  the 
Chief  Minister  of  this  country  is  often  in 
correspondence  with  a  gentleman  who  has 
been  implicated  in  designs  against  the 
State.  I  have  heard  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  get  up  in  his  place  in  this 
House  and  say  that  person  was  his  friend, 
and  that  he  was  proud  of  his  friendship. 
Yes !  one  of  the  intimate  friends  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  concerned  in 
Deapard's  plot,  and  now  holds  office  in  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  Administration.  And 
now.  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  right  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State,  I  repeat,  I  make  no 
personal  charge  aninst  him.  He  has  done 
that  which  any  Minister  may  have  done, 
but  which  any  subject  of  the  Queen  may 
question.  In  questioning  it,  I  disclaim  any 
personal  motive.  The  facts  are  obvious 
and  ostensible.  A  Member  of  the  House 
has  declared  that  his  correspondence  has 
been  tampered  with,  and  his  letters  opened 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that 
he  is  ready  to  prove  it.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  reply  that  they  will  not  in- 


quire. It  is  not  the  battle  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury.  It  is  a  contest  in 
which  every  Gentleman  in  the  House  is 
interested—- in  which  every  subject  of  the 
Queen  is  interested;  and  you  may  rely 
upon  it,  whatever  may  be  the  decision  of 
the  Minister  and  of  the  House  this  night, 
like  the  question  of  the  general  warrants, 
you  may  oppose  that  which  is  right,  just, 
and  true ;  but  you  have  the  Courts  of 
Law  without,  and  you  have  a  people  with- 
out, who  will  support  the  laws  of  this 
country,  and  oppose  every  violation  of 
social  propriety  and  political  right. 

Vicount  Sandon :  In  the  peculiar  posi- 
tion in  which  I  am  placed  I  hope  I  shall 
be  allowed  to  state  one  or  two  points, 
to  prevent  the  danger  of  any  mistake. 
It  has  been  alleged  that  the  question  before 
the  House  is  one  which  has  not  been  before 
the  Committee.  Now  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  when  he  first  mentioned  the 
subject  in  this  House  alluded,  though  cer- 
tainly in  a  less  formal  mode,  to  the  opening 
of  his  own  letters.  But  afterwards,  before 
the  Committee,  he  made  a  specific  charge 
to  that  efiect,  though  he  declined  to  pro- 
duce any  evidence  in  support  of  it.  In  our 
Report  we  say  that  we  believed  we  had 
seen  every  political  warrant  that  had  been 
issued  for  the  last  twenty-two  years  by  the 
different  Secretaries  of  State.  I  would  ask 
the  House,  then,  to  say  whether  our  at- 
tention could  have  been  otherwise  than 
attracted  to  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's letters,  or  whether,  as  seems  to  be  al- 
leged, that  subject  could  be  entirely  new  ? 
We  expressed  the  result  of  our  investigation 
in  the  following  terms.  Referring  to  po- 
litical warrants  we  say, — 

**  With  regard  to  the  other  class  of  warrants, 
though  there  have  been  some  few  issued  by 
different  Administrations  that  have  been  in 
power  during  the  last  twenty-two  yea.'s,  in  re- 
gard to  whieh  it  is  obvious  that,  on  a  subse- 
quent review  of  the  facts,  a  difference  of 
opinion  might  arise  as  to  the  discretion  exer* 
cised  in  each  particular  case,  yet  your  Com- 
mitee  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Secretaries  of  State  belonging  to  each  of 
those  Administrations  has  been  guided  by  no 
other  motive  than  an  anxious  desire  to  preserve 
the  pablic  peace,  with  the  maintenance  of 
which  they  were  charged." 

We  have  therefore  had  the  question  be- 
fore us:  we  have  expressed  our  opinion 
on  it ;  but  having  done  so,  it  is  certainly 
not  for  us  to  utter  one  word  to  prevent  a 
re-investigation  of  the  question,  if  the 
House,  for  any  reason^  shall  so  think  fit. 
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Mr.  Roebuck :  I  shail  be  sorry,  Sir,  to 
go  to  a  divison  on  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  without  being  able  to  explain 
my  feeling  io  reference  to  it,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances which  $hall  decide  my  vote. 
I  am  the  more  anxious  to  do  it  for  the 
strong  feeling  that  has  been  introduced 
into  the  discussion  of  the  question  by 
various  Gentlemen  who  have  taken  a  part 
in  it ;  and  I  desire  at  the  very  outset  to 
separate  myself,  if  possible,  from  every 
personal  consideration.  I  wish  to  argue 
the  question,  as  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site said,  upon  pure  reason,  and  to  show 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  proposed  this 
Amendment  that  he  would  do  far  better 
to  stick  to  the  original  question.  When 
this  question  was  first  brought  before  the 
House,  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
submitted  it  in  very  specific  terms,  and 
with  the  direct  assertion  that  certain 
things  had  been  done.  He  questioned 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  and  that 
right  hon.  Baronet — I  think  it  necessary 
to  mark  the  progress  of  these  things  in 
order  to  show  the  conclusion  to  which  I 
come — said  upon  the  occasion  that  he 
stood  upon  the  responsibility  of  his  situa- 
tion, which  he  felt  imposed  upon  him  the 
obligation  of  not  answering  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  the  next  Minister  who  was  call- 
ed upon  to  express  an  opinion.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  an  exceedingly 
delicate  barometer  of  public  opinion  ;  but 
in  this,  as  in  all  cases,  his  change  was 
evinced  after  public  opinion  had  pretty 
well  manifested  itself.  Public  opinion 
did  manifest  itself  upon  this  occasion,  and 
he  was  obliged  to  depart  from  the  position 
originally  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  Inquiry  be- 
came unavoidable,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  with  his  usual  dexterity,  proposed 
just  that  degree  of  inquiry  which  he 
thought  would  suit  the  then  state  of  pub- 
lic opinion  on  the  subject.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  refer  the  ques- 
tion to  a  Secret  Committee.  Why  did  he 
do  that?  He  did  it  to  satisfy  the  anxiety 
and  the  alarm  which  existed  in  the  pub- 
lic mind ;  and  now,  I  will  ask,  why  was 
that  alarm  and  anxiety  created  ?  Because 
the  public  learnt  for  the  first  time  that  this 
power  existed :  they  learnt  for  the  first  time 
that  this  power  was  exercised  by  the  present 
Ministers;  and  then  arose  that  which  I 


consider  to  have  been  a  most  unfair  cla* 
mour  against  the  responsible  advisers  of 
the  Crowo.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  found 
himself  for  the  first  time  labouring  under 
an  imputation  of  doing  that  which  the 
public  believed  to  be  clearly  illegal,  and 
thereupon  be  proposed  that  his  accusers 
should  have  a  Committee,  and  he  told  lit 
that  when  we  had  that  Committee  he 
should  lay  before  them  the  truth,  and 
the  whole  truth  —  that  the  whole  trn  h 
should  come  out.  Now,  my  interpre- 
tation of  that  proceeding  was,  that  the 
present  Ministers  of  the  Crown  felt  the 
injustice  of  the  accusation  brought  against 
them,  and  that  they  were  resolved  to 
drag  the  proceedings  of  every  previous 
Ministry  before  the  Committee,  and  show 
that  they  had  also  acted  likewise,  and 
were  equally  guilty  as  the  present  adriseri 
of  the  Crown.  They  were  resolved  to 
drag  every  Ministry  before  the  Committee, 
any  Members  of  which  were  still  in  exist* 
ence — every  human  being  now  alive.  That 
was  his  object— he  wished  to  show  those 
who  clamoured  unfairly  that  his  predeces- 
sors in  office  had  done  the  same  as  he  had 
done,  and  he  supported  the  proposition 
for  a  Committee  in  obedience  to  public 
opinion.  That  Committee,  its  character, 
its  conduct,  and  its  labours  are  now  before 
us.  I  am  not  here  to  impugn  the  honour 
of  that  Committee,  but  I  have  a  full  right 
to  question  its  discretion;  and  this  I  now 
say  advisedly,  that  the  Report  of  thatCom- 
mittee  has  not  satisfied  the  public  feeling 
of  this  country ;  and  this  I  can  prove  from 
the  declarations  and  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet ;  but  first,  1  shall  pro- 
ceed more  particularly  to  notice  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  the  Committee.  Two  quettiona 
were  submitted  to  the  Committee,  or  ra* 
ther  two  subjects  were  brought  before 
them ;  and  on  one  of  these  subjects  two 
questions  arose.  The  Committee,  in  pro- 
ceedtng  with  its  labours,  began  by  inquir- 
ing into  the  law  of  the  case,  and  then  thej 
inquired  into  the  mode  in  which  the  power 
that  Ministers  supposed  themselves  to 
hold  had  been  exercised.  The  statement 
which  in  the  first  place  had  been  laid  be« 
fore  them,  affecting  certain  foreignera— 
was  a  question  of  foreign  policy.  The 
other  was  a  question  affecting  the  boo. 
Member  for  Finsbury.  Now,  the  Com- 
mittee did  express  an  opinion  respecting 
the  case  of  the  foreigner,  but  they  did  not 
express  any  opinion  touching  the  caae  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Fiotbury,    Go  no 
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one  point  relating  to  his  case  did  they  ex- 
press any  opinion  whatever.  And  I  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  thinks,  or 
if  he  at  any  time  thought,  that  the  Report 
of  that  Committee  was  calculated  to  sa- 
tisfy the  public  mind  ?  And  this  leads  me 
also  to  ask  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  if 
he  now  considers  that  there  is  any  va- 
lidity in  his  Amendment  ?  Let  us  look  for 
a  moment  at  the  history  of  these  transac- 
tions. The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  received  a  certain  commu- 
nication from  the  Austrian  Government. 
He  referred  the  inquiry  thus  conveyed  to 
him,  to  the  Department  or  section  of  the 
Government  which  had  more  immediately 
to  do  with  the  business  of  examining  let- 
ters passing  through  the  Post  Office ;  in 
a  word,  he  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  and  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sent  an  order  to  the 
Post  Office.  Information  was  thus  ac- 
quired which  the  Foreign  Office  in  Eng- 
land communicated  to  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment.  It  appears  further,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
exercising  this  great  power,  received  com- 
munications from,  and  made  them  to,  the 
Austrian  Government,  at  the  same  time, 
treating  the  whole  of  these  transactions  as 
private  communications,  and  destroying 
all  the  documents  which  related  to  them ; 
and  declaring  that  being  unable  to  trust 
bis  memory  on  the  subject,  he  had  no  in- 
formation to  furnish.  To  me  it  appears 
that  the  noble  Earl  is  responsible  for  the 
whole  of  those  communications.  This 
which  I  am  now  stating,  however,  was  not 
told  to  the  Committee  voluntarily,  but  was 
extracted  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  by 
the  force  of  public  opinion  out  of  doors : 
the  matter  before  us  is  a  great  question  of 
foreign  policy,  and  1  must  say  that  which 
has  been  stated  on  the  subject  is  not  suf- 
ficient to  satisfy  the  justifiable  curiosity  of 
the  public.  The  noble  Lord  has  thought 
fit  to  characterize  this  proceeding  as  one 
which  springs  from  a  prurient  curiosity. 
I  ask  the  House  what  right  has  any  one  to 
impute  to  us,  or  to  the  public,  a  prurient 
curiosity.  If  the  noble  Lord  is  prepared 
to  say  that  that  phrase  was  unfortunate, 
if  he  be  willing  to  withdraw  it,  I  have 
not  another  word  to  say ;  but  it  is  wholly 
unjustifiable  in  him  to  describe  the  feeling 
of  the  public  as  one  of  prurient  curiosity. 
I  repel  with  indignation  the  sentiment  im- 
puted to  us  by  the  noble  Lord,--'80  far  as  to 
the  proceedings  in  this  case*  I  now  come 


to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
He  appealed  to  the  Committee,  and  I 
think  he  had  a  full  right  to  do  so.  I  hope 
the  House  will  permit  me  to  say  that  there 
is  great  reason  to  regret  the  tone,  temper, 
and  languge  in  which  that  appeal  was 
treated ;  at  the  same  time,  I  am  quite 
willing  to  admit  that  other  governments 
have  exercised  the  great  and  odious  power 
which  the  present  Government  found  it- 
self called  upon  to  exercise;  and  1  have  no 
doubt  that  the  present  advisers  of  the 
Crown  exercised  that  power  with  the  best 
intentions,  and  the  strongest  desire  to 
maintain  the  public  peace.  That  might 
be  true  enough ;  but  we  want  to  know 
under  what  circumstances  the  discretion 
was  exercised,  in  order  that  we  may  have 
data  on  which  to  legislate.  On  so  great 
a  question  as  this  no  man  should  be  made 
a  scapegoat.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  I 
quite  agree,  should  not  be  made  answera- 
ble for  doing  as  other  Ministers  had  done 
before  him  when  placed  in  similar  circum- 
stances. But,  after  all,  the  great  question 
is  this^are  the  public  likely  to  be  satis- 
fied with  the  result  of  this  inquiry?  The 
hon.Member  for  Finsbury  says  that  a  let- 
ter of  his  has  been  opened.  Other  hon. 
Members  might  possibly  say  the  same.  I 
believe  that  I  could  repeat  the  same  state- 
ments.  I  believe  that  in  the  commence- 
ment of  the  year  1837,  and  during  the 
year  1838,  letters  of  mine  were  opened. 
These  facts  have  now  come  to  light ;  the 
public  have  felt  alarm,  and  they  desire 
that  the  practice  should  no  longer  conti- 
nue. The  statement  of  the  case  is,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  charges  the 
Government  with  having  opened  his  let- 
ters— that  may  have  been  done  without  a 
warrant.  I  am  bound  to  suppose  that 
the  Committee  found  no  warrant  for  open- 
ing the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fiosbury.  The  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Sandon)  possesses  one  quality  that  fits 
him  for  being  a  Member  of  a  Secret  Com- 
mittee, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal 
possesses  another.  If  the  one  could,  he 
would  not  make  disclosures;  and  if  the 
other  would  he  could  not.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  however,  says  that  his 
letters  have  been  opened  without  a  war- 
rant, and  still  that  charge  remains.  I  do 
not  assume  that  they  were  opened  with- 
out warrant;  I  will  rather  auume  that 
there  was  a  warrant ;  but  what  is  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Minister  in  this  case? 
He  issued  a  warraoti  ind  he  may  tell  oi 
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that  he  did  to ;  but  I  acknowledge  that  he 
is  not  bound  to  tell  us  the  circumstances 
which  induced  hiin  so  to  do.  And,  more- 
over, I  say,  that  Resolution  has  the  dis- 
tinct effect  of  making  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet responsible  to  this  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  cannot,  as  he  de- 
clares, understand  what  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  calls  his  own  individual  respon- 
sibility. There  is  no  such  thing  as  an 
individual  responsibility  attaching  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  His  individual  re- 
sponsibility, according  to  his  interpretation 
of  it,  would  simply  mean,  that  he  is  re- 
sponsible to  himself  alone.  But  the  re- 
sponsibility that  I  mean— ay,  Sir,  and  the 
responsibility  that  in  reality  he  will  find  to 
attach  to  him-^is  the  account  that  he  has 
to  render  to  this  House  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  exercises  his  powers.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  moreover  declares,  that  he 
is  precluded  from  giving  any  acoonnt  of 
bis  conduct  in  this  matter  by  his  oath  of 
office.  The  name  of  the  Queen  has  been 
most  freely  used  by  him,  and  his  duty  to 
bis  Sovereign  has  been  alleged  as  a  good 
and  sufficient  reason  why  he  should  per- 
sist in  refusing  to  give  any  account  of  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  eiercised  his 
functions;  but,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  justly  observed,  the 
same  advice  which  induced  Her  Majesty 
to  release  him  from  the  obligation  which 
that  oath  of  office  laid  upon  him  to  be 
silent,  might  again  have  been  tendered  by 
him,  and  would,  undoubtedly,  have  had 
the  effect,  had  he  chosen,  of  again  reliev- 
ing him,  and  of  allowing  him  to  commu- 
nicate that  information  to  this  House 
which  is  now  absolutely  necessary  in  order 
to  allay  the  alarm  which  is  felt  on  this 
question  throughout  the  country.  And 
let  me  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  in  refus- 
ing to  adopt  this  course,  he  is  teUiog  the 
people  and  he  is  telling  this  House  thai 
be  will  not  give  the  information  that  it  is 
imperative  on  him  to  do,  in  order  thai 
these  alarms  may  be  allayed,  and  that  he 
IB  using  this  form  merely  to  enable  him 
to  evade  giving  satisfaction.  But  whilst 
I  am  touching  upon  this  point  1  cannot 
refrain  from  expressing  my  opinion  that 
the  use  that  has  been  made  of  the  Sove- 
reign's name  upon  this  occasion,  and  for 
the  purpoeea  which  I  have  characterised, 
is  in  the  highest  degree  improper,  and 
even  unconstitutional  a  for  we  all  know 
that  the  Minister  htmaelf  if  reapo&aihle 


for  the  advice  that  he  either  gives  or  with* 
holds  in  certain  circumstances;  and,  in- 
deed, that  he  is  exercising  one  of  his  high- 
est functions  in  refusing  to  advise  the 
Grown.  It  will  not  have  escaped  the  at* 
tention  of  the  House  that  one  of  the  great 
causes  of  that  alarm  which  I  have  aaid 
exists  in  the  minds  of  the  people  at  large 
on  the  subject  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
Post  Office,  is  the  statement  contained  in 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  that  there  is  no  such 
power  given  to  the  Secretary  of  State  aa 
that  claimed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  of 
detaining  and  opening  letters.  This  state- 
ment comes  from  the  highest  legal  autho- 
rities in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  they  are 
of  opinion  that  such  an  authority  is  not 
conferred  by  the  Statute  in  queatioo.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  however,  says  that  he 
claims  the  power  of  opening  letters  on  his 
own  individual  responsibility  aa  Secretary 
of  State.  He  says,  this  power  is  recog- 
nised by  the  Statute  of  Anne,  and  is  agaia 
continued  by  distinct  recognitioo  in  the 
Statute  of  Victoria.  That  power.  Sir,  ia 
exactly  what  he  designates  it  to  be— a 
power  of  detaining  and  of  opening  letters 
on  his  own  responsibility.  I  do  not  qnes- 
tion  this,  and  I  have  no  doubt  we  shall 
shortly  have  the  views  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (the  Solicitor  Genial), 
whom  I  see  before  me,  upon  the  sane 
point.  But  I  repeat  my  assertbo,  aiid  I 
am  strengthened  in  so  doing  by  the  high- 
est legal  authorities  in  the  kingdom,  that 
the  power  which  he  claims,  and  which  he 
has  exercised,  is  sot  conferred  by  the  Sta- 
tute of  Anne.  Now,  let  us  look  at  the 
words  of  that  Act.  This  is  a  naosl  impor- 
tant point,  for  the  alarm  that  exists  out 
of  doors  is  based  upon  the  belief  that  the 
practice  of  opening  letters  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  not  one  which  the  law  re- 
cognises ;  and  by  the  universal  belief,  I  also 
may  assert,  that  this  power  has  been  asoet 
illegally  used.  The  40th  sectioii  of  the 
Statute  of  the  9lh  of  Anne  containa  these 
words:— 

**  Be  it  enacted  by  the  authority  aforesaid^ 
that  from  and  after  the  1st  day  of  jooei  1711, 
no  person  or  penoos  shall  presume  wittingly, 
willingly,  or  knowingly  to  open,  detain,  or 
delay,  or  cause,  procure,  permit,  or  suffer  to 
be  opened,  detained,  or  delayed,  any  letter 
or  letters,  packet  or  packets,  after  the  same  is 
or  shall  be  delivered  into  the  General  or  other 
Post  Office,  or  into  the  hands  of  any  persoo 
or  perMus  employed  for  the  teceiving  or  car- 
rying pest  \mw$,  and  before  deliuaij  aa  Ihe 
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persons  to  whom  they  are  directed,  or  for 
their  use,  except  by  an  express  warrant  in 
writing,  under  tne  hand  of  one  of  the  Princi- 
pal Secretaries  of  State,  for  every  such  open- 
ing, detaining,  or  delaying." 

The  power  which  I  uDderstand  to  be  con* 
ferred  by  these  words  is  this,  that  if  ao 
inferior  officer  or  clerk  in  the  Post  Office 
detains  or  opens  letters,  which  come  into 
his  charge,  addressed  to  other  people,  the 
warraol  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  autho* 
rising  htm  to  do  so,  shall  be  held  a  suffi- 
cient authority,  and  shall  shield  biro  from 
all  punishment  for  his  act.  Then  comes 
this  implied  authority,  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  claims, 
that,  namely,  of  opening  letters  on  his 
own  authority  and  responsibility;  and  upon 
this  point  I  will  raise  no  question.  But 
I  will  tell  him  this,  that  I  very  strongly 
suspect,  if  he  were  to  lay  his  warrant  for 
opening  the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fittsbury  on  the  Table  of  this  House, 
that  that  warrant  would  be  taken  to  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  the  legality 
of  it  would  be  there  tried*  1  have  no 
manner  of  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  would  bring  his  action  within 
twenty*four  hours,  and  he  would  try  the 
specific  warrant  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
upon  the  same  principle  that  the  question 
of  general  warrants  was  before  tried,  and 
let  me  add  my  belief,  that  the  same  result 
would  follow.  But  that  is  not  the  ques- 
tion  which  is  at  present  under  considera- 
tion. I  bring  the  subject  before  the  House 
of  Commons  in  another  form,  and  I  say, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  &*  ^^^  *>  ^^ 
are  ooncemed,  cannot  shelter  himself 
under  such  responsibility  as  he  seeks  to 
claim,  but  is  bound  to  answer  the  ques* 
tion  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
has  addressed  to  him.  I  now  call  upon 
the  House  to  consider  likewise  the  conse. 
quences  which  cannot  but  be  deduced 
from  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
That  right  hon.  Baronet  described  in  a 
most  elaborate  and  portentous  manner  to 
this  House,  the  ciieumstances  which  cha- 
racterized the  autumn  of  the  year  1842, 
end  the  responsibilities  which  rested  upon 
the  Governmnnt  then.  I  do  not  know  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to 
create  such  an  impression  in  this  House ; 
but,  as  far  as  i  individually  am  concerned, 
I  am  beutid  to  state,  with  great  deference 
to  him»  that  I  considered  he  meant  to  as- 
ma  that  England  was  in  a  most  dangerous 


situation  at  that  period ;  that  all  the  con- 
stitutional powers  which  the  Ministers 
possessed  of  preserving  the  tranquillity 
and  peace  of  the  Kingdom  had  been 
called  into  action  and  had  been  eihausted; 
and  that  having  the  power  of  opening 
letters,  he  had  exercised  that  power  for 
the  purposes  of  the  public  weal.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  charged  the 
Home  Secretary  with  hating  opened  his 
letters.  That  was  not  denied.  And  the 
immediate,  and  I  must  say,  the  natural 
inference  not  only  in  this  House,  but 
throughout  the  country  was,  that  the  hon. 
Member's  letters  had  so  been  detained 
and  opened.  Now,  if  the  fact  were  so, 
would  it  not,  may  I  observe,  have  been 
prudent,  would  it  not  have  been  generous, 
would  it  not  have  been  in  accordance  with 
candour,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary  had  got  up  in  his  place 
and  openly  said,  **  Yes,  it  is  true;  we  did 
open  your  letters ;  we  apprehended  dan- 
ger, we  found  none  ;  we  looked  for  sub* 
picious  circumstances,  we  found  nothing 
to  criminate  you  or  your  correspondents. 
We  followed,  in  so  doing,  the  example  of 
our  immediate  predecessors,  and  we  acted 
therein  upon  our  own  deep  feelings  of  re« 
sponsibility  ?''  Suppose  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said  something  to  this  effect. 
I  believe  he  would  have  thereby  com. 
pletely  disarmed  the  public  indignation. 
The  people  would  have  probably  felt  and 
declared  that  the  power  which  had  been 
exercised  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  a 
dangerous  one,  but  that  in  calling  that 
power  into  action,  Ministers  had  explained 
the  reasons  why  they  had  done  so  to  the 
Representatives  of  the  people,  and  that 
they  had  been  held  to  their  responsibility. 
But  if  we  cannot  bring  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet and  the  Ministry,  claiming  to  exer- 
cise this  most  dangerous  and  delicate 
power,  to  a  sense  of  their  responsibility  in 
exerting  it ;  if  we  cannot  compel  them  to 
give  us  an  account  of  the  motives  by 
which  they  have  been  guided  in  calling 
it  into  action,— then.  Sir,  let  me  tell  the 
right  ^hon.  Baronet  the  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  that  we  must  abolish  that  power, 
and  thus  prevent  them  from  ever  again 
exercising  it.  But  this  matter  cannot  rest 
where  it  is,  consistently  with  the  senti- 
ments which  are  entertained  respecting  it 
out  of  doors.  The  progress  of  the  whole 
question  has  from  its  very  origin  been 
marked  by  concessions.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  already  made  two  concea* 
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sions  to  the  general  tentiments  that  ha?e 
animated  this  House  and  the  people.     He 
yielded,  after  (he  delay  of  one  day  or  two, 
to  the  demand  for  an  inquiry.  He  yielded 
again  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract, 
for  he  answered  his  question.    He  will 
make  a  third  concession  before  long — a 
concession  which  he  would   have  acted 
wisely  in  making  at  the  first  He  will  come 
forward  and  say,  '*  It  is  true  we  have  done 
this  which  is  laid  to  our  charge ;  but  we 
acted  herein  upon  a  belief  that  we  were 
promoting  the  public  good.     If  we  are  no 
longer  to  have  this  power,  repeal  it ;  but 
having  it^  we  considered  we  were  but  dis* 
charging  our  duty  to  our  Sovereign  and 
our  country,  by  ezercisinf  it  in  the  manner 
that  has  been  slated."     Would  not  this, 
let  me  ask,  have  satisfied  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury?     I  believe  it  would.    And, 
moreover,!  believe  that  had  I  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London, 
when  he  was  Home  Secretary,  asking  him 
whether  he  had  opened  my  letters,  and  he 
had  then  replied  that  such  was  the  fact — I 
repeat,  1  believe  that  I  should  then  have 
stated,  that  I  was  quite  satisfied,  for  that 
such  a  power  must  have  been  exercised  by 
the  noble  Lord  only  upon  the  most  grave  and 
serious  considerations.    For  my  own  part 
I  am  of  the  same  opinion  with  the  hon. 
Baronet   the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  in  this  respect.     I  do  not  care 
whether  my  letters  are  opened  or  not.     I 
did  not    suspect    them    to    have  been 
opened  at  the  time  that  I  allude  to,  but 
circumstances  have  since  occurred  which 
have  satisfied  me  that  such  was  the  case. 
But  the  sentiments  which  I  express  are 
far  from  being  in  accordance  with  the  ge- 
neral feeling  of  the  country  with  respect 
to  the  violation  of  seals  at  the  Post  Office. 
The  people  say,  though  it  may  be  doubted, 
that  the  practice  led  to  the  results  which 
have  been  fixed  upon  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  foreign  correspondence  that 
was  opened.    The  people,  I  repeat,  allege 
that  such  consequences  are  likely  to  result 
from  a  continuance  of  this  practice.   And, 
Sir,  1  also  may  observe,  that  there  might 
come  a  time  when  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  may  not  be  possessed 
of  that  discretion  and  that  high  spirit  of  in- 
tegrity and  honour  which  characterize  and 
distinguish  in  so  remarkable  a  degree  the 
noble  Lord  who  holds  that  post.  But  that 
functionary  might  be  a  person  whose  exer- 
cise of  this  power  would  entail  the  most  dis* 
aitrQus  consoqaencet  upon  some  unhappy 


individuals;  and  if  1  know  anything  of  the 
sentiments  and  of  the  feelings  of  my  couo« 
trymen,  they  would  unite  in  one  universal 
cry  of  indignation,  and  sink  to  shame  at 
the  thought  of  having  enabled  a  British 
Minister  to  promote  the  cause  of  des- 
potism; thus  aided,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  may  rest 
assured  that  if  he  desires  the  continnance 
of  that  power  which  bis  Government  pos- 
sesses, he  must  declare  quickly  his  inten* 
tions  respecting  this  matter  ;  and  I,  Sir, 
now  conclude  by  expressing,  not  only  ny 
hope,  but  also  my  belief,  that  the  people 
of  this  country  will  not  be  satisfied  until 
this  power  is  entirely  abolished. 

Mr.  John  Collett  moved  that  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned. 
Mr.  Speaker  having  put  the  question, 
Sir  R,  Peel  said :  Sir,  I  much  regret 
that  it  is  considered  necessary  again  to 
postpone  this  debate.  I  do  think  that, 
unless  there  were  an  absolute  necessity 
for  a  further  adjournment,  a  sense  of  jus- 
tice towards  the  Government  ought  to 
induce  the  House  to  continue  the  discus- 
sion to-night  for  the  purpose  of  pronouncing 
an  opinion  upon  the  subject  before  it.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary this  matter  should  be  disposed  of 
before  the  House  proceeds  with  other  ba« 
siness.  And  the  House  is  aware  that  the 
other  business,  which  must  of  necessity 
be  postponed  if  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment be  persevered  in,  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  the  commercial  and 
general  interests  of  the  country.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  now  makes  the 
Motion,  wishes  to  speak,  I  am  sure  he 
will  now  be  listened  to  with  attention.  It 
is  only  a  little  past  twelve.  If  the  debate 
be  again  postponed  to*  night,  it  must  take 
precedence  of  all  other  business  to*morrow, 
and  that  will  render  it  necessary  to  poet- 
pone  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  M.  Gibson)  upon  the 
Sugar  Duties ;  and  also  the  noble  Lord's 
(Lord  John  Rnssell's)  Motion  on  the  same 
subject,  and  no  decision  upon  either  of 
those  questions  will  be  pronounced  this 
week.  Now  I  say  that  will  be  a  great 
public  inconvenience,  not  nerely  to  tb« 
Members  of  the  Government,  though  they 
are  mainly  interested  in  promoting  th« 
public  business,  but,  looking  at  the  gient 
public  interests  involved,  and  the  manner 
they  are  effiected,  it  is,  I  submit,  the  dnty 
of  the  HoDse  to  make  a  sacrifice  of  its  own 
oonvei|ien€e  in  somedegreti  and  decidt 
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to-nigbt  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury. 

Mr.  John  Collett  regretted  that  he  could 
not  fall  into  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  House  bad  met  at  four 
o'clock,  and  the  Speaker  had  been  in  the 
Chair  from  that  hour  until  now — past 
twelve  o'clock.  It  was  only  just  to  the 
House  and  to  various  hon.  Members  who 
were  anxious  to  speak  upon  the  subject, 
that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned. 
He  was  himself  anxious,  to  make  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  question,  aud  had  been 
endeavouring,  for  the  last  seven  hours,  to 
catch  the  Speaker's  eye^  but  without  suc- 
cess ;  and  he  knew  of  at  least  twenty  other 
hon.  Memberson  hissideofthe  House  who 
were  in  the  same  situation.  He  knew  it 
was  impossible  for  any  Member  to  be 
listened  to  at  that  hour  of  the  morning. 
He  had  on  several  occasions  spoken  at  a 
late  hour,  and  had  not  been  attended  to ; 
and  it  had  been  asked  of  him  why  he  did 
not  speak  earlier?  He  was  determined, 
therefore,  that  he  would  not  speak  late  on 
the  present  question,  but  would  insist  upon 
the  adjournment. 

After  some  conversation  on  the  pro- 
priety of  adjourning  the  debate,  and  on 
the  business  before  the  House,  —  the 
House  divided  on  the  question  of  adjourn* 
ment: — Ayes  29;  Noes  269:  Majority 
340. 

QThe  following  is  the  list  of  those  who 
voted  for  the  adjournment.  It  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  publish  the  list  of  the  majority.] 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Blewilt,  R.  J.  Heathcoat,  J. 

Bouverie,  hon.  £.  P.  HoUond,  R. 

Bo  wring,  Dr.  Martin,  J. 

Bright,  J.  Morris,  D. 

Brocklehurst,  J.  Muntz,  G.  F. 

Byngy  rt.  hon.  G.  S.  Murray,  A. 

Christie,  W.  D.  Pattison,  J. 

Curteis,  H.  B.  Pechell,  Cant. 

Dawson,  hn.  T.  V.  Ricardo,  J.  L. 

Duncan,  G.  Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 

Duncannon,  Visct.  Watson, W.  H. 

Duncombe,  T.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Evans,  W.  Williams,  W. 
Ferrand,  W.  B.  tellers. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Brotherton,  J. 

Haitie,  A.  Collett,  J. 

■ 

On  the  original  question  being  again 
put,  it  was  again  met  by  a  Motion  for 
adjournment.  And  after  some  further 
conversation, 

Sir  R.  Petl  said,  he  hadfelt  bound  to 
take  the  aense  of  the  House  on  the  first 


Motion  submitted  to  them.  The  great 
majority  which  supported  that  Motion 
sufficiently  proved  that  the  House  thought 
adjournment  would  be  unreasonable.  He 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  the  sense  of 
the  House,  because  his  doing  so  might  be 
a  check  on  moving  adjournments  at  an 
early  period  of  a  debate,  and  an  expres- 
sion of  the  opinion  of  the  House  might 
have  considerable  influence.  At  the  same 
time  the  majority  on  that[(the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  would  feel  that,  in  the 
peculiar  posiiion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, this  was  not  a  question  on 
which  they  should  press  for  a  decision  of 
the  House.  The  majority,  however  large, 
sufficiently  showed  that  at  least  one  hun- 
dred Members  had  left  the  House.  Under 
these  circumstances,  knowing  that  if  there 
were  a  determination  to  adjourn,  hon. 
Members  might  enforce  their  wishes 
against  the  Government,  he  should  cer- 
tainly not  be  disposed  to  press  a  continu- 
ance of  the  debate.  The  only  alternative, 
therefore,  was  to  move  that  it  be  ad- 
journed till  the  next  day. 

Lord  /.  Ruaell  had  only  to  say  that 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quite 
right,  notwithstanding  the  large  majority 
they  had  obtained  on  this  particular  ques- 
tion, not  to  ask  the  House  to  proceed.  He 
felt  very  strongly  the  inconvenience  of  ad- 
journing a  question  which  might  have  been 
decided  by  two  or  three  hours  more  debate. 
It  seemed  to  him,  that  although  to-night 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  properly 
exercised  his  discretion,  on  future  occa- 
sions when  a  considerable  majority  de- 
clared against  adjournment,  it  would  be 
right  to  take  a  decision  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  observed  that  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  assist  him  in  making  a 
vigorous  attempt  to  conclude  the  debate, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
have  justice  on  his  side,  and  some  reason 
for  making  a  vigorous  attempt.  He  had 
felt  it  totally  impossible  that  the  debate 
could  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  that 
night.  As  to  the  question  itself,  it  was 
taken  out  of  his  hands ;  it  was  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  was,  in  fact, 
now  a  personal  question  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  himself;  it  was  a  question 
how  far  they  bad  abused  their  power  or 
not,  in  his  individual  case,  of  opening  his 
letters.  They  knew  perfectly  well  they 
had  opened  his  letters,  and  refused  any 
explanation  of  their  conduct.     Nothing 
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could  be  more  tyrannical  on  their  part 
than  to  refuse  any  justification ;  bat  a  jus- 
tification he  should  certainly  require  of 
their  hands.  As  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  had  said,  he  hoped  they  would 
not  allow  any  public  business  to  proceed 
until  some  satisfaction  was  given,  not 
only  to  himself,  but  to  the  House  and  the 
public.  He  had  heard  no  good  reason 
why  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  not 
have  accepted  the  proposition  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth,  and  consented 
to  adjourn  the  discussion  to  some  evening 
when  it  might  not  be  inconvenient  to  the 
Government.  And  what  was  the  reason 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
done  so?  Because  public  opinion  was  be- 
ginning to  bear  on  this  question,  and 
would  not  allow  any  act  of  tyranny  to  be 
perpetrated  even  towards  an  mdividual  so 
humble  as  himself.  Government  would 
lose  nothing  by  allowing  the  debate  to  be 
adjourned  ;  but  certainly  he  should  follow 
the  advice  given  to  him,  to  have  his  cha- 
racter vindicated,  after  the  imputations 
which  had  been  thrown  upon  it  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bute  that  evening,  and 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  indi- 
rectly on  a  former  evening,  associating 
him  as  .they  had  done  with  those  violent 
outrages  and  disturbances  which  took 
place  in  1842,  from  the  language  held 
with  respect  to  which  no  one  could  draw 
any  other  inference  than  that  they  would 
form  the  justification  of  fler  Majesty's 
Ministers  for  that  which  he  would  still 
continue  to  call  their  base  and  mean  act 
of  opening  his  letters,  which  they  dared 
not  in  their  places  avow. 

Mr.J.  S,  Wortley  said,  what  he  had 
stated  was,  that  he  thought  it  perfectly 

Dible  some  of  the  hon.  Member's  letters 
been  opened ;  but  he  had  never  im- 
puted to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  had 
given  the  slightest  encouragement,  or  had 
the  slightest  connexion  with  the  disturb- 
ances of  1842. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  accepted  the  expla- 
nation. He  bad,  however,  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  accuse  him  (Mr. 
T.  Duncombe)  of  being  in  communication 
with  persons  who  were  tried  at  York,  and 
upon  whose  trial  hand  grenades  were  pro- 
duced, and  to  identify  him  with  those 
parlies. 

Debate  odjourned,  and  House  adjourned 
at  a  quarter  past  one. 
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IfiNUTxa.]  PirmoNB  Prbssittbd.  By  Leid  Brougham, 
Arom  Edmund  Byrne,  Surgeon,  for  Ameodmait  at  Law 
relating  to  Ooranen'  Inquerti.— By  LMd  Stnlay,  tnm 
Sttigeoni  and  Apothecaxiai  of  Ulv«otoa  and 
NorUi  of  the  Sandt,  in  fitvour  of  Medical  Reftmn. 


SuoAE  Duties.]  Lord  Monteagle 
moved  for  a  return  of  the  amount  of  duty 
received  in  the  three  years  previous  to 
the  equalization  of  the  Sugar  Duties  in 
1835  and  1836,  and  in  the  three  years 
subsequent  to  that  period.  Up  to  that 
period  there  was  a  discrimioatiog  duty  on 
the  produce  of  East  and  West  India  su- 
gars ;  and  by  the  latter  it  was  regarded  as 
a  privilege  essential  to  their  psosperity. 
It  was  his  good  fortune  to  abolish  this  dis« 
criminating  duty;  and  though  there  were 
some  complaints  made  as  to  the  change, 
he  was  happy  to  find  that  many  of  those 
who  at  first  condemned  the  measure  after- 
wards warmly  approved  of  it,  and  many 
of  the  West  India  proprietors  actually 
embarked  their  capital  in  raising  East 
India  sugar.  The  Committee  which  sat 
on  the  subject  reported,— 

^^  It  is  highly  gralifytng  to  the  Comanitlet  lo 
ramark  how  coofidefable  »has  been  the  in- 
creased importation  of  East  India  sugar.  Tlie 
state  of  this  branch  of  the  trade  for  the  three 
years  antecedeot  and  subsequent  to  the  equa- 
liBation  of  these  duties  is  exhibited  in  the  fol- 
lowing table : — 


Cwt. 

Duty. 

1833     .     . 

.     .  111,0001 

f 

1834     . 

.     .    76,000  > 

£1  12 

0 

1835     . 

.     .  100,OOOJ 

1 

1836     .     . 

.  152,000^ 

} 

1837     .     , 

,     .  296,000] 

-£l     4 

0- 

1838     .     . 

.  498/XX)^ 

\ 

It  had  since  increased  much  more  in  1841, 
1,065,000,  and  1842,  935,000.  The 
Committee  to  which  he  had  referred  broad- 
ly laid  down  the  principle  that  there  should 
be  a  perfect  equality  between  sogara  the 
produce  of  the  East  and  West  Indies.  The 
Report  stated,-* 

**  It  appears  to  the  Committee  that  the  ffa» 
neral  principles  on  which  commf rcial  rpgmi^ 
tions  affecting  the  iotercour&e  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  the  Colonial  dependen- 
cies, and  the  mutual  intercourse  of  those 
dependencies,  should  rest,  should  be  that  of 
perfect  equality,  subject  to  exception  only 
where  tlie  permanent  interest  of  the  .whole 
Empire,  or  the  temporary  circttaulanees  of  my 
part  of  our  foreign  possessions  may  seem  im 
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render  such  exceptions  necessary  or  expe- 
dient; that  DO  partial  favour  should  grant  to 
one  colony  any  advantage  over  another,  either 
in  the  Colonial  ports^  or  in  those  of  the  United 


discussing  this  question  when  the  measure 
itself  was  not  before  the  House ;  and  be 
would  not  have  done  so  had  it  not  been 
for  the   inference  drawn    by  his    noble 


Kingdom.  Colonial  possessions  scattered  over  I  p^jg^j^  jl,^  Government  did  mean  to 
the  four  quarters  of  the  globe, and  legislaUvely  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^  ^1,^  produce  of 
det)endent  on  the  acts  of  a  distant  Govern- 1  ^^^^  East  and  the  West  Indies;  and  they 

did  intend  to  apply  the  same  quantity  of 


dependent 

roent,  can  only  be  maintained  in  peaceful  and 
willing  obedience  by  making  strict  justice  and 
impartiality  tlie  sole  guides  of 'every  legisla- 
tive proceeding  by  which  they  may  be  af- 
fiected." 

If,  after  the  experience  we  had  had, 
any  attempt  was  made  to  adopt  a  discri* 
minating  scale  of  duties  between  sugar 
the  produce  of  the  East  and  West  Indies, 
it  would  not  only  be  a  departure  from  the 
principles  of  legislation  we  had  hitherto 
observed,  but  it  would  be  acting  in  entire 
disregard  of  the  success  of  that  experi- 
ment. 


reduction  on  the  sugars  produced  in  the 
East  as  in  the  West  Indies.  What  they 
did  propose  was,  to  make  a  difference  in 
the  duty  applying  both  to  the  East  Indian 
and  the  West  Indian  sugars,  affecting  not 
only  the  quality  of  the  sugar  but  the  pro- 
cess it  had  undergone.  Some  sugar  had 
undergone  no  process,  whilst  other  had 
been  subjected  to  many  scientific  pro- 
cesses ;  and  happy  was  he  to  say  that  sci- 
ence was  constantly  introducing  new  pro- 
cesses, so  that  a  different  value  was  often 
.  given  to  the  same  article,  even  when  it 
Lord  Stanley  said,  that  so  far  as  the  I  was  the  produce  of  the  same  Colony. 
Papers  which  were  moved  for  were  con- 1  The  duty  on  Muscovado  Sugar  was  now 

n  the  part  25$,  4d.  per  cwt.,  for  his  noble  Friend 
would  recollect  the  5  per  cent,  added  to 
the  duly,  and  it  was  thought  that  the 
duty  on  this  should  be  somewhat  different 
from  sugars  of  a  higher  class ;  that  ther0 
should  be  a  diminution  of  duty  on  the 
lowest,  the  poorest,  and  the  least  manu- 
factured class  of  sugars,  whether  they 
were  the  produce  of  the  East  Indies  or  of 
the  West;  and  the  Government  thus 
gave  an  increased  advantage  to  the  lowest 
class  of  consumers,  by  imposing  a  some- 
what higher  duty  on  the  better  class  of 
sugars.  He  knew  his  noble  Friend  would 
say  that  sugars  the  produce  of  the  East 
Indies  were  of  this  higher  class ;  but  when 


cerned,  there  was  no  objection  on 
of  the  Government  to  give  to  that  or  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  all  the  infor- 
mation in  their  power.  He  agreed  that  it 
was  a  fit  time  to  require  such  information 
when   Her  Majesty's    Government   were 

? reposing  a  great  alteration  in  the  Sugar 
duties,  and  a  great  reduction  of  the  duties 
on  sugar  the  produce  of  our  own  Colonies, 
and  of  the  free  labour  of  foreign  states. 
He  would  not  have  said  one  word  more 
on  the  subject  if  his  noble  Friend  had  not 
Seemed  to  infer  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  recede 
from  that  principle  of  perfect  equality  of 
duty  between  different  parts  of  Her  Ma- 


je8ty*s  possessions  in  the  East  and  West    his  noble  Friend  saw  the  proposal  of  Go- 
Indtes,  which  had  worked  so  well.    The    vernment— and  it  would  be  wise  till  then 


object  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
whatever  the  reduction  of  duty  might  be, 
was  to  adhere  to  the  principle  of  entire 
equality  of  duty  between  similar  sugars  of 
the  different  possessions  of  the  Crown. 
At  the  present  time  it  was  the  more  im- 
portant that  there  should  be  no  discou- 
ragement given  to  the  growth  of  sugar  in 
the  East  Indies,  because  it  was  most  de- 
sirable that  the  consumption  and  the 
amount  of  duty  should  increase.  If  they 
excluded,  as  he  hoped  they  would  do, 
sugar  the  produce  of  slave  labour,  they 
ought  not  to  throw  any  discouragement, 
but  rather  they  ought  to  give  every  en- 
couragement, to  sugar  produced  within 
the  dominions  of  the  British  Crown.  He 
did  not  know  whether  he  was  regular  in 


to  reserve  any  comment»-*he  would  see 
that  it  was  not  intended  to  increase  the 
duty  on  the  East  Indian  sugars,  but  only 
to  raise  I  he  duty  on  such  sugars  as  had 
undergone  a  process  not  only  to  give  a 
degree  of  whiteness  but  of  fineness  to  the 
sugars,  which  would  apply  equally  to  the 
West;  Indies.  To  the  Return  moved  for 
he  had  no  objection. 

Lord  Monteagle  was  certainly  obliged 
to  his  noble  Friend  for  the  explanation  he 
had  given,  especially  as  he  admitted  that 
thore  should  be  an  equality  of  duty.  If 
it  should  turn  out  that  the  change  would 
apply  exclusively  to  that  description  of 
sugar  which  was  produced  in  the  East 
Indies,  and  which  at  the  present)  time 
was  subject  only  to  the  same  duty  as 
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and  attorneys ;  for  be  knew  that  many  of 
them  were  very  respectable  men  in  their 
way.  If  the  public  saw  a  sum  of  money, 
such  as  20,0001, ,  paid  down  at  once  in  a 
new  company,  they  would  have  some  con- 
fidence. No  one  could  be  more  inclined 
than  himself  to  forward  any  project  that 
would  be  useful  to  the  country;  but  he 
never  would  encourage  or  have  anything 
to  do  with  schemes  which  he  believed  to  be 
delusive  and  dangerous. 

On  Clause  111, — empowering  justices  to 
imprison  officers  of  companies  refusing  to 
deliver  up  books  and  documents,  the  pri« 
soner  to  remain  in  custody  without  bail, 

Mr.  Harves  objected  to  the  clause,  on 
account  of  the  nature  of  the  remedy  pro- 
vided by  it. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  clause  was  the 
usual  one,  and  the  best  defence  of  it  was, 
that  no  complaints  had  ever  arisen  from  its 
operation.  The  case  of  a  company  requir- 
ing its  servants  to  deliver  up  books,  papers, 
vouchers,  and  so  on,  which  were  its  own 
property,  was  not  at  all  analogous  to  the 
ordinary  case  of  a  dispute  between  two 
parties  in  a  Court  of  Justice*  where  the 
presumption  was  equally  in  favour  of  both 
antecedently  to  the  investigation.  He  could 
conceive  of  no  justification  for  detainiog 
the  property  of  the  company. 

Mr.  Spooner  said,  as  the  party  was  to  be 
imprisoned,  in  the  absence  of  bail,  until 
he  had  made  up  his  accounts,  facilities 
ought  to  be  affi)rded  to  him  for  that  pur^ 
pose. 

Mr.  Henley  could  not  see  why  these 
new  companies  should^  have  any  powers,  as 
regarded  their  servants,  which  the  old  com- 
panies did  not  possess.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  there  could  be  no  possible 
justification  for  detaining  books  and  papers. 
Why  it  might  be  that  that  was  the  only 
way  in  which  a  clerk  could  prove  that  the 
company  were  indebted  to  him.  The  ob- 
servation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham was  a  very  striking  one.  By  this  law 
they  imprisoned  a  man  because  he  did  not 
give  up  books,  and  then  they  kept  him  in 
prison  because  he  did  not  make  up  his  ac- 
counts, although  no  facilities  were  provided 
for  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  Fox  JMaule  did  think  that  the  dause 
should  be  modified,  and  that  a  power  should 
be  given  to  ascertain  whether  the  offence 
was  one  for  which  they  might  take  bail,  as 
in  ordinary  cases. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  concurred  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  clause  required  mo- 
dification. But  with  regard  to  the  observa- 


tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
upon  another  part  of  it,  it  appeared  to 
him  (Lord  G.  Somerset)  that  a  public 
audit  of  the  accounts  would  not  be  neces- 
sary. However,  he  would  suggest  that 
the  clause  should  be  passed  now,  and  when 
the  Report  was  brought  up  he  would  have 
a  modified  clause  prepared  ;  but  if  he  at- 
tempted to  do  so  now,  he  might  do  too  much 
or  too  little. 

The  clause  agreed  to,  proformd. 

Remaining  clauses  were  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

The  Report  received  and  ordered  to  be 
taken  into  further  consideration. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  three,  to 
five  o'clock. 

At  five  o'clock  the  House  again  met 

Sugar  Duties.]  Sir  William  Clay 
begged  leave  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hoD.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche^ 
quer  on  the  subject  of  the  Sugar  Duties. 
He  wished  to  know  what  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to 
the  time  when  the  proposed  alteration  in 
the  Sugar  Duties  stiould  be  carried  into 
efi'ect  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  it  was  intended  the  reduction  should 
take  place  immediately  after  the  day  on 
which  the  Resolutions  should  have  been 
agreed  to  in  the  Committee,  without  wait, 
ing  for  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Opektno  Letters  at  the  Post  Of- 
fice—  Adjourned  Debate  (Third 
Night).]  Mr.  J.  Collett,  in  resuming  the 
debate,  said,  that  before  entering  on  the 
general  question,  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  (o  the  adjournment 
last  night.  No  person  could  regret  more 
than  he  did  the  inconvenience  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  put ;  but 
in  the  first  place,  considering  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  and  that  it  involved 
considerations  with  respect  to  the  li- 
berty of  the  subject,  and  the  rights 
of  Members  of  Parliament,  he  conti- 
dered  he  was  justified  in  demanding  ao 
adjournment.  In  the  second  place,  be 
thought  that  the  state  of  public  feeling 
required  a  full  discussion  on  the  subject* 
In  ihe  third  place,  be  thought  he  was  jus- 
tified in  moving  that  adjouroroeni,  bj  tlie 
lateness  of  the  boor  when  the  noble  Lord's 
(I/>rd  Howick's)  Amendment  wasbroogbt 
forward.  In  the  fourth  place,  he  thonghtan 
adjournment  was  doe  to  the  Speaker,  who 
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•pvrit  of  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  words  <*  public  foot- 
paths" should  be  introduced  in  the  clause 
which  provided  for  the  security  of  rights 
to  highways  after  the  word  **  highways." 

Mr.  Agliottby  thought  the  noble  Lord's 
suggestion  would  meet  the  object  he  had  in 
▼lew. 

House  in  Committee. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  said,  that  on  the  night 
when  he  had  given  notice  of  his  intention 
to  introduce  the  bills  which  were  now  to  be 
considered,  he  had  stated  that  the  object  of 
Government  in  the  introduction  of  these 
bills  was,  to  render  all  Private  Bills  which 
might  be  hereafter  introduced,  for  the 
formation  and  regulations  of  railways  and 
companies,  conformable  to  the  regulations 
of  the  bill  now  before  the  Committee ;  of 
course,  there  was  no  intention  to  prevent 
the  discussion  being  taken  on  any  Private 
Bills  which  might  hereafter  be  introduced. 
They  might  be  considered  in  their  several 
clauses  in  Committee,  and  then  other 
clauses  introduced  at  that  time  to  render 
them  comformable  with  the  bills  which 
were  before  the  Committee. 

Clauses  up  to  14  agreed  to* 

On  Clause  15, — ^all  calls  to  be  paid  up 
before  the  transfer  is  made,  being  put, 

Mr.  Warvn  protested  that  it  was  an  ex- 
ceedingly hard  clause.  If  it  passed  the 
Committee,  a  shareholder  would  be  pre- 
cluded from  disposing  of  his  shares  until  he 
had  paid  up  the  whole  of  his  calls.  Now, 
a  call  might  be  made  for  a  particular  day  ; 
and,  in  the  interim,  no  one  could  transfer 
his  stock.  This  was  extremely  hard ;  and 
unless  the  Government  had  some  strong 
grounds  to  support  it,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  either  struck  out  or  postponed. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  objection  to  the 
clause  appeared  to  be  this, — it  would  pre- 
vent the  solvent  shareholder  from  disposing 
of  his  shares  until  all  the  calls  were  paid 
up,  and  thus  the  insolvent  holder  would 
have  the  advantage  ;  for,  of  course,  it  did 
not  much  matter  to  him  whether  he  effected 
a  transfer  or  not.  Now,  to  meet  this  ob. 
jection,  he  would  suggest  that  the  follow- 
ing words  be  inserted : — '*  After  such  call 
has  been  made,  and  shall  become  due." 

Mr.  Hayter  approved  of  the  clause.  It 
would  put  an  end  to  an  extremely  bad 
practice  which  existed  amongst  railway 
share  speculators.  They  entered  into  en- 
gagements without  the  least  probability  of 
their  ever  being  able  to  meet  them ;  and 
when  they  became  deeply  involved  for  calls, 
they  shook  off  their  responsibility  by  trans- 
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ferring  the  shares  to  men  of  straw.  If 
they  omitted  the  clause,  there  would  be  no 
protection  afforded  to  the  honest  and  solvent 
speculator.  The  moment  a  call  was  made 
it  became  a  debt ;  and  he,  for  one,  could 
see  no  objection  why  every  call  should  not 
be  satisfied,  before  any  transfer  was  allowed. 
At  all  events,  if  some  such  provision  as  this 
were  not  made,  it  would  be  hard  upon 
those  who  had  entered  into  engagements, 
with  every  hope  and  intention  of  meeting 
them  in  due  course,  to  allow  dishonest 
speculators  to  creep  out  of  their  liabilities 
in  the  manner  he  had  stated.  He  really 
could  not  conceive,  therefore,  on  what 
ground  the  clause  was  proposed  to  be 
omitted. 

Mr.  Henley  denied  that  a  call  became  a 
debt  payable  immediately  on  being  made. 
He  apprehended  a  call  stood  upon  the  same 
principle  as  rent,  for  which  no  distraint 
could  be  made  until  the  expiration  of  the 
quarter.  So  of  a  call ;  it  could  not  be 
legally  demanded  until  the  time  allowed 
for  payment  had  expired. 

Lord  (j.  Somerset  was  disposed  to  think 
that  the  clause  might  be  improved  ;  and  at 
a  future  time  he  would  be  ready  to  con- 
sider the  Amendment  proposed.  But  as 
the  clause  was  introduced  after  much  con- 
sideration and  discussion,  and  as  it  had 
been  introduced  into  every  railway  bill 
for  the  last  thirteen  or  fourteen  years,  he 
could  not  take  upon  himself  the  responsi- 
bility of  altering  it  at  present,  or  without 
much  consideration. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  20,— respecting  the  payment 
of  subscriptions  by  instalments, 

Colonel  Sibthorp  objected  to  allow  these 
companies  to  pay  up  their  capitals  by  in- 
stalments, or  by  '*  calls.**  He  would  have 
the  whole  subscription  paid  at  once.  This 
system  of  calls  enabled  railway  schemes  to 
be  taken  up,  as  was  truly  said  by  an  hon. 
Member  opposite,  by  "men  of  straw." 
They  got  up  those  schemes  without  a  shil- 
ling in  the  world,  and  then  they  went  over 
the  country  under  the  pretence  of  making 
surveys.  He  himself  could  not  endure  to 
have  his  property  entered  upon,  and  his 
trees  cut  down  by  these  marauders.  He 
would  say  that  at  least  two-thirds  of  the 
capital  ought  to  be  subscribed  at  first.  He 
knew  how  the  schemes  were  got  up.  People 
who  knew  nothing  about  these  things  were 
humbugged  [a  lavgh.']  ;  yes,  humbugged 
— that  was  the  word — by  engineers  and 
attorneys.  Now,  he  did  not  want  to  make 
a  sweeping  charge  against  all  engineers 
3H 
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and  attorneys ;  for  he  knew  that  many  of 
them  were  very  respectable  men  in  their 
way.  If  the  public  saw  a  sum  of  rooney« 
such  as  20,000/.,  paid  down  at  once  in  a 
new  company,  they  would  have  some  con- 
fidence. No  one  could  be  more  inclined 
than  himself  to  forward  any  project  that 
would  be  useful  to  the  country;  but  he 
never  would  encourage  or  have  anything 
to  do  with  schemes  which  he  believed  to  be 
delusive  and  dangerous. 

On  Clause  111,— empowering  justices  to 
imprison  officers  of  companies  refusing  to 
deliver  up  books  and  documents,  the  pri- 
soner to  remain  in  custody  without  bail, 

Mr.  Harves  objected  to  the  clause,  on 
account  of  the  nature  of  the  remedy  pro- 
vided by  it 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  clause  was  the 
usual  one,  and  the  best  defence  of  it  was, 
that  no  complaints  had  ever  arisen  from  its 
operation.  The  case  of  a  company  requir- 
ing its  servants  to  deliver  up  books,  papers, 
vouchers,  and  so  on,  which  were  its  own 
property,  was  not  at  all  analogous  to  the 
ordinary  case  of  a  dispute  between  two 
parties  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  where  the 
presumption  was  equally  in  favour  of  both 
antecedently  to  the  investigation.  He  could 
conceive  of  no  justification  for  detaining 
the  property  of  the  company. 

Mr.  Spooner  said,  as  the  party  was  to  be 
imprisoned,  in  the  absence  of  bail,  until 
he  had  made  up  his  accounts,  facilities 
ought  to  be  afibrded  to  him  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  Henley  could  not  see  why  these 
new  companies  should^  have  any  powers,  as 
regarded  their  servants,  which  the  old  com- 
panies did  not  possess.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  there  could  be  no  poiisible 
justification  for  detaining  books  and  papers. 
Why  it  might  be  that  that  was  the  only 
way  in  which  a  clerk  could  prove  that  the 
company  were  indebted  to  him.  The  ob- 
servation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham was  a  very  striking  one.  By  this  law 
they  imprisoned  a  man  because  he  did  not 
give  up  books,  and  then  they  kept  him  in 
prison  because  he  did  not  make  up  his  ao 
Gounts,  although  no  facilities  were  provided 
for  such  a  purpose. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  did  think  that  the  clause 
should  be  modified,  and  that  a  power  should 
be  given  to  ascertain  whether  the  offence 
was  one  for  which  they  might  take  bail,  as 
in  ordinary  cases. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  concurred  with  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  clause  required  mo- 
dification. But  with  regard  to  the  observa- 


tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
upon  another  part  of  it,  it  appeared  to 
him  (Lord  G.  Somerset)  that  a  public 
audit  of  the  accounts  would  not  be  neces- 
sary. However,  he  would  suggest  that 
the  clause  should  be  passed  now,  and  when 
the  Report  was  brought  up  he  would  have 
a  modified  clause  prepared  ;  but  if  he  at- 
tempted to  do  so  now,  he  might  do  too  much 
or  too  little. 

The  clause  agreed  to,  proformd. 

Remaining  clauses  were  agreed  ta 

The  House  resumed. 

The  Report  received  and  ordered  to  be 
taken  into  further  consideration. 

House  adjourned  at  half.past  three,  to 
five  o'clock. 

At  five  o'clock  the  House  again  met 

Sugar  Duties.]  Sir  Witliam  Clay 
begged  leave  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  subject  of  the  Sugar  Duties. 
He  wished  to  know  what  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to 
the  time  when  the  proposed  alteration  in 
the  Sugar  Duties  should  be  carried  into 
effect  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  it  was  intended  the  redaction  should 
take  place  immediately  after  the  day  on 
which  the  Resolutions  should  have  been 
agreed  to  in  the  Committee,  without  wait, 
ing  for  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Opektno  Letters  at  the  Post  Of- 
fice—  Adjourned  Debate  (Third 
Night).]  Mr.  /.  Collett,  in  resuming  the 
debate,  said,  that  before  entering  on  the 
general  question,  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  Co  the  adjournment 
last  night.  No  person  could  regret  more 
than  he  did  the  inconvenience  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  put ;  but 
in  the  first  place,  considering  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  and  that  it  involved 
considerations  with  respect  to  the  li- 
berty of  the  subject,  and  the  rights 
of  Members  of  Parliament,  he  conii- 
dered  he  was  justified  in  demanding  ao 
adjournment.  In  the  second  place,  he 
thought  that  the  state  of  public  feeling 
required  a  full  discussion  on  the  subject* 
In  the  third  place,  he  thought  he  was  jua- 
tified  in  moving  that  adjournmeol»  by  tli« 
lateness  of  the  hour  when  the  noble  Lord's 
(Lord  Howick's)  Amendment  watbro«gbi 
forward.  In  the  fourth  place,  he  though  tan 
adjournment  was  due  to  the  Speaker,  who 
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had  sat  for  nine  hours  in  that  Chair,  and 
the  Hoase  had  appointed  to  meet  at  twelve 
o'clock  on  the  following  day.     In  the  fifth 
place,  he  considered  that  an  adjournment 
was  doe  to  the  Members  on  hu  side  of  the 
House,  and  to  Members  on   the  other 
side,  who  were  desirous  of  addressing  the 
House  on  this  subject,  and  for  whom  it 
was  well  known  it  was  impossible  to  ob- 
tain a  hearing  at  a  lace  hour  of  the  night. 
It  might  be  all  very  well  for  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  opposite,  or  for  the  noble  Lord 
the   Member  for  London,   to  say    they 
wished   the  debate  to  close — it  was  all 
very  well  for  those  great  guns,  who  could 
always  secure  a  bearing   whenever  they 
chose  to  speak,  if  it  were  six  o'clock  in 
the  morning — but  for  those  little  men, 
who  very  seldom  troubled  the  House,  they 
knew  very  well  that  if  they  rose  after  eleven 
o'clock  at  night,  they  were  interrupted  by 
the  Members  who  then  came  pouring  in 
for  the  purpose  of  swelling  a  majority.    If 
it  were  realty  desired  that  the  debates  of 
the  House  should  be  brought  to  an  earlier 
conclusion,  the  duration  of  the  speeches  j 
of  Members  should  be  limited.  The  Mem- 
ber, for  example,   who  made  a  Motion 
might  be  allowed  half  an  hour  at  the  out- 
side, and  every  other  speaker  should  be 
limited  to  a  quarter  of  an  hour ;  but  if 
some  Members  would  persist  in  speaking 
two  or  three  hours  at  a  time,  the  little  men 
had  no  chance  at  all.    With  regard  to  the 
main  question,  he  considered  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Committee  and  all  the  pro- 
ceedings before  it  as  highly  unsatisfactory. 
They  had  come  to  a  most  lame  and  im- 
potent conclusion  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
their  Report,  where  they  said, ''  Under 
these  circumstanees  it  will  be  for  Parlia- 
ment to  consider  whether  they  will  deter- 
mine upon  any  legislative  regulation,'' &c. 
Why,  those  Gentlemen  very  well  knew 
that  it  was  impossible  for  Parliament  to 
do  any  such  thing  without  the  evidence 
before  them  which  had  been  submitted  to 
the  Committee.    To  do  so  would  be  like 
the  performance  of  Hamlet  with  the  prin- 
cipal character  left  out.   A  serious  charge 
had  been  brought  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Finsbury,  and  be  had  offered 
to  prove  that  charge,  and  it  was  impossible 
that  the  affair  could  be  properly  examined 
by  a  Committee  which  was  secret,  and 
from   which  that  hon.  Member  was  ex- 
cluded.   The  Committee  had   power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records,  and 
if  they  bad  chosen  they  might  have  ex- 1 


amined  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
What  the  country  wanted  was  a  hondjide 
honest  inquiry,  for  the  purpose,  if  possible, 
of  getting  rid  of  the  degrading  and  un- 
English  custom  of  breaking  open  and  re., 
sealing  letters.  Without  any  reference  to 
(he  question  whether  this  or  that  Govern- 
ment issued  the  greater  number  of  war- 
rants, let  there  be  an  open  inquiry  into 
the  whole  question,  and  let  this  abomina- 
ble system  be  put  an  end  to,  so  that  the 
people  might  gain  confidence  in  the 
inviolability  of  their  correspondence. 
That  must  sooner  or  later  be  done,  and  if 
soon  it  would  be  with  a  better  grace. 
About  the  end  of  the  last  Session  there 
was  a  trial  in  the  Exchequer  where  the 
point  at  issue  was  the  age  and  identity  of 
a  horse,  and  the  Judge  was  reported  to 
have  said  to  the  counsel,  that  if  he  wished 
to  influence  the  court  or  the  jury,  and  to 
obtain  a  verdict,  be  should  produce  his 
horse.  So  he  (Mr.  Collett)  said  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  if  he  wished  to  secure 
a  majority  in  the  House,  and  influence 
the  public  mind,  he  would  produce  his 
horse;  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
wanted  to  look  into  his  mouth.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  insisting  upon  the 
necessity  of  an  opportunity  being  given 
for  the  fullest  investigation* 

Mr.  BMey  CoUuirne  said,  that  if  the 
question  before  the  House  had  merely 
affected  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsburv  he 
should  have  been  content  to  have  given 
his  negative  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposition ;  but  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland  made  it  necessary  for  him  to  ex- 
plain the  reason  of  the  vote  which  he 
should  give  on  the  present  occasion. 
Frequent  allusions  had  been  made  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  this  subject,  the 
Chairman  of  which  was  a  noble  relative 
of  his;  and  having  taken  considerable 
interest  in  the  proceedings  of  that  Com* 
mittee,  it  was  but  natural  that  be  should 
look  with  more  than  usual  anxiety  to  the 
fate  of  the  present  Motion.  His  noble 
Friend  undertook  the  office  of  Chairman 
to  their  Lordships'  Committee  with  the 
greatest  unwillingness,  feeling  it  to  be  a 
task  which  it  was  most  difficult  to  fulfil  in 
a  satisfactory  way,  because  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  prepare  a  Report  that  could 
fail  either  to  dissatisfy  the  parties  calling 
for  the  inquiry,  or  inflict  a  severe  rebuke 
Ofi  Her  Majesty's  Government.  But  » 
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Report  having  been  drawn  up^  in  which 
noble  Lords  of  the  highest  character  had 
mainly  coincided,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
if  he  were  to  concur  in  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury,  he  should 
be  doing  neither  more  nor  less  than  vir- 
tually passing  a  vote  of  censure  upon  his 
noble  Relative  and  the  other  noble  Lords 
who   were  Members  of  their  Lordships' 
Committee.     But  passing  by  the  personal 
view  of  the  question,  he  was  not  inclined 
to   agree   with   the  Motion  of  his   hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury.     The 
Committee  to   which   this  question    had 
been     referred    was    composed    of  men 
of  high  character,  sound  judgment,  and 
independent  of    all    party    bias.     Ad- 
mitting that,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  he 
could  fully  understand  why  the  people  of 
England  should  not  be  satisfied  with  tbeir 
decision.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  had  chosen   to  make  the 
Committee  a  secret  one.     It  might  be 
true  that  he  did  not  actually  propose  it 
himself,  but  he  knew  very  well  that  any 
suggestion  of  his  immediately  became  a 
law.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
be  a  better  judge  as  to  the  persons  who 
should  form  the  Committee  than  he  was  ; 
and,  led  away  by  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Mr,  Colborne) 
certainly  did  vote  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  being  a  Member  of  the 
Committee.    But  he  was  not  now  ashamed 
to  own  that,  in  that  instance,  he  considered 
that  he  had  acted  perfectly  wrong.    They 
ought  all  to  have  remembered  the  attacks 
which  that  hon.  Gentletnan  had  made  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  beenon  the  Committee 
three  nights  arduous  debate  would  have 
been  saved,  and  great  questions  of  public 
importance  would  not  have  been   post- 
poned.   He  was  aware  that  this  case  had 
eicited    great    interest    throughout    the 
country,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  was  chiefly  caused  by   the  con- 
temptuons  manner  in  which   it  was  met 
when  it  was  first  broached  in  that  House. 
He  was  very  far  from  wishing  to  be  one 
of  those  persons,  if  there  were  any  such, 
who    from    political  reasons   would  run 
down  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department.     He 
believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  acted  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
the  country.  It  was  quite  impossible,  after 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated, 
and  which    had  been   corroborated  by 


Members  of  the  Committees  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  to  assent  to  a 
vote  of  censure  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  differed  in  opinion  from  those 
who  wished  to  have  this  power  of  inspec- 
tion entirely  done  away  with.  No  doubt 
it  was  a  power  most  invidious  in  its  exer- 
cise, and  most  disagreeable  to  the  ML 
nibter  who  had  to  eiercise  it;  still  he 
could  imagine  cases  when  such  a  power 
would  not  only  be  useful,  but  absolutely 
necessary.  The  only  question,  therefore, 
was  the  amount  of  confidence  reposed  in 
the  Gentleman  who,  for  the  time  being, 
filled  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State.  It 
had  been  insinuated  that  this  was  a  Mo- 
tion founded  on  party  motives.  He  could 
not  pretend  to  know  the  motives  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, but  for  himself  he  could  honestly 
say,  that  h&felt  not  the  slightest  personal 
feeling  on  the  matter.  The  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  involved  no  censure  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  .had  no  party 
character,  and  he  should  support  it  by  his 
vote. 

Mr.  Ferrand :  When  this  question.  Sir, 
was  before  the  House  during  the  last  Ses- 
sion, I  studiously  avoided  taking  any  part 
in  the  discussion,  because,  so  soon  after  I 
myself  had  been  engaged  in  a  personal 
altercation  with  the  right  hon.  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  I 
doubted  whether  I  could,  unbiassed  by 
personal  feeling,  give  a  vote  upon  the 
question.  But,  Sir,  I  paid  a  studious  at- 
tention to  the  debates ;  I  heard  the  atate- 
ments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury ; 
and  when  I  heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
object  to  that  hon.  Member  being  upon 
the  Committee,  he  distinctly  said  that 
justice  should  be  done  to  all  parties  by 
that  Committee.  That  Committee  has 
sat,  and  has  reported  to  this  House.  The 
hon.  Member  has  come  to  this  House  and 
declared  in  his  place  that  that  Committee 
has  not  done  justice  to  him.  Sir,  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  declared  that  he  placed 
his  honour  in  the  hands  of  that  Committee, 
confident  that  they  would  do  justice  to 
him ;  and  he  reserved  to  himself  a  right 
of  appeal  to  this  House.  Now,  Sir,  I 
should  like  to  know  upon  what  grounds 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  a  right  to  re- 
serve to  himself  an  appeal  to  this  House,and 
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If  be  is  satisfied  with  the  Report  of  the 
ComiDitlee,  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
is  not;  therefore  the  hon.  Member  takes 
advantage  of  what  was  proposed  by  the  Go- 
Ternment,and  comes  now  before  this  House 
and  appeals  for  its  justice.     But  {  heard 
myself  last  night  a  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
speaking  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  charge 
those  who   think  the   hon.  Member   for 
Finsbury  has  been  wronged,  with  striking 
at  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whilst  his  hands 
were  tied  behind  his  back.   I  should  like  to 
know  who  it  was  that  tied  his  hands?    The 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  says  he  has  re- 
ceived a  personal  injury  at  the  hands  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  refuses  to  give  him  redress;  and 
I  am  surprised  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for   the  Home  Department  should  have 
tied   his  own   hands   for  the  purpose  of 
committing  the  suicidal  act  of  destroying 
his  political  character.     There  is  another 
point  1  wish  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the 
House.  It  is  this — if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  acted  impartially  in  his  office  of  Secre- 
tary of  State,  in  issuing  warrants  for  the 
opening  of  letters,  the  Committee  which 
inquired  into  the  circumstances  was  par- 
tially formed.     The   right  hon.  Baronet 
must  recollect  that  during  the  year  1842, 
not  only  was  the  hon.  Member,  according 
to  the  inference  which  we  must  draw  from 
the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, engaged  in  private  correspondence 
with  persons  who  were  supposed  to  be 
plotting  against  the  safety  of  the  State ; 
but  1  myself  the  other  night  heard  the 
First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  quote  from  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  in  this  House  during  the 
month    of  July,    1842,    and   upon   this 
speech  be  grounded  the  inference  which 
he  referred  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury.   The  House  will  remember  that  in 
January,  1842,  an  article  appeared  in  the 
Quarterly  Review  charging  Members  of 
this  House  with  having  been  instigators  of 
the  populace  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts to  break  the  peace;   and.  Sir,  in 
that  article  there  is  reported  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  meeting  held  in  London  by  some 
of  the  most  influential  members  who  com- 
pose that  body  as  well  as  guide  it.    And, 
Sir,  I  find  in  that  article  the  following 
statement,  extracted  from  the  columns  of 
The  Times,    The  House  is  aware  how  ex- 
cited the  public  mind  was  during  the  au- 
tumn of  1842 ;  it  has  not  forgotten  the 
Irialf  which  took  placo  of  large  numberv 


of  the  wot  king  classes  in  Lancashire, 
wUan  one  of  those  persons,  in  defending 
liiniself,  quoted  largely  from  speeches 
made  by  Members  of  this  House;  and 
that  the  learned  Judge,  when  he  heard 
those  quotations  read,  said  that  although 
they  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  proceed- 
ings before  the  Court,  yet  if  any  of  the 
parties  who  used  that  language  were  in- 
dicted for  it,  they  would  be  punished. 
These  were  not  the  exact  terms  which  the 
learned  Judge  used ;  but  they  are  the 
purport  of  what  he  said.  On  the  2nd  of 
December,  1842,  a  meeting  took  place  iu 
London,  and  it  was  stated  in  the  public 
papers  the  following  day  that — 

"  ^n  consequence  of  the  recent  division  of 
the  metropolis  into  sections  by  the  League, 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  Anti-Corn 
Law  agitation,  the  first  great  district  public 
meeting,  section  No.  1,  of  the  Metropolitan 
Anti-Corn  Law  League  was  held  last  night 
in  the  Mechanics'  Institution,  Southampton- 
buildings  ;  tliere  were  800  persons  present, 
including  at  least  100  females." 

And  who  does  the  House  suppose  presided 
over  that  meeting?  Why,  Sir,  Mr.  H. 
Warburton,  ex-M.  P.  for  Bridport.  At 
that  meeting  there  was  strong  and  violent 
language  used,  within  a  short  distance  of 
the  Home  Office. 

**  The  Chairman  made  a  speech,  and  called 
upon  Mr.  Vtlliers  to  propose  a  resolution, 
which  was  seconded  by  Mr.  Ricardo.  Mr* 
Ewart  proposed  the  next  resolution,  and  said 
when  things  came  to  that  pass,  it  would  be 
better  for  every  Englishman  who  loved  his 
country  to  sacrifice  his  life  in  maintaining  his 
liberty." 

And  upon  that  declaration  from  the  hon. 
Member,  a  Mr.  Blackmore  rose  and 
said,  **  That  is  our  order;  that  is  physical 
force.*'  The  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  was 
also  present  at  that  meeting ;  and  what  I 
want  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  is,  did  he  also  open  the  let- 
ters of  the  hon.  Members  composing  the 
Leaders  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  League, 
who  were  using  that  language  in  London 
— who  had  formed  the  ciiy  into  sections, 
according  to  the  method  adopted  in  Paris 
immediately  before  the  breaking  out  of 
the  French  Revolution  ?  If  he  did  not, 
he  has  acted  partially  towards  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  and  not  done  jus- 
tice to  the  office  he  holds.  I  have  been 
struck  with  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finibury  has  stood  op  io  thi^ 
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•House  and   boldly  made  bis  charge.     I 
heard  the  right  boD.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  reply  to  him      Sir,  be  did 
not  reply  to  him  like  a  roan  who  felt  he 
had  conscientiously  done  hit  duty  to  the 
office  be  holds.     No,  Sir;    his  defence 
was  uttered  with  '*  bated  breath ''   and 
"  faltering  phrase ;"  but  if  he    appeared 
not  to  enter  with  spirit  into  his  defence, 
how   much  more,    I  ask,  did   the  hon. 
Member  for  Kendal  appear  to  falter  under 
the  duties  which  he  had  undertaken  }     If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  bad  not  bad 
his  letters  opened  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,   I   think  the    hon.  Member   for 
Finsbury  will  be  justified  in  saying,  that 
from  personal  feeling  towards  himself  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  made  use  of  the 
office  which  he  holds  for  the  purpose  of 
satisfying  a  '*  prurient  curiosity,"  in  peep- 
ing into  his  letters.     But,   Sir,  there  is 
another  question  of  more  vital  importance 
than   any  personal  feeling  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.    Let  the  House 
remember  he  has  said  it  is  a  personal 
feeling.      Sir,  1  believe  that    those  two 
Gentlemen  were  friends  in  their  youth ; 
they,  Sir,  have  served  in  the  same  gallant 
corps;    and  I  extremely  regret  to  have 
beard  expressions  used  in  this  House  by 
those  two  hon.  Members  towards  each 
other,  which  I  feel  in  their  cooler  moments 
they  would  both   sincerely  regret.     But 
that  is  no  reason  why  the  attention  of  this 
House  is  to  be  called  from  the  serious  re- 
sponsibility which  attaches  to  it,  while  in- 
quiring into  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  power  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet has  legally  invested  in  him.     Now, 
I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  the  Colleague 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  promotes  this 
question,  to  the  power  which   the  right 
hon.  Baronet  says  he  has — the  power  of 
issuing  these  warrants.    The  House  and 
the  country  is  well  aware  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  a  great  advocate  for  the  system 
of  centralization.   The  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  now  attempting  to  carry  out  that  system 
by  introducing  into  Rochdale,  and  the  vi- 
cinity immediately  sarrounding,  the  Poor 
Law  Unions.     I  believe   that,  upon  his 
authority,  and  under  his  sanction,  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  have  tent  down 
an  Order  into  that  district  for  the  purpose 
of  forming    Unions.     According  to  the 
Order  which  wu  to  sent  down,  %  Board  | 


of  Guardians  have  been  elected  in  Roch- 
dale.     [''Question,   question!*']     I   will 
convince    the    hon.   Member    who  calh 
'*  Question,"  that  it  is  the  question  upon 
which   I  am  now  addressing  the  House. 
When  I  was  interrupted.  Sir,  I  said,  the 
ratepayers  of  Rochdale  had    elected    a 
Board    of    Guardians     who    have     re- 
fused to  enforce    the    law.      The    con- 
sequence has  been  that  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  have  applied  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  and  obtained  a  man-- 
damns  to  compel  them.    The  guardians 
have  instructed  their  solicitor  in  the  coun- 
try to  enter  an  appearance  in  the  Queen's 
Bench,  and  to  try  the  question  upon  its 
merits.    That  solicitor  sent  his  instruc- 
tions, as  well  as  the  merits  of  the  defence 
which  the  guardians  mean  to  argue  against 
the  mandamus,  through  the  Post  Office. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  are  both  parties  supporting 
each  other  in  their  attempts  to  force  that 
law  upon  the  Rochdale  Union.     I  do  not 
mean  to  insinuate  for  one  instant  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  opened  the  letters 
of  the  solicitor  to  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
but  I  mean  to  assert  that  be  has  the  power 
of  doing  it.     [A  laugh],    Hon.  Members 
may  laugh,  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  the  power  of  opening  the  letters  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  and  those 
of  as  many  other  people  as  he  chooses; 
and  therefore  he  might  open  those  of  the 
solicitor  to  the  Rochdale  guardians.    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  issued  eighteen  war- 
rants in  the  autumn  of  1842.    We  do  not 
know  whose  names  are  inserted  in  those 
warrants.     I  believe  there  are  the  names 
in  them  of  Members  of  this  Hoose— of 
many  other  Members  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury.     If  there  are  not,  it  was 
an  act  of  gross  tinustice.    I  say,  the  right 
hon.   Baronet,  if  he  is  an  unscnipuloas 
Minister,  has  the  power  of  stopping  that 
solicitor's  letters  upon  their  road  to  his 
agents  in  London,  to  know  what  the  merits 
are  of  the  opposition  of  the  Rochdale 
guardians  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 
Whether  the   Poor  Law  Commissiosers 
have  learned  the  merits  of  the  defeoce 
which  the  Rochdale  Board  of  OuardiaDS 
mean  to  offer  to  the  determination  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  enforce  the 
law  in  that  Union » I  know  not;  bat  this  I 
do  know  that  the  Poor  Law  CommisskMierB 
now  shrink  from  meeting  the  guardians. 
[Sir  /.  Oraham  :  No,  no.]     Then  ^^^ 
to  know  why  thej  have  not  proceeded 


d4i 


Adjournmt  Debate 


{Feb.  21} 


(Third  Night). 


949 


•with  the  triftl  dortng  the  lait  term }  I 
believe  myself  that  if  the  merits  of  the 
case  were  brought  before  the  court — 1  be* 
lieve  that  if  the  merits  of  the  guardians' de- 
fence were  brought  fairly  before  the  court, 
the  mandamus  would  be  quaae  d,  and 
that  the  evidence  which  will  be  brought 
forward  will  go  far  to  annihilate  the  Com- 
missioners. It  is  more  on  this  ground  than 
any  other  that  will  cause  me  to  vote  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  for  I  am 
desirous  of  taking  out  of  the  hands,  not 
only  of  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  but  of  every  other 
Minister  of  the  Crown  who  may  be  here- 
after in  office,  the  opportunity  of  using 
such  a  power. 

Mr.  StnUt :  I  am  anxious,  Sir,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  to  which  so 
many  allusions  have  been  made,  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  upon  the  subject  of  this  dis- 
cussion. I  am  anxious  to  add  my  testi- 
mony to  that  of  the  noble  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  and  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kendal — that  oothiog  could  be 
more  full,  more  open,  or  more  voluntary, 
than  the  evidence  tendered  to  that  Com- 
mittee by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  of  the  Members  of  tlie  present 
and  late  Government  I  am  sure,  Sir,  that 
the  Members  of  that  Committee  will  agree 
with  me  in  this  statement,  that  if  their 
Report  be  defective,  it  has  not  been  in 
consequence  of  a  want  of  any  evidence.  It 
has  been  said  that  our  Report  is  extremely 
defective ;  inasmuch  as  it  does  not  commu- 
nicate all  the  information  which  it  should 
communicate.  I  beg  the  House  to  consider 
the  position  in  which  the  Committee  were 
placed.  I  would  remind  them  that  when 
the  Committee  was  moved  for,  it  was  stated 
by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  this 
House,  the  Committee  would  necessarily 
inquire  into  matters  of  the  most  secret  and 
confidential  character,  and  that  conse- 
quently, in  their  opinion,  information 
could  not  be  given  unless  the  proceedings 
were  secret.  The  House  concurred  in  that 
opinion.  I  took  no  part  in  the  discussion, 
but  the  House  unanimously  decided  that 
the  Committee  should  be  a  Secret  Com- 
mittee. Of  course  the  witnesses  who  came 
before  us  came  avowedly  upon  the  un- 
derstanding that  they  were  confiding 
their  most  important  statements  to  our 
honour,  otherwise  their  evidence  would  not 
be  given.  If  the  Members  of  this  House 
now  wish  to  repudiate  the  decision  they 
came  to  then  in  aceeding  to  the  proposal 
that  the  Commitlee  Aoiud  be  a  secret  one^ 


they  are  of  course  at  liberty  to  do  so.  If 
they  now  wish  to  come  to  a  different  deci« 
sion,  and  to  call  for  the  evidence,  I  say  it  is 
a  matter  in  their  discretion  ;  they  may  so 
act  if  thej  think  proper;  but  certainly, 
after  having  come  to  the  decision  which 
they  adopted,  I  do  not  think  they  can 
reasonably  complain  of  the  Committee  for 
having  adhered  to  the  rule  which  the  House 
Itself  laid  down  ;  and  for  having  refused 
to  publish  that  which  would  have  been 
a  gross  violation  of  honour  and  confidence. 
But  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  BuUer),  has  noticed  one 
point  in  which  he  thinks  the  Committee 
acted  erroneously,  in  not  making  a  greater 
disclosure  to  the  House — that  is,  in  not 
reporting  especially  upon  the  charge  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  of  the  alleged  opening  of  his  letters. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  put  his 
charge  in  this  way: — there  are  three  dis* 
tinct  statements  made  in  this  House ;  one 
with  regard  to  the  opening  of  the  letters  of 
Mr.  Mazzini ;  a  second  with  regard  to  those 
of  the  Polish  gentlemen ;  and  a  third  with 
regard  to  the  opening  of  the  letters  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury.  He 
says,  "You  have  reported  upon  two  of 
these  questions,  and  you  decline  to  report 
upon  the  third.*'  I  am  not  going,  Sir,  to 
enter  into  any  statement  of  the  reasons 
which  may  have  influenced  the  Committee 
in  their  decisions,  but  I  think  I  am  able  to 
show  that  there  is  a  very  decided  and  clear 
distinction  between  these  cases.  Let  it  be 
recollected  that  the  whole  question  origin- 
ated in  the  presentation  of  a  petition  ^m 
Mr.  Mazzini,  complaining  that  his  letters 
had  been  opened,  followed  by  two  other 
petitions  from  the  Polish  gentlemen  1  have 
mentioned.  The  statements  contained  in 
those  petitions  produced  a  very  strong  feel* 
ing  ot^  indignation  and  sympathy,  both  in 
the  House  and  in  the  country — a  feeling 
that  there  had  been  a  breach  of  hospitality 
in  the  case  of  these  unfortunate  foreigners 
-—a  feeling  that  they  had  been  treated, 
if  not  with  harshness,  in  an  ungenerous 
spirit.  I  believe  that  impression  was  very 
genera],  both  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country ;  and  for  myself,  I  must  say,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  I  participated  in  that 
feeling.  So  strong  was  this  feeling  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  thought 
it  necessary  to  come  down  to  this  House 
and  make  a  statement  which.  I  believe,  was 
wholly  unprecedented ;  namely,  that  he  had 
issued  a  warrant  for  opening  these  letters, 
and  suggested  that  a  Secret  Committee 
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should  he  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
vestigating the  whole  case,  to  which  Com- 
mittee the  petitions  of  these  foreigners  were 
referred.  I  must  also  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  fact — that  the  other  al- 
legation^ with  reference^  I  mean,  to  the 
opening  of  the  letters  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury^  was  made  under 
very  different  circumstances.  In  that  case 
no  admission' whatever  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  had  opened 
any  letters  whatever.  In  fact,  he  declined 
altogether  to  answer  the  question.  It 
should  also  be  recollected,  that  the  com- 
plaint of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Finsbury  was  not  distinctly  made  in  his 
opening  speech.  He  only  stated  that  he 
did  not  know  but  that  his  own  letters  were 
opened.  The  charge  was  not  made  in  that 
direct  form  it  has  subsequently  assumed- 
Eesides,  it  was  not  a  recent  case  on  which 
the  public  mind  was  excited,  the  circum- 
stance having  occurred,  according  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
in  the  year  1842;  and  if  the  allegation 
were  well  founded,  it  must  have  been  mixed 
up  with  proceedings  totally  different  from 
those  to  which  the  attention  of  the  Secret 
Committee  was  specially  directed.  I  re- 
peat, Sir,  that  I  don*t  pretend  to  give  the 
reasons  which  influenced  the  Committee  in 
their  decision,  reporting  on  this  and  not 
reporting  on  that  allegation ;  but  I  think  I 
have  said  enough  to  show  timt  at  all  events 
there  was  a  great  distinction  between  the 
cases ;  and  that,  while  a  great  reluctance 
was  felt  to  mention  any  names,  there 
might  be  sufficient  reasons  for  reporting  on 
one  question,  and  at  the  same  time  abstain- 
ing from  making  a  report  on  another,  lest 
a  precedent  should  be  established  under 
which  every  demand  made  by  any  one  to 
know  whether  his  let  ters  were  opened  must 
be  reported  on  by  a  Secret  Committee, 
fiut  even  supposing  the  Committee  were  not 
able  to  go  into  all  these  questions  of  fact  in 
their  Report,  which  their  duty  as  Members 
of  a  Secret  Committee  prevented,  still  it 
has  been  said,  their  summary  of  the  evi- 
dence is  nut  satisfuctory  ;  and  they  ought 
to  have  pronounced  a  more  distinct  and 
clear  opinion  as  to  the  degree  of  dis- 
cretion under  which  this  power  has 
been  exercised  by  difl^erent  Secretaries 
of  State.  I  can  only  say,  looking  to  the 
constitution  of  that  Committee,  considering 
that  it  was  composed  of  nine  Gentlemen 
holding  very  difffreot  political  opinions, 
recollecting  the  difficult  and  delicate  sub- 

i'cct  they  had  to  deal  with,  it  could  not 
kave  excited  »urprise  if  they  had  come  tQ 


different  conclusions  as  to  the  precise  de- 
gree of  discretion  exercised  in  each  parti- 
cular case,  and  chose  therefore  to  reserve 
themselves  altogether  on  that  point.  With 
reference  to  this  most  important  branch  of 
the  inquiry,  1  must  say,  to  whatever  raiscoo- 
struction  I  may  expose  myself,  although  I 
am  a  political  opponent  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  certainly,  in  my  opi- 
pion,  he  has  been  unfairly  and  harshly 
treated  on  this  subject;  and,  however 
odious  this  power  may  be  generally  con- 
sidered —  however  disagreeable  its  exer- 
cise must  be  to  that  public  functionary 
to  whom  it  is  intrusted,  I  do  believe  he 
has  not  acted  otherwise  in  the  execution  of 
his  duty  than  those  who  preceded  him  in 
the  Home  Office.  Sir,  I  consider  it  a  mat-- 
ter  of  common  justice  on  my  part  to  make 
this  avowal ;  and  I  care  not,  as  I  said  be- 
fore, to  what  accusations  it  may  expose  me. 
It  has  been  said,  that  in  another  respect 
the  Report  of  this  Committee  is  unsatia-> 
factory ;  inasmuch  as  it  embodies  no  clear 
and  specific  recommendation  to  Parliament 
with  reference  to  the  course  that  should  be 
pursued  in  future.  There  are»  of  course, 
often  great  varieties  of  opinion  among  the 
different  Members  of  a  Committee;  and 
nothing  is  more  common  than  for  the  Com- 
mittee on  such  occasions  to  report  the  evi« 
dence  only,  leaving  the  House  to  draw 
what  conclusions  and  enact  what  mea- 
sures they  please.  In  the  case  of  the 
Committee  in  question,  as  it  was  a  secret 
one,  this  course  could  not  be  adopted ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  natural  that 
we  should  not  be  all  agreed  in  taking  the 
responsibility  of  the  particular  plan  to  be 
recommended  to  this  House ;  and  although 
the  course  we  took  has  afforded  a  fair  sub- 
ject for  ridicule  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  yet  I  think  we  took  the  only 
course  competent  to  us  when  we  only 
pointed  out  the  different  views  taken  by 
different  persons  of  the  evidence,  and  left 
the  House  to  form  its  own  conclusion.  For 
myself,  I  should  say,  looking  to  the  amount 
of  advantage  that  has  been  obtained  by  the 
exercise  of  this  power,  on  the  one  band, 
and  to  the  effect  that  has  been  produced  oo 
the  public  mind  by  ita  exercise,  on  the 
other,  that  if  the  power  be  continued  it 
should  not  be  continued  in  its  present 
state.  One  point  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment struck  me  much.  The  right  boo. 
Baronet  described  in  very  strong  terms  the 
state  of  responsibility  in  which  Skt  Govern- 
meot  were  placed  duriog  the  ombieaki  in 


945 


Adjourned  Debate  {  Feb  •  2 1 } 


{Third  Night). 


946 


1842-^aad  headded^  what  would  be  said  if 
aa  jr  GorerDmeot  which,  having  such  a  power 
and  labouring  under  such  a  renponsibility, 
neglected  to  use  that  power  ?  I  feel  the 
full  force  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  re- 
mark ;  but  at  the  same  time  J  cannot  but 
see  also  that  even  the  most  honest  Govern, 
ment,  the  most  well-intentioned  towards 
the  country,  might,  under  circumstances  of 
such  responsibility,  be  induced  to  make  an 
exercise  of  that  power  which  in  their 
cooler  moments  they  might  regret,  or  not 
think  advisable.  Of  course,  I  only  put 
this  hypothetically.  For  these  reasons, 
however,  I  should  wish  to  see  some  greater 
check  put  upon  this  power.  The  check 
which  I  myself  should  be  disposed  to  put 
upon  it  would  be,  to  assimilate  the  proceed- 
ings  under  warrants  for  opening  letters  as 
nearly  as  possible  to  those  under  search- 
warrants.  Those  are  only  granted  after 
certain  formal  preliminary  proceedings,  and 
on  information  taken  on  oath,  the  party 
against  whom  such  warrant  has  been  issued 
having,  in  case  of  any  abuse  of  the  power, 
the  means  of  legal  redress.  Now,  my  mode 
of  imposing  a  check  on  the  undue  exercise 
of  thit  power  of  opening  letters  would  be,  as 
I  have  said,  to  assimilate  the  proceedings 
with  those  in  the  case  of  a  search-warrant, 
and  80  afford  the  parties  affected  the  means 
of  redress.  With  this  view  I  must  say  I 
think  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
was  well  worthy  the  attention  of  the 
House.  I  am  well  aware  that  this  is  not 
the  proper  question  to  be  discussed  at  the 
present  time ;  but  I  do  hope  that  at  some 
future  period  it  will  come  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Colquhoun  obsenred,  that  the  ho- 
nourable feeling  displayed  in  the  speech 
just  delivered,  was  quite  refreshing  in  the 
midst  of  what  had  been,  in  some  respects, 
an  acrimonious  debate*  He  would  first  con- 
sider what  was  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland  (Lord 
Ho  wick)  ;  and  secondly,  what  it  was  not. 
If  the  opinion  of  all  Members  were  asked 
whether  it  were  not  desirable  to  abolish 
such  a  power,  if  it  were  possible,  their  an- 
swers would  be  universally  in  the  affirma- 
tive ;  but  all  would  admit  that  it  must  be 
a  matter  of  extreme  difficulty  to  withdraw 
such  a  power  altogether  from  the  hands  of 
the  Government.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Strutt)  said,  regulate  the 
power,  but  do  not  withdraw  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  believed  it  necessary ; 


and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork 
(Sergeant  Murphy)  thought  such  a  power 
so  important,  that,  rather  than  do  without 
it,  he  would  revive  the  stringent  provisions 
of  the  Alien  Act.  On  this  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  had  looked  with  great  anxiety  for 
the  sentiments   of   the  noble  Lord    the 
Member  for  London,  because  last  Session 
he  had  said  that  if  he  were  satisfied  that 
the   Home  Secretary   had  exercised    the 
power  in  a  legitimate  manner,  he  would 
vote  against  the  appointment  of  any  Com- 
mittee.    Ix)oking  at  the  character  of  the 
Committee  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
— looking  at  the  men  who  had  served  upon 
them — it  was  evident  that  they  had  ar- 
rived at  the  conclusion  that  it  would  not 
be  safe  nor  prudent  to  deprive  Government 
of  a  power  which  it  would  be  fit  for  it  to 
exercise  in  case  of  emergency.  What,  then, 
was  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sunderland.^     He  did  not, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbuxy,  im- 
pugn the  Report  of  the  Committee ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  entirely  approved  of  it,  and 
did  not  cast  the  slightest  reflection  on  their 
proceedings;  yet  he  called  upon  the  House, 
on  the  allegation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  to  inquire  whether  his  charges 
were  true,  that  his  letters  had  been  opened. 
It  was  to  be  observed  that  all  the  warrants 
issued  by  the  Secretary  of  State  previous  to 
July,  1844,  had  been  produced  before  the 
Committee ;  if,  therefore,  there  had  been 
any  warrant  for  opening  the  letters  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  it  must  have 
been  among  them,  for  it  was  not  pretended 
that  any  of  his  letters  since  July,  1844, 
had  been  examined.  Therefore  to  adopt  the 
Motion  was,  in  fact,  to  impugn  the  Com- 
mittee, for  the  Committee  had  already  had 
the  case  before  it,  if  indeed  any  such  case 
could  be  established.    The  Committee  had 
pronounced  that  there  was  no  ground  for 
a  charge  against  the  Home  Secretary  that 
he  had  perverted  the  powers  of  his  office 
for  any  unworthy  end.     It  had  been  urged 
that  the  letters  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
ought  to  be  peculiarly  guarded  from  exa- 
mination ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  there 
was  no  more  reason  for  guarding  the  letters 
of  a  Member  than  for  guarding  those  of  a 
constituent,  and  if  both  were  to  be  guarded, 
of  course  the  power  was  a  nullity.     When 
he  found  that  it  had  been  exercised  by  suo» 
cessive  Secretaries  of  State,  and  when  he 
saw  the  Report  of  the  Committee  freeing 
the  present  Secretary  of  Sute  from  all  im- 
putation, he  could  not  for  a  moment  think 
of  joining  in  any  censure  of  the  mode  in 
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which  the  power  had  been  exercised.  That 
power  bad  been  conferred  by  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  if  there  were  an  j  blame,  upon  the 
Legislature  it  ought  to  rest.  It  became  all 
who  thought  the  power  ought  to  be  conti- 
nued, to  protect  the  Minister  in  the  just 
exercise  of  it,  under  his  own  responsibility 
and  for  the  public  advantage,  from  ungene- 
rous assailants,  who  had  employed  against 
him  the  harshest  terms  and  the  most  con- 
tumelious expressions. 

Mr.  W,  WUliams  was  quite  sure  that  if 
the  letters  of  other  Members  had  been 
opened,  they  would  have  been  as  indignant 
at  the  insult  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins, 
bury.  It  could  not  be  forgotten  that  when 
inquiry  was  originally  proposed,  Ministers 
had  offered  the  strongest  resistance  to  the 
Motion  ;  and  when  at  last  they  were  driven 
10  concede  a  Committee,  they  resolved  that 
it  should  be  secret,  and  should  consist  onlv 
of  persons  of  their  own  selection.  He  had, 
therefore,  moved  that  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Finsbury  and  Montrose  should  be 
placed  upon  il*  and  he  had  taken  a  division 
as  to  the  former.  Nevertheless,  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  excluded,  in  direct  vio- 
lation of  the  ordinary  practice  of  the  House  ; 
and,  as  might  have  been  expected,  the 
Report  of  the  partial  Committee  had  given 
anything  but  satisfaction  to  the  country. 
Strange  as  it  might  appear,  they  had  not 
taken  the  slightest  notice  of  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  case— the  opening  of 
the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fina- 
bury— and  had  touched  only  upon  the 
opening  of  the  letters  of  the  two  foreigners. 
The  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last,  and 
others  on  the  same  side  of  the  question, 
had  utterly  failed  in  making  out  any  de- 
fence ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
justly  fdt  himself  insulted,  and  that  a  lasting 
stigma  was  cast  upon  him,  unless  the  inquiry 
which  he  challenged  were  conceded.  He 
had  gone  before  the  Committee  and  claimed 
to  be  heard ;  but  the  Committee  had  not 
shown  the  sympathy  which  they  ought  not 
only  to  have  felt,  but  to  have  expmsed  in 
tlieir  Report.  Why  had  it  not  been  stated 
openly  that  there  was  or  was  not  a  warrant 
under  which  the  letters  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  had  been  opened  ?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bute  had, 
not  in  direct  terms,  but  by  implication, 
cast  a  stigma  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  and  had  argued  that  the  opening 
of  his  letters  was  {ustifiable ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Williams)  was  glad  ta  bear  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  resoivMl,  oonsiitentlj  with  his 


manly  character,  to  persevere  to  the  last, 
until  the  unjust  imputation  upon  him  bad 
been  entirely  removed.  He  had  been  an 
object  of  suspicion  with  the  Government ; 
they  had  implied  that  he  corresponded  with 
incendiaries  and  traitors ;  therefore  be  was 
entitled  to  the  freest  and  fullest  vindication. 
He  had  felt  shame  for  his  country  when  he 
saw  the  different  course  pursued  in  France 
upon  this  subject — in  France,  where  es- 
pionage had  formerly  been  carried  to  a 
system  of  perfection,  but  where,  it  now 
appeared,  they  disdained  in  secret  to  open 
the  letters  of  private  individpala.  What 
did  this  prove,  but  that  the  subject  enjoyed 
more  real  securitv  in  France  than  in  this 
country  ?  He  could  place  no  confidence  in 
a  Minister  of  Police  in  Great  Britain  who 
could  be  guilty  of  the  violation  of  privacy 
by  the  secret  opening  of  the  letters  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  The  evidence  of 
the  fact  might  not  be  complete,  hot  who 
could  doubt  that  espionaffe  existed  amongst 
us  to  a  greater  extent  than  was  genersiUy 
supposed  ?  He  maintained  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House,  for  the  assertion  of  its 
own  character,  to  grant  the  Motion.  It 
was  its  duty  also  at  the  earliest  moment,  if 
it  did  not  abolish  the  odious  power  now 
possessed  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  at  least 
to  put  it  under  such  restraint  and  limitation 
that  no  person  could  again  be  guilty  of  the 
act  which  had  been  committed  by  the  light 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Home  De- 
partment. On  these  grounds,  he  should 
give  his  hearty  support  to  the  original 
Motion. 

Mr.  jB.  Coekrmne  would  merely  troofafe 
the  House  with  one  or  two  observations, 
to  show  why  he  voted  on  this  occasion  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  refused  to 
support  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  no- 
ble Lord.  He  considered  that  two  points  had 
been  established,  namely,  that  the  power 
exercised  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  a 
constitutional  power,  and  also  that  that 
power  must,  of  necessity,  be  exercised  in  a 
secret  manner.  The  very  manner  in  whidi 
the  power  was  exercised  was  the  only  way 
in  which  it  could  be  employed  consistently 
with  its  design.  The  seals  were  placed 
on  the  letters,  so  that  the  parties  to  whom 
those  letters  were  addressed  might  not 
know  that  the  letters  had  been  opened. 
He  could  perfectly  understand  that  suck  a 
power  as  this  must  be  employed  in  a  secret 
manner,and  that  being  the  case,  how  could 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  suppose  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  oould  give  the  in- 
formation  required?    The  hen.  Menber 
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said  there  could  be  no   inconvenience  in 

fiving  the  information  which  he  sought; 
ut  when  Her  Majesty^s  Government  re- 
fused to  give  that  information,  he  should 
have  supposed  that  there  were  reasons  for 
witholding  it  beyond  those  which  appeared 
on  the  surface  of  the  case.  He  could  not 
see  that  the  character  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  at  all  afiected  by  anything  that 
might  have  taken  place.  When  a  letter 
was  opened  there  were  two  parties  con- 
cemedy  the  party  who  wrote  the  letter,  and 
the  party  to  whom  it  was  written.  The 
opening  of  a  letter,  however,  did  not  affect 
the  party  to  whom  it  was  addressed,  but 
the  person  by  whom  it  was  written.  The 
hon.  Member  said  he  only  required  infor- 
mation on  a  particular  point,  and  therefore 
ought  not  to  be  refused ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  might  reply : — **  I  will  not  answer 
this  question,  for,  if  I  do,  you  may  go  on 
and  ask  others;  and,  when  at  last  J  am 
forced  to  be  silent,  you  will  say  my  silence 
criminates  myself."  He  had  met  a  passage 
three  days  since  in  the  Duke  of  Wellington's 
despatches,  in  which  the  Duke  recom- 
mends his  officers  not  to  discuss  military 
arrangements.  "  My  recommendation,** 
said  tne  noble  Duke,  "  is  not  for  the  sake 
of  mjTstery.  I  recommend  silenceupon  all  the 
questions  relating  to  military  transactions, 
in  order  to  avoid  mystery  upon  any."  And 
it  was  on  similar  grounds  he  (Mr.  B.  Coch- 
rane) understood  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  refused  to  enter  at  all  upon 
the  question.  It  was  impossible  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  give  any  explanation  with- 
out proceeding  either  to  an  inconvenient 
length,  or,  by  their  silence  on  any  point, 
criminate  themselves.  But,  he  would 
ask,  how  did  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  obtain  the  information  that 
his  letters  were  opened?  He  wished  the 
hon.  Member  to  answer  that  question. 
He  thought  the  House  had  a  right  to 
know  how  the  hon.  Gentleman  obtained 
the  alleged  information.  The  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had  stated 
that  the  French  Government  never  violated 
private  correspondence;  but  the  fact  of 
their  doing  so  was  too  notorious  to  require 
discussion.  It  was  a  notorious  fact  that 
letters  were  constantly  opened  in  the  French 
Post  Office.  He  had  been  for  some  time 
on  the  Continent,  and  he  knew  that  it  was 
the  practice  of  the  French  Post  Office  to 
open  letters.  No  matter  who  might  hold 
the  government  in  this  country,  whether 
Whig  or  Tory,  he  was  sure  that  the  go- 
remment  of  this  country  was  in  the  hands 


of  men  who  would  not  use  the  power  they 
thus  had  intrusted  to  them  for  the  purpose 
of  any  little  petty  objects,  or  violate  the 
privileges  which,  for  the  public  benefit, 
had  been  placed  in  their  hands.  He  did 
not  approve  of  the  Amendment  that  bad 
been  made  to  the  original  Motion,  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  every  day  becoming  more  and  more  a 
Court  of  Appeal  respecting  every  trivial 
circumstance.  Every  trivial  thing  that 
happened  in  the  country  was  brought  for- 
ward in  the  shape  of  an  appeal  to  that 
House.  If  a  soldier  received  more  lashes 
than  he  ought  to  get,  the  matter  was  at 
once  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
that  House.  That  House  had  been  con- 
stituted for  the  purpose  of  legislating,  and 
for  the  correction  of  great  abuses ;  and  he 
thought  that  in  all  those  trivial,  small,  and 
personal  matters,  they  ought  to  place  the 
fullest  confidence  in  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment of  the  country.  Why,  six  months 
would  not  be  sufficient  for  the  business  of 
the  House,  if  their  time  was  to  be  taken 
up  in  this  way  with  the  discussion  of  those 
personalities,  which  were  painfbl  to  witness 
from  whatever  side  they  came.  Now,  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  he 
thought  his  character  had  been  injured  by 
what  had  taken  place,  by  the  circumstance 
of  his  letters  having  been  opened?  He 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  occupied  in 
the  mind  of  the  country,  and  of  all  who 
had  the  happiness  of  knowing  him,  too 
good  a  position  to  be  affected  by  such  a 
circumstance  in  his  position  as  an  honour- 
able man.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  felt  that 
he  was  injured,  he  was  assured  that,  after 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place,  the 
hon.  Member's  character  would  remain  as 
much  untainted  as  if  this  discussion  had 
not  taken  place.  It  was  painful  to  witness 
such  discussions  night  after  nisht— -it  must 
be  most  painful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  have  those  motives  imputed  to  him, 
and  to  have  suspicions  cast  upon  him,  of 
having  been  actuated  by  the  most  unworthy 
motives.  For  his  own  part  he  deprecated 
those  attacks  that  had  been  made  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  he  was  sure, 
discharged  with  the  highest  integrity  the 
great  trust  which  the  constitution  of  the 
country  had  placed  in  his  hands. 

Mr.  BletvUt  could  only  say  for  himself, 
that  if  he  had  discovered  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  opened  any  letters  of  his,  he 
should  have  felt  bound  to  pursue  precisely 
the  same  course  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury— end  he  would  further  say  that  if  any 
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Member  would  not  hold  the  same  opinions 
in  the  same  circumstances,  he  must  say  that 
such  an  individual  would  sliow  that  he  had 
no  notion  of  civil  freedom,  and  would  de- 
serve to  be  considered  one  of  the  veriest 
slaves  that  crawled  upon  the  face  of  the 
earth.     In  the  speech  delivered  last  night 
by  the  Secretary  at  War.  allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  fact  that  it  was  unfair  to 
attack  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
his  hands  were  tied  up*     Now»  if  so,  who 
had  tied  them   up?     It  would  be  much 
better  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  cha- 
racter and  peace  of  mind  if  he  would  notice 
them  as  speedily  as  possible.     He  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  get  rid  of  this  case  until 
he  had  explained  the  circumstances  under 
which  those  warrants  had  been  issued.  He 
thought  that  this  explanation  must  be  given. 
It  was  altogether  an  improper  proceeding 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  wish  on  all  occasions  to 
shelter  themselves  under  the  Queen's  name. 
He  was  very  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net at  the  head  of  the  Government  was  not 
now  in  his  place  ;  but  on  former  occasions 
he  had  call^  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  the  circumstances  under 
which   he  had  introduced  Her  Majesty's 
name.    He  did  not  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  get  out  of  this  case 
in  the  way  in  which  he  expected  to  do. 
Whenever  a  difficulty  arose,  there  was  no 
occasion  on  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
did  not  introduce  Her  Majesty's  name  as  a 
shelter  for  himself  and  his  acts.    When 
Ireland  was  to  be  coerced,  and  honourable 
and  independent  Gentlemen  excluded  from 
the  magistracy,  the  Queen's  name  was  put 
forward.     When  the  odious  Income  Tax 
was  to  be  introduced,  they  were  told  that 
Her  Majesty  had  come  forward  to  bear  her 
own  portion  ;  and  the  other  day,  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  of  the  increase  of 
the  Navy  Estimates,  he  introduced  an  ac- 
count of  the  economy  exercised  by  Her 
Majesty  by  the  way  of  contrast.     He  did 
not  think  that  that  House  was  a  place 
where  with  propriety  such  references  could 
constantly  be  nubde.   The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net was  in  this  respect  imitating  the  Ego 
H  Rex  meue  of  Cardinal   Wolsey»   and 
adopting  the  Ego  el  Regina  mea.    The 
Postmaster  stood  in  the  place  of  a  general 
carrier^  and  when  once  a  sealed  letter  was 
placed  in  the  Post  Office,  that  office  was 
oound  to  cany  it  with  as  much  rapidity, 
and  with  as  little  delay,  as  possible  to  its 
destinatiffiit    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 


had  referred  to  the  Acts  of  Anne  and  Vic- 
toria^  but  he  contended  that  these  Acts  of 
Parlidraent  did  not  give  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  power  of  opening  letters 
unless  on  his  official  responsibility.  It  was 
true  that,  at  the  present  day,  official  re- 
sponsibility had  quite  a  different  meaning 
from  what  it  possessed  in  former  times. 
Official  responsibility  did  not  now  mean 
the  axe  of  the  executioner,  or  the  dun* 
geons  of  the  Tower;  but,  in  the  present 
day,  it  meant  the  power  of  public  opinion, 
to  which  all  Governments  must  bend.  He 
supported  the  Motion,  and  thought  that 
this  question  ought  to  be  satisfactorily  ex- 
plained. 

Lord  C.  Hamilton  would  observe,  in  the 
first  place,  after  what  .had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
that  if  the  Secret  Committee  had  felt  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  used  this 
power  improperly,  they  ought  to  have  re« 
commended  an  impeachment  of  the  Minis- 
ters.    He  congratulated  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knareshorough  on  his  great  ingenuity 
in  discovering  a  new  cause  of  complaint—* 
namely,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
not  issued  more  warrants,  and  opened  more 
letters— the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kendal  himself,  and  others,  who  might  be 
supposed  to  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
the  hon.  Member  for   Finsbury.      [Mr. 
Ferrand:  I  said,  that  if  he  had  not  done 
so,  he  had  acted  partially  and  unjustly .3 
Yes ;  that  was  another  charge  against  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  had  not  opened 
more  letters.    He  admired  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's ingenuity,  and   thought,  at  the 
same  time,  that  the  new  accusation  fur- 
nished a  very  good  answer  to  the  malevo- 
lent attacks  which  had  been  made  upon 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  whom   he  consi* 
dered  unjustly  blamed  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  exercised  the  power  reposed  in 
him,  as  lone  as  he  had  not  committed  any 
unconstitutional  act— as  long  as  he  had 
only  used  that  power  as  a  means  to  prevent 
crime,  bloodshed,  and  civil  war,  without 
infringing  on  the  rights  of  free-bom  Eng* 
lishmen.     He  viewdL  the  manner  in  which 
this  case  had  been    brought  before    the 
House  as  highly  objectionable,  and  little 
creditable  to  the  parties  themselves.   How* 
ever  great  the  reason  of  comolaintt  and 
however  Just  the  cause  advocated,  the  limits 
of  fair  play,  and  justiee,  and  honour,  should 
never  be  passed.    Such  conduct  would  not 
be  tolerated  in  private  society;    and  he 
thought  it  oucht  not  to  be  permitted  in 
that  House.    What  bad  been  the  cfiect  of 
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the  monstrous    misrepresentations    which 
had  heen  made  with  regard  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  his  right  hon.  Friend  ?     Why,  it 
was  believed  by  the  population  in  the  pro. 
vinces  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  spent 
half  his  time  at  the  Post  Office,  looking 
over  the  letters  of  other  people.     No  good 
oould  ever  come  of  such  accusations.    All 
this  was  foreign  to  the  question  itself.     He 
did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  giving  his 
unqualified  approbation  to  the  present  sys- 
tem.    Great  difficulty  surrounded  this  sub- 
ject.    But  the  conduct  pursued  by  those 
who  brought  it  forward   would  increase 
the  difficulty  of  either  modifying  or  abol- 
ishing the  existing  practice.    There  was 
one  point  connected  with  the  treatment  of 
this  subject  which  he  could  not  pass  over. 
It  had  given  him  considerable  pain  to  ob- 
serve the  silence  observed  by  some  of  the 
occupants  of  the  Benches  on  the  other  side 
of   the    House,   upon  a   question   which 
awakened  the  attention,  and  enlisted  the 
sympathies  of  the  country ;  he  meant  those 
noble  Lords  who,  a  few  years  ago,   held 
the  offices  now  ^filled  by  his  right  hon. 
Friends.     He  must  remind  the  House  that 
those  predecessors  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  also  responsible  for  the  exercise  of 
this  practice;  for  they  had  always  exer- 
cised it  when  in  office.    Considering^  their 
lofty  position — their  great  talents  — and 
their  high  character,  he  thought  it  a  source 
of  legitimate  regret  to  all  who  wished  to 
see  political  contests  carried  on  fairly,  that 
they  had  permitted,  unchecked,  and  un- 
stayed by  their  effi)rts,  the  whole  current 
of  public  odium  to  flow  against  those  who 
had  succeeded  to  that  responsibility  which 
formerly  rested  on  themselves;  and  ttjat 
they  had  not  come  forward  to  enlighten 
the  House,  as  they  could  have  done,  by 
stating  their  opinion  as  to  the  expediency 
of  retaining  it,  or  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
it  should  be  exercised.     But  not  one  syl- 
lable had  they  said.     He  thought  that  the 
public  had  a  right,  considering  that  they 
were  public  men — ^for  they  could  not  ab- 
solve themselves  from  their  responsibility 
to  the  public— to  expect  that  they  would, 
in  a  case  of  difficulty  like  the  present,  come 
forward  with  their  assistance,  counsel,  and 
advice.     He  was  satisBed    that  the  two 
noble  Lords  wer«  not  actuated  by  any  im- 
proper motive;  but  the  public  at  large 
would  be  apt  to  put  peculiar  constructions 
on  their  silence.    It  had  gone  forth  to  the 
world,  that  for  three  nights  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  attacKed  by  every  kind 
of  bitterness^  of  vituperation,  and  misre- 


presentation $  and  those  noble  Lords  had 
not  stood  forth  and  said, — *'  All  this  would 
apply  as  much  to  ourselves ;  for  we  also 
have  exercised  this  power."     He  regretted 
it.     But  the  country  would  form  its  judg- 
ment of  the  liberality  of  those  liberal  ex- 
Ministers.     Of  the  original  Motion,  the 
House    had    unequivocally  expressed    its 
disapprobation  on  various  grounds,   into 
which  he  need  not  enter.     A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  maintenance  of  the 
old  English  honour  and  character;  yet  it  was 
coolly  proposed  that  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Secret  Committee  should  be  published* 
Now,  he  must  say,  that  after  having  invei- 
gled persons  into  a  Committee  room,  and  in- 
duced them  to  make  statements  on  the  as- 
surance that  they  were  fully  protected  by 
the  sanctity  of  an  oath ;  if  their  evidence 
were  to  be  exposed  to  the  public  gaxe,  that 
would  be  one  of  the  greatest  compromises 
and  degradations  of   British  honour  that 
could  be  effected.     An    amendment  had 
been  moved  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
fining the  inquiry,  should  one  be  erantedt 
to  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins^ 
bury  alone.    Now,  he  had  yet  to  learn  that 
there  was  any  peculiar  sanctity  in  the  cor- 
respondence of  a  Member  of  that  House 
beyond  that  of  any  other  subject  of  the 
realm.     When  was  it  so  enacted?     By 
what  statute,  law,  or  custom,  was  the  pe- 
culiar right  established  P     He  knew  that  it 
had  been  asserted,  and  various  arguments 
had  been  advanced  in  favour  of  it,  but  no 
specific  ground  had  been  given  to  prove  the 
correctness  of  the  opinion.     What  would 
be  the  effect  of  such  a  privilege?      The 
House  would  remember  that  Mr.  Feargus 
O'Connor  had  once  been  a  Member  of  that 
House,  and  was  subsequently  imprisoned 
for  treasonable  acts.     Well,  he  had  been 
suspected  of  being  connected  with   those 
more    immediately    engaged   in    sedition. 
Would  it  be  contended,  then,  that  having 
once  entered  the  walls  of  that  House,  that 
person  was  not  liable  to  have  his  letters 
opened,  whatever  suspicions  were  enter- 
tained with  regard  to  him?     Why,  that 
would  be  absurd.     It  might,  indeed,  if  such 
a  rule  existed,be  an  additional  inducement  to 
young  Gentlemen  to  becomeMembersof  that 
House.     He  had  often  heard  it  said  out  of 
doors,  that  an  inducement  to  young  Gen- 
tlemen to  become  Members  of  that  House 
was,  that  they  would  then  be  free  from  the 
law  of  arrest  for  debt ;  and  surely,  if  the 
other  pririlege  existed  of  being  free,  though 
suspectedj  from  detection  of  seditious  cor* 
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respondence^  it  might  be  considered  by 
some  another  great  inducement,  and  per- 
haps the  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  have 
that  established.  It  was  said,  that  the 
opening  of  letters  was  not,  perhaps,  so  very 
bad;  but  the  worst  part  of  the  business 
was  the  closing  of  them  up  again,  and  not 
telling  the  parties  of  the  fact.  But  it 
should  be  considered  why  this  practice, 
odious,  invidious,  and  painful  as  it  certainly 
was,  was  to  be  exercised.  It  was  to  obtain 
information  secretly  which  could  not  other- 
wise be  got ;  and  if  on  the  examination  of 
the  first  or  second  letter  the  parties  were 
apprised  of  the  fact,  they  would  be  on  their 
guard,  and  the  practice  would  be  rendered 
altogether  nugatory.  Therefore  either 
letters  should  not  be  opened  at  all,  or  the 
present  system  must  be  continued.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  consider  it  a 
degradation  that  his  letters  had  been  opened 
— ^an  insult  not  only  to  himself,  but  to  his 
hon.  Colleague,  and  to  the  constituency  he 
represented.  He  complained  of  the  act  as 
one  implying  that  he  had  been  engaged 
with  seditious  persons.  Why,  what  could 
be  more  ridiculously  absurd?  Who  had 
published  all  this?  Did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  state  it  ?  Did  he  promulgate  it 
to  the  constituency  of  the  hon.  Gentleman? 
Who  told  his  constituency?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  And  he  was  glad  to 
have  such  a  thing  to  go  to  them  with.  He 
was  rejoiced  at  this  opportunity  of  becom- 
ing a  pseudo  martyr.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man resembled  a  soldier  who,  after  slightly 
scratching  himself,  represented  to  his 
friends  that  he  had  been  in  the  heat  of 
the  battle  and  suffered  severely.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  made  out  that  he  had  received 
a  gross  insult,  and  that  in  his  person  the 
people  bad  been  insulted  too.  He  came 
forward  as  the  defender  of  public  rights 
which  had  been  infringed.  But  that  was 
not  enough— ^having  received  a  private  in- 
sult he  divulged  iL  Who  indeed  took  so 
much  pains  as  he  to  prevent  his  constitu- 
ency and  the  world  at  large  from  being  ig- 
norant of  it  ?  In  a  case  of  libel  it  was 
necessary  to  prove  damage  in  order  to  gain 
reparation.  What  damage  had  the  hon. 
Gentleman  suffered  ?  Had  he  any  exhibi- 
tion of  a  withdrawal  of  the  confidence  of 
his  constituency  in  him  ?  Was  there  any 
decrease  of  their  aflfection  for  htm  ?  Why, 
he  knew  that  he  had  never  made  such  a 
lucky  hit  in  his  life.  He  had  made  so  much 
•do  about  nothing  as  to  put  Dogberry  out 
of  sight.  Why,  he  (Lord  Hamilton)  read 
in  tke'public  papers  that  the  admirers  of  the 


hon.  Gentleman  were  actually  getting  op 
a  memorial  to  him-— that  they  were  raising 
a  subscription  to  purchase  property  for  him. 
Such  was  the  horrible  effect  of  opening  his 
letters  ;  such  was  the  stigma  it  had  brought 
upon  his  character  !  The  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  of  suspicions  being  raised 
against  him.  Why,  there  were  other  sus- 
picions respecting  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  alluding  to  which  he  (Lord 
Hamilton)  did  not  desire  to  make  any 
charge  against  him.  But  he  had  heard  of 
certain  reports  which,  if  true,  affected  hu 
character.  He  knew  nothing  about  them; 
but  they  were  so  publicly  rdated  that  he 
would  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  an  oppor- 
tunity of  contradicting  them,  if  he  liked 
to  do  so.  He  had  heturd  that  the  means  by 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  reoeiv^ 
information  concerning  the  opening  of  his 
letters  were  certain  persons  employed  in 
the  Post  Office,  who  betrayed  the  trust  and 
confidence  reposed  in  them,  and  gave  the 
hon.  Gentleman  such  information  as  he  de- 
sired. That  might  account  in  some  d^ree 
for  the  refusal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
produce  his  witnesses  before  the  Committee 
last  year.  For,  what  did  he  say  ?  So  sus- 
picious was  he,  that  he  would  not  produce 
his  witnesses  before  nine  hon.  Gentlemen^ 
*'  because  there  was  no  one  there  to  pro- 
tect them."  He  should  like  to  know  what 
upon  earth  was  meant  by  this  ''protectton'* 
of  the  witnesses  ?  Did  the  hmi.  Member 
mean  to  say,  that  they  required  to  be  pro- 
tected from  having  their  evidence  de- 
vulged?  Could  it  be  pretended  ?  From 
what  they  could  possibly  require  to  he  pro- 
tected  was  a  perfect  mystery,  unless  ex- 
pl^ned  in  accordance  with  these  current 
rumours.  He  had  not  made  anything  like 
a  statement  even  of  his  own  belief*  He 
was  not  bound  to  say  whether  he  believed 
the  rumours  or  not;  but  he  would  say, 
that  this  extraordinary  anxiety  to  ''pro- 
tect" them,  formed  ground  for  great  sas-* 
picion,  and,  unless  explained,  he  should 
feel  perfectly  at  liberty  to  ^ve  credit  to 
those  rumours.  With  respect  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  Members  of  Par* 
liament  could  claim  no  peculiar  exemption; 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  diown 
no  erievanoe;  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  be  led  away  by  a  mere  statement 
of  suspicion  that  letters  might  have  been 
openeil,  but  confine  itself  to  the  braad  great 
constitutional  question,  whether  this  prae- 
tice  should  exist  or  not,  and  not  look  lo  the 
past,  but  **  let  bygones  be  bygones.** 
Mr.  WatMon  tliought  the  attack  tlmi  had 
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been  made  bj  the  noble  Lord  on  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury  was  most 
uunecessary,  uncalled  for,  and  unjust.  But 
snch  a  course  of  proceeding  as  thai  pursued 
by  the  noble  Lord  was  not  unusual.  When- 
ever an  independent  Member  made  a  com- 
plaint to  that  House  of  any  grievance  or 
delinquency^  the  young  and  the  inexperi- 
enced iu  that  House — the  mere  recruits  of 
the  party — made  charges  and  insinuations 
which  persons  with  more  judgment  would 
be  on  their  guard  against  making.  With 
respect  to  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
he  thought  that  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  was  unsatisfactory  in 
many  respects.  When  the  Committee  was 
originally  appointed,  he  did  not  object,  aL 
though  he  entertained  some  doubts  on  the 
subject  of  its  constitution^  as  he  thought 
that  there  were  some  Members  who  should 
be  placed  on  that  Committee  who  were 
not  named  on  it.  For  instance,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury, 
who  had  brought  the  subject  forward  in 
that  House,  and  who  had  paid  great  at« 
tention  to  it,  and  had  carefully  exa- 
mined the  whole  matter,  and  was,  there* 
fore,  most  competent  to  have  suggested  the 
course  of  investigation,  above  all,  should 
have  been  on  the  Committee.  It  had  long 
been  the  custom  of  that  House  to  appoint 
the  Member  who  brought  forward  the  sub- 
ject which  was  referred  to  a  Committee  for 
consideration,  to  be  Chairman  of  such  Com* 
mittee.  Why  this  was  not  done  in  the 
present  case  he  oould  not  by  possibility  tell ; 
but  of  this  he  felt  assured,  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  had  been  Chairman  of  that  Com- 
mittee, the  Report  presented  to  that  House 
would  have  been  more  satisfactory  than 
the  one  which  had  been  laid  on  tho  Table. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  claimed  great  cre- 
dit to  himself  for  having  taken  care  to  put 
no  lawyers  on  the  Committee ;  now,  he,  as 
a  lawyer,  would  at  once  candidly  state, 
that  he  was  not  particularly  favourable  to 
placing  lawyers  on  Committees  of  that 
House  I  but  he  thought  that  it  was  of  most 
essential  service  that  a  Committee  appointed 
to  consider  an  important  question  of  this 
kind,  involving  as  it  did  many  legal  and 
oonstitutional  points,  should  liave  the  aid  of 
eminent  professional  men  ;  and,  above  all, 
the  aid  of  such  a  man  as  bis  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Worcester  (Sir  T. 
Wilde),  and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General,  as  it  required  habits 
of  l^al  investigation,  and  of  pursuing  a 
searching  inquiry  through  a  multitude  of 
ramifications.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 


said,  that  if  there  were  lawyers  on  the  Com- 
mittee, they  would  delay  it  by  squabbling 
on  points  of  law  ;  now  he  would  ask,  what 
was  the  use  of  appointing  the  Comit- 
tee,  if  the  House  was  not  to  be  informed 
aa  to  what  the  law  was  on  the  subject? 
The  House  had  heard  many  most  excellent 
speeches  upon  this  debate,  but  upon  the 
law  of  the  subject  there  had  been  no 
discussion  whatever.  When  the  question 
was  first  a^tated,  he  (Mr.  Watson)  called 
upon  the  Government  to  say  on  what  law 
they  rested  their  claim  to  examine  letters 
passing  through  the  Post  Office,  they  being 
the  carriers  of  those  letters ;  but  he  received 
no  information  upon  the  subject  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, referred  to  the  Statute  of  Queen 
Anne  and  that  of  Her  present  Majesty; 
but  it  was  clear,  and  so  stated  in  die 
Report  of  the  Lords*  Committee,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  did  not  from  either 
of  these  Acts  derive  any  right  upon 
the  subject.  The  latter  Statute  he  (Mr. 
Watson)  had  before  him,  and  that  Act 
(1  Victoria,  a  36)  merely  stated,  that 
whosoever  should  open  or  wilfully  detain 
a  letter  in  the  Post  Office  should  be  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor;  adding  a  proviso  that 
this  should  not  extend  to  the  opening  or 
detaining  a  letter  in  obedience  to  a  warrant 
fromtheSecretaryofState.  NowtheStatute 
adopts  the  same  form  of  recognition  as  the 
Statute  of  Anne;  and  that  of  Victoria,  ac- 
cording to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  gives  no  right  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  subject.  It 
states, — 

**  This  Act  gives  no  power  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  detain  or  open  letters,  hot  prohibits 
others  from  doing  so,  except  by  an  express 
warrant  in  writing,  under  the  hand  of  the 
Principal  Secretary,  for  any  such  opening  or 
detaining." 

The  offence  of  opening  or  detaining  a  let- 
ter, is  a  misdemeanor.  The  effect  of  this 
Statute  was  simply  to  relieve  the  subordi- 
nate officer  from  the  offence,  where  he 
acted  under  the  warrant  of  a  Secretary  of 
State,  but  left  the  legality  of  such  warrant 
where  it  found  it.  This  is  analogous  to 
the  case  of  oonstables,  who,  by  Statute,  are 
exonerated  from  the  consequences  of  exe- 
cuting illegal  warrantH— leaving  the  ma- 
gistrate responsible  if  the  warrant  is 
illegal.  He  had  taken  some  pains  to  look 
into  and  examine  authorities  on  this  sub- 
ject; and  he  had  looked  carefully  into  the 
law  of  the  matter,  and  he  could  not  find 
any  authority,  or  any  case  reported,  or  any 
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dictum  in  any  law  book,  which  affirmed, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  the  power 
of  issuing  a  warrant  to  open  letters  in  the 
Post  Office.  He  could  not  find  in  any  text 
book  or  Report  a  statement  by  which  it 
appeared  that  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
the  legal  authority  to  grant  warrants  to 
detain  or  open  letters.  What  was  the 
right  claimed  and  exercised  ?  It  was  not 
merely  to  seize  and  detain  letters,  but  to  open 
those  letters,  seal  them  up  again,  and  then 
send  them  on  to  the  parties ;  not  to  take 
the  bold  measure  of  seizing  and  keeping  an 
individuaPs  papers  for  public  purposes, 
or  for  the  ends  of  justice,  but  to  read 
his  letters  and  take  copies  of  them,  and 
copies  of  the  seals,  in  their  passage  to  him. 
This  was  a  great  constitutional  question. 
To  talk  of  investigating  the  subject  with- 
out inquiring  into  the  law  under  which 
they  lived,  was  really  entering  into  no  in- 
quiry at  all ;  the  subject  being  the  right  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  by  law  to  examine 
in  the  Post  Office  the  letters  of  the  public 
at  large,  and  letters  addressed  to  Members 
of  the  House.  He  said,  that  there  was  no 
iuch  right ;  and  that  was  a  question  which 
must  ultimately  be  determined.  His 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bute  (Mr.  J.  S.  Wortley)  bad 
been  pleased  to  ask  on  the  previous  night 
why  was  not  information  laid  before  the 
House,  and  evidence  adduced  by  those  who 
complained  ?  Why,  where  was  the  evidence 
to  be  obtained?  What  letters  had  been 
opened  was  known  only  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  his  subordinates.  How  could 
evidence  be  produced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  except  that  he  had  heard 
certain  things,  and  thought  them  probable, 
and  believed  them  ?  The  Government  and 
its  subordinates  alone  had  the  information. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Weymouth 
(Mr.  Bernal)  had  said  that  this  question 
ought  not  to  be  discussed  in  the  House, 
but  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  or  in  some 
other  Court ;  and  some  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers appeared  to  hold  the  nme  view.  He 
must  state,  in  the  face  of  the  House,  that 
if  the  inquiry  did  not  take  place  in  Par- 
liamentt  it  could  take  place  nowhere.  How 
oould  it  take  place  in  the  Queen's  Bench  ? 
How  could  it  be  proved  that  letters  had 
been  opened?  Were  the  subordinates  of 
the  Post  Officeto  be  called?  No  single  indi- 
vidual could  prove  that  any  particular  letter 
bad  been  onened ;  and  even  the  Secretary  of 
State,if  called  to  be  examitiedon  the  subject, 
was  privileged  Irom  making  any  disclosure. 
It  had  been  decided  in  Courts  of  Law  that 


a  Secretary  of  State  could  not  1>e  examined 
before  them  on  matters  connected  with  the 
public  aifairs  of  the  country.  This  wafe 
clearly  and  distinctly  the  decision  of  tbe 
late  Lord  Tenterden.  How,  then,  could 
any  individual  carry  this  case  into  a  Cours 
of  Law  to  try  the  question  of  right  ?  The 
only  information  that  they  could  obtain 
must  be  given  by  the  Government,  or  by 
those  employed  by  it.  If  the  Government^ 
then,  was  anxious  to  have  this  question 
determined,  let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admit  that  he  had  opened  the  letters  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  and  thus  the 
whole  case  could  be  tried.  But  he  would 
challenge  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
SolicitorGeneral  as  to  the  statement  that  the 
whole  system  of  opening  letters  was  illegaL 
The  case  of  general  warrants  was  analogous 
to  this ;  and  under  one  of  them  it  was  not 
declared  to  be  illegal  to  seize  papers  until 
the  time  of  Wilks.  General  warrants  had 
been  used  in  the  time  of  Elizabeth  and 
James  I  precedents  of  general  warrants 
were  to  be  found  in  DfUton  and  Rush. 
worth,  in  the  time  of  the  Common- 
wealth, and  during  the  reigns  of  Charles  I. 
and  Charles  IL  ;  and  from  the  Revolution 
to  the  case  to  which  he  alluded,  when  they 
were  declared  to  be  illegal,  they  were  fre- 
quently issued  by  Secretaries  of  State.  He 
contended  that  the  principle  involved  in 
that  case  was  perfectly  analogous  to  that 
in  the  present  question.  There  were  two 
cases  to  which  he  would  particularly  call 
the  attention  of  the  House*  One  was  the 
case  of  the  editor  and  printer  of  the  North 
Briton.  The  Secretary  of  State  issued  a 
warrant  to  seize  all  his  papers ;  the  validity 
of  that  warrant  was  tried,  and  the  jury 
gave  very  large  damages  against  the  per- 
sons concerned  in  issuing  the  warrant.  And 
what  did  the  Chief  Justice  say  upon  that 
occasion )     He  spoke  as  follows :  -* 

"  A  warrant  was  granted  by  Lord  Halifax 
the  Secretary  of  State,  directing  a  messenger 
to  apprehend  and  neize  the  printer  and  pub^ 
lisher  of  a  paper  called  the  North  Briton^  with- 
out any  information  or  charge  laid  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  previous  to  bis  grtuiting  the 
warrant.'' 

Whereas  every  lawyer  knew  that  no  warrant 
to  arrest  a  person  and  examine  his  house 
was  good  without  information  duly  laid, and 
the  warrant  itself  stating  the  offeoee  upon 
the  face  of  it ;  and  it  was  there  decided  thai 
a  Secretary  of  State  would  not  take  an  in* 
formation  on  oath,  for  he  bad  no  power  to 
administer  an  oath.  The  Chief  Justice  dien 
proceeded  to  state  that  Uie  smaU  injnij 
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done  to  the  plaintiff,  or  the  inconsiderable- 
ness  of  his  station,  were  not  material  to  the 
question  of  right ;  of  course  the  same  arbi- 
trary power  could  have  been  claimed  over 
sll  the  King's  subjects,  violating  Magna 
Charia,  and  destroying  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  The  King's  Counsel  of  that  day 
and  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  endea- 
voured to  maintain  the  legality  of  that 
warrant ;  but  his  Lordship  said,— 

^  To  enter  a  house  by  a  nameless  warrant, 
in  order  to  seize  there,  is  worse  than  the  Spa- 
nish Inquisition.'* 

lliat  was  not  the  speech  of  a  political  par- 
tisan in  that  House,  or  on  the  hustings ;  but 
the  judicial  opinion  of  a  Chief  Justice. 
And  the  Chief  Justice  added,— 

**  It  would  be  a  law  under  which  no  Eng- 
lishman would  wish  to  live  an  hour.  It  was  a 
most  daring  public  attack  made  upon  the  li- 
berty of  the  subject." 

Really  there  seemed  to  be  very  little  dif- 
ference between  issuing  a  warrant  to  seize 
the  papers  of  *'  the  editor  and  printer  of 
the  North  Briton,*'  and  issuing  a  warrant 
to  examine,  read,  and  copy  letters.  But 
Mr.  £ntick's  case  in  the  State  Triate, 
vol.  19,  came  still  nearer  to  the  present. 
A  gpecial  verdict  was  found  in  that  case,  in 
reference  to  the  warrant  found  against  Mr. 
Entick,  and  the  case  was  very  elaborately 
anzued ;  the  judgment  of  the  Chief  Justice 
arocted  the  present  ease  materially.  His 
Lordship  was  pressed  by  a  variety  of  argu- 
ments, and  among  others  by  this,  that  it 
had  been  a  usage  continued  for  a  long 
period:^- 

'*  It  began  at  the  Revolution/'  said  his 
Lordship,  *'  and  is  loo  modern  to  be  law.  The 
Common  Law  does  not  begin  with  the  Revo- 
lution. The  warrant,"  he  added,  '^  was  an 
execution  in  the  first  instance,  without  pre* 
vioos  information,  or  hearing  of  the  plaintiff— 
a  power  claimed  by  no  other  magistrate  whatso- 
ever, Chief  Justice  Scroggs  excepted.  It  was 
argued  that  if  the  Secretary  of  State  had  power 
to  commit  in  treason,  he  hath  it  in  lesser 
crimes.  This  I  deny."  Justice  Rokeby  said, 
**  he  is  only  a  conseivator  of  the  peace.  Tliere 
is  no  law,  and  less  justice,  to  justify  the  de- 
fendants in  what  they  have  done ;  if  there  was 
it  would  destroy  all  comfort  in  society,  for 
papers  are  often  the  dearest  property  that  a 
man  can  have." 

If  such  a  right  as  was  claimed  in  this  case 
leally  existed,  to  examine  and  copy  letters 
passing  through  the  Post  Office,  would  not 
•oroe  instance  of  it,  in  some  period,  be 
found  in  the  law  books  }  It  was  impossible 
to  suppose  that  it  was  law  if  it  could  be 
VOL.LXXVn.     lESl} 


sanctioned  by  no  authority.  But  it  was 
urged  that  there  was  usage  for  this 
claim,  and  several  instances  of  warrants 
to  examine  letters  were  given  in  the 
Report.  There  was  in  the  Appendix 
some  writs  to  Robert  de  Kendell,  the 
Warden  of  the  Cinque  Ports,  of  the  date 
of  2  Edward  II.,  to  detain  all  letters  from 
France.  Aeaiui  in  the  time  of  Cromwell, 
and  during  the  civil  wars,  it  appeared  that 
warrants  or  Orders  in  Council  were  issued 
to  seize  papers ;  but  this  was  a  very  differ- 
ent matter,  illegal  as  it  probably  was,  from 
seizing  letters  in  the  Post  Office,  and  exam- 
ining and  copying  them.  There  were  also 
Orders  of  the  time  of  Charles  I.  and  Charles 
II.;  but  although  those  were  bad  times,  times 
when  the  law  had  been  so  perverted  as  to  get 
Judges  to  sanction  *'  ship  money,*'  and  the 
^'  dispensing  power,"  still  it  did  not  appear 
that  any  Judge  had  said  that  any  law  ex- 
isted  which  could  give  a  Secretary  of  State 
the  right  to  detain  and  examine  letters 
passing  through  the  Post  Office.  There 
was  nothing  but  the  practice  from  the  Re- 
volution }  and  what  was  the  value  of  that  ? 
It  was  only  a  continuance  of  illegal  acts ; 
it  was  only  so  many  Secretaries  of  State, 
from  year  to  year,  issuing  warrants  which 
were  illegal ;  and  a  continuance  of  illegal 
acts  wouM  not  constitute  a  legal  right.  In 
Money's  case,  the  argument  from  usage 
was  urged  in  vain*  In  reference  to  general 
warrants,  Mr.  Justice  Yates  said — **  If  you 
show  me  an  usage  from  the  foundation  of 
Rome,  it  will  not  legalise  such  a  practice 
as  this.'*  So,  he  said,  that  an  usage  from 
the  creation  of  the  world  for  Secretaries 
of  State  to  open  letters  in  the  Post  Office 
would  not  make  the  practice  legal.  And 
what  sort  of  warrants  were  these  ?  War- 
rants must  be  founded  upon  information, 
and  the  offence  stated  on  the  face  of  them. 
Where  was  the  information.^  How  did 
the  Secretary  of  State  take  it  ?  Was  he 
able  to  administer  an  oath  to  the  party? 
Certainly  not.  The  warrants,  therefore, 
were  illegal.  It  was  true  they  were  re- 
ferred to  in  those  Acts  of  Parliament ;  but 
was  it  intended  by  the  Acts  to  confer 
upon  the  Secretary  of  State  the  right  to 
issue  them?  Certainly  not.  No  such 
power  restraining  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  subject,  could  be  conferred  by  in- 
tendment from  the  words  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament;  such  power  could  only  be 
conferred  by  express  words.  They  merely 
relieved  the  Post  Office  authorities  from 
penalties  in  acting  under  hia  warrants  to 
detain  letters,  but  conferred  no  right  to 
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open  letters  — -  though  the  former  was 
nearly  as  had  as  the  latter.  Upon  a  great 
question  like  this  it  was  of  the  deepest 
importance  to  the  country  to  know  what 
was  the  state  of  the  law  $  and  he  invited 
the  Solicitor  General  to  state,  in  the  face  of 
the  House  and  of  the  country,  upon  what 
authority  and  what  grounds  of  law  he  jus- 
tified the  Secretary  of  State  in  examining 
letters  at  the  Post  Office.  It  was  not  of 
the  slightest  avail  to  refer  to  usage ;  and 
there  was  no  legal  authority  for  the  prac- 
tice; the  thing  was  utterly  and  entirely 
illegal.  Again,  the  Committee  had  not 
investigated  the  question  as  to  the  man- 
ner and  as  to  the  nature  of  the  information 
on  which  these  warrants  for  opening  letters 
were  issued.  It  was  a  matter  of  the  deepest 
consequence,  that  the  nature  of  the  in- 
formation should  he  known  on  which  they 
were  granted.  Some  Secretaries  of  State 
might  require  very  strong  authority  to 
issue  such  warrants;  while  others,  more 
credulous,  might  he  induced  to  issue  them 
without  the  slightest  hesitation,  upon 
vague  and  loose  gossips.  An  hon.  Ba* 
ronet  said  last  night*  that  the  speeches  of 
two  hon.  Members  might  furnish  a  jus- 
tification for  the  issuing  a  warrant  to  open 
their  letters.  This,  however,  was  no  au- 
thority which  could  justify  the  issuing  a 
warrant;  for  it  was  merely  a  vague  suspi- 
cion that  a  party  had  been  guilty  of  some 
illegal  act.  One  argument  used  the  other 
night  was,  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  the  State,  and  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  public  peace,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  possess  this  power;  but  the 
same  plea  of  necessity  would  justify  any 
tyrannical  act,  such  as  breaking  into  a 
mun*8  house  and  imprisoning  his  person. 
To  be  justified  in  such  a  proceeding,  you 
must  act  upon  the  evidence  that  some  crime 
was  about  to  be  committed ;  therefore  it 
was  important  that  the  House  should  know 
on  what  political  grounds  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  issued  his  warrant.  The  lie- 
port  said,^- 

**  So  far  as  the  criminal  warrants  go,  no 
suspicion  arises  that  unfairness  or  partiality 
has  directed  their  issue.  With  regard  to  the 
other  class  of  warrants,  though  there  have 
been  some  few  issued  by  diflferent  Adminis- 
trations that  have  been  in  power  during  the 
last  twenty-two  years,  in  regard  to  which  it  is 
obvious,  that  on  a  subsequent  review  of  the 
facts,  a  difference  of  opinion  might  arise  as  to 
the  discretion  exercised  in  each  particular 
case:  yet  your  Committee  sec  no  reason  to 
doubt  I  hat  the  conduct  of  the  Secretaries  of 
Slate  belonging  to  each  of  those  Administra- 


tions, has  been  guided  by  no  oilier 'motive 

than  an  anxious  desire  to  preserve  the  public 
peace,  with  the  maintenance  of  which  they 
were  charged.*' 

Now,  he  understood  fxmn  thia  that  the 
Committee  did  not  investigate  the  grounds 
on  which  a  warrant  to  detain  and  open  let- 
ters was  issued  by  the  Secretarv  of  State. 
He  said  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Coi»* 
mittee  to  have  investigated  and  stated  to 
the  public  the  nature  of  the  information 
which  would  induce  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  issue  such  a  warrant.  The  Committeep 
therefore,  decided  on  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  the  public  without 
examining  into  the  grounds  of  the  case ; 
but  he  might  be  told  that  the  latter  part  of 
the  passage  in  the  Report  was  a  virtual  ac- 
quittal 0?  the  Government;  but  for  this 
purpose  the  Committee  should  have  re- 
ferred to  the  records  of  the  Home  Office 
before  they  were  satisfied.  It  appeared 
from  the  Report  that  no  other  condition  or 
motive  was  required  than  an  anxious  desire 
to  preserve  the  public  peace.  If  warrants 
were  issued  merely  on  such  grounds,  be 
would  aay  that  they  never  diould  have 
been  issued.  They  found  that  the  number 
of  those  warrants  had  been  greatly  increased 
within  the  last  few  yeara ;  and  it  appeared 
that  they  had  been  issued,  not  for  the  ex* 
amination  of  letters  for  a  few  days,  but  bad 
remained  at  the  Post  Office  for  years.  He 
said,  under  such  circumstances,  the  Com« 
mittee  should  have  insisted  upon  knowing 
the  grounds  for  their  issue,  and  have  ex- 
amined and  probed  the  matter  to  the 
bottom.  One  matter  struck  him  in  con- 
nexion with  this  subject.  He  found  that 
in  1817  a  warrant  was  issued  to  the  Post- 
master of  Nottingham,  to  detain  and  open 
letters.  At  that  time  disturbances  occurred 
in  that  town  and  the  neighbouring  districts. 
Was  it  not  known  that  persons  who  were 
supposed  to  have  taken  part  in  them  were 
convicted  on  the  evidence  of  spies,  and  it 
was  probable  at  the  instigation  of  those 
persons  the  warrant  to  open  letters  written 
by  themselves  and  directed  to  persons  sua* 
pected  was  issued;  and  thus  these  spies 
created  at  the  ^aroe  time  the  evidence  and 
the  information.  Again,  in  1819,  when 
the  Habeas  C/orpus  Act  was  suspended, 
similar  pn)ceedings  t(x>k  place  in  the  ma« 
nufacturing  districts ;  and  it  was  probable 
that  information  was  given  to  (vuvemment 
by  spies,  so  as  to  lead  to  the  atoppage  of 
letters,  and  by  this  means  many  unhappy 
men  were  led  to  their  ruin.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Byte  alluded  to 
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some  indictments  which  bad  been  tried  in 
Yoilc  for  treasonable  misdemeanors.   Now, 
certainly  there  was  no  ground  for  sup' 
posing  that  those  persons  corresponded  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury. 
These  persons,  as  he  beiieyed,  defended 
by  the  hon.  and  learned   Member,   had 
been  sentenced)  he  believed,  to  four  years' 
imprisonment     in     Northallerton     Oaol. 
Now  suppose  these  individuals  before  trial 
wished  to  communicate  with   their  law 
advisers,  was  it  to  be  allowed  that  their 
letters  should  find    their  way  into    the 
hands  of  the  Government,  so  as  to  ena* 
ble  it  to  obtain  information  to  lead  to  a 
conviction  }     Such  a  case  would  be  pry- 
ing into  letters  which  was  the  property 
of  individuals,  for  the  most  unjust  and 
injurious  purposes.     The   hon.   Member 
for  Sheffield  had  talked  of  the  discredit 
east  on  Foreign  Powers,  in  consequence  of 
the  extent  to  which  this  practice  of  letter 
opening  was  carried.    Now  he  did  not 
think  that  the  practice  was  creditable  to 
Foreign  Powers,  or  to  the  character  of  the 
English  nation.     But  when  they  talked  of 
opening  the  letters  of    English  subjects 
passing  through  the  Post  Office  of  this 
country,  he  would  at  once  say  that  the 
practice  was  unconstitutional  and  illegal. 
He,  however,  deeply  regretted  that  there 
was  no  means  of  bringing  this  case  before 
a  Court  of  Law,  unless  through  the  inter- 
position of  that  House,  or  unless  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  admitted  that  he  had 
opened  the  letters.    It  was  quite  clear  that 
last  year,  after  the  case  had  been  submitted 
to   Parliament,  that   the  Committee  ap« 
pointed  was  to  inquire  into  the  legality  of 
the  proceeding,  and  not  whether  this  power 
had  been  used  or  not  for  a  long  or  a  short 
period?    There  was  no  act  of  oppression 
against  the  liberty  of  the  subject  which 
had  not  been  resorted  to  some  time  or 
other   in  this  country;    and   if  you  re- 
ferred merely  to  precedent   as  a  ground 
of  right,  you  would  find   a  justification 
for  every   atrocity  that   could   be  perpe- 
trated.    The    right   hon.    Baronet    said, 
with  a  tone  of  great  triumph,  that  he  had 
not  gone  further  than  his  predecessors  in 
the  execution  of  his  power;  he  did  not 
suppose  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had,  but 
still  that  was  not  a  justification.     His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury,  last  year, 
complained,  on  the  part  of  a  foreign  exile, 
that  his  letters  passing  through  the  Post 
Office,  directed  to  him,  had  been  opened ; 
and  th^   right    hon.   Gentleman    turned 
j*ound  ^nd  quid  it  was  only  in  conformity 


with  a  practice  which  had  been  followed 
by  Mr.  Fox  and  other  eminent  statesmen 
of  both  parties.  Whether,  however,  the 
example  had  been  set  by  Whig  or  Tory, 
he  was  satisfied  that  it  was  illegal,  and 
was  most  discreditable  to  all  parties.  He 
would  not  say  that  a  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  be  condemned  because  he  had  exer- 
cised this  power,  which  he  found  had  been 
resorted  to  by  his  predecessors;  but  this 
he  would  say,  that  when  a  Gentleman  be« 
came  a  Secretary  of  State,  and  he  found 
such  a  practice  prevailing,  it  was  his  duty 
to  examine  into  the  subject,  and  see  upon 
what  principle  it  rested,  and  to  look  into 
the  evidence  of  its  legality.  As  to  the 
letters  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Finsbury,  the  question  was  this : — A  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  had  many  public  duties 
to  discharge,  and  advice  was  often  asked  nf 
him  by  his  constituents;  therefore,  to  di- 
rect his  letters  to  be  opened  and  examined 
at  the  Post  Office  was  derogatory  to  the 
dignity  of  that  House,  and  to  the  honour 
of  the  Member  who  was  so  treated,  and  to 
his  constituents.  Reference  had  been  made 
to  the  manner  in  which  this  proceeding  of 
opening  the  letters  of  Members  of  that 
House  had  been  taken  up  in  the  corrupt 
times  of  Sir  R.  Waipole,  in  1735.  Even 
at  that  time  they  had  a  precedent  declaring 
that  it  was  a  high  breach  of  the  privilege 
of  Parliament  to  open  or  look  into  any 
letter  belonging  to  a  Member  of  that 
House,  except  under  an  express  warrant 
in  writing,  under  the  hand  of  one  of  the 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  for  every 
such  opening  and  looking  into.  But,  then, 
inquiry  should  be  made  what  was  done 
under  such  a  warrant,  and  whether  such  a 
warrant  was  legal.  It  should  be  recollected 
that  a  warrant  was  not  the  mere  creation 
of  the  brain  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  any 
more  than  a  magistrate.  He  must  pro- 
ceed on  exact  information,  as  Chief  Justice 
Pratt  had  stated,  and  must  issue  his  war- 
rant grounded  on  such  information.  It 
was  a  breach  of  privilege  to  proceed  with- 
out positive  and  legal  information  to  issue 
such  a  warrant,  even  according  to  the  Reso* 
lution  of  1735;  bad  as  these  times  were, 
and  corrupt  as  Parliament  then  was»  still 
it  was  declared  to  be  a  breach  of  privilege 
to  prevent  a  Member  receiving  his  letters 
free,  unless  they  were  stopped  by  a  war- 
rant, and  that  a  legal  warrant.  It  was  re- 
solved by  this  House  in  1766^  that  to  seize 
papers  of  a  Member  under  a  general  warrant, 
was  a  breach  of  privilege ;  how  much  strong- 
er must  be  the  breach  of  privilege  in  open- 
2  12 
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ing  and  reading  the  letters  of  Members  com* 
ing  from  thtir  conBtiiuents.  The  voice 
of  that  House  Hnd  the  country  must  liavc 
toM  the  Government  thai  the  time  hud 
come  when  the  question  should  be  set  at 
rest,  and  the  country  should  know  on  what 
law  this  custom  of  detaining  and  opening 
letters  was  founded,  and  nhat  bad  led  the 
Government  to  eiercise  that  pnwer  in  thiii 
case.  The  bon.  and  learned  Member  fuT 
Bute  had  talked  of  the  feelings  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;  he  (Mr.  Watson)  should  be 
sorry  to  say  anything  to  hurt  them,  but 
then  be  should  recollect  that  there  were 
feelings  on  the  other  lide.  Must  it  not  be 
grating  to  the  feelings,  and  derogatory  to 
the  honour  of  a  Member  of  that  House  to 
know  that  he  was  the  abject  of  such  nuspi- 
oton — that  the  Government  had  acted  in 
ft  way  to  lead  to  the  supposition  that  he 
bad,  primi  facie,  been  guilty  of  a  crime? 
To  show  what  inferences  were  often  drawn 
from  sucb  an  act  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
Ternment,  he  need  only  refer  to  what  bad 
been  said  that  night  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Tyrone,  who  declared  mint 
erroneously  that  a  former  Member  for 
Cork  had  been  imprisoned  for  felony.  No 
doubt,  in  an  equd  spirit  of  exaggeration, 
in  the  course  of  two  or  three  years,  some 
peraon  would  be  getting  up  and  sayinj; 
that  the  bon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had 
been  suspected  of  felony,  as  his  letters  bad 
been  detained  and  opened.  In  conclusion, 
he  considered  that  the  House  was  entitled 
to  know  the  nature  of  the  information 
which  led  to  the  issue  of  these  war 
and  to  tlie  grounds  nn  which  they 
granted.  If  be  was  wrong  in  tbe 
ment  which  he  had  mode  as  to  tbe  law  of  the 
case,  it  was  not  from  any  want  of  attention 
on  bis  pan,  as  he  had  carefully  looked  into 
the  law  on  the  subject ;  and  he 
sure  that  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House  and  the  country  to  learn  from  his 
learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General,  that 
the  detention  and  examination  of  letters 
the  Post  Office  rested  on  legal  grounds. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  if  he  had 
been  disinclined  to  take  part  in  this  dii 
cnssion,  one  of  the  most  disagreeable  and 
painful  he  bad  ever  beard  within  the 
walls  ofthe  House— and  which  had  already 
been  sufficiently  protracted — it  was  impos- 
sible, after  the  pninted  notice  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  of  the  hnn.  and  learned  Member 
for  Buth  on  a  preceding  erening.  indcpen. 
dcntly  of  the  appeals  that  had  been  mn()» 
ta  hiro  to-niglil,  that  he  should  amd  tr 
passing  on   tbe  attention  of  the   H"- 
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Though  he  felt  most  ncutely  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  proceedings  which 
had  taken    place   «n   this  subject  in  tbe 

though  he  reeretted  the  Motion, 
and  deeply  regretted  many  expreasiDna 
which  bad  been  used,  and  the  general  tone 
and  temper  of  the  debate — he  truated  that 
the  obseiratioDS  he  had  to  make  would  be 
confined  within  the  limits  consistent  with 
igard  to  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  the  dignity  nf  the  House.  He 
was  placed  in  a  most  extraordinary  poaition 
with  respect  to  the  Motion  of  the  hou. 
"      '    ■.     The  Motion  of  the  bon.  Mem- 

originally  framed,  was  prepared 
after  due  conaideration,  and  no  doubt  after 
consultation  with  his  friends ;  but  it  con- 
tained expressions  so  objectionable,  that 
his  better  judgment,  or  sounder  adrice, 
induced  bim  to  omit  them ;  and  the  Motion, 
thus  considered  and  thus  remodelled,  waa 
at  last  presented  to  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Two  nights  were  nearly  spent  in 
debate  upon  this  Motion,  when,  at  a  late 
periud  of  tbe  second  night's  debate,  tbe 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
came  forward  with  an  Amendment — an 
Amendment  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Metuber  for  Shrewsbury  said  was 
not  conceived  in  a  hostile  B[urit,  and, 
what  muat  have  enprised  many  of  us,  that 
it  was  not  supported  by  him  in  a  similar 
spirit.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Sunderland  waa  a  manly,  a  generous,  and 
an  open  opponent.  We  knew  where  to 
look  for  such  an  opponent ;  we  met  him 
where  a  fair  adversary  ought  ever  to  be 
met— face  to  face.  It  was,  therefore, 
quite  competent  for  tlie  noble  Lord  to 
bring  forward  his  Amendment  even  as 
a  party  measure,  and  to  propose  it  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House  in  the 
course  of  fair  Parliamentary  warfare.  Tbe 
noble  I.ord  had  felt  that  the  propoeiiion 
which  had  been  conceived  nnd  put  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  would 
not  be  generally  entertained ; — that  it  had 
been  condemned  by  the  right  hnn.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Edinburgh.  He 
wished  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allow  him  to  prefix  the  word  "  learned" 
also  to  his  name,  for  he  (the  Solicitor  Ge- 
nerjl)  was  prdud  to  recollect  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  nnce  of  the  piT>> 
fession  to  which  he  belonged.  It  had 
been  condemned  also  by  tbe  hon.  Meiaher 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Ward)  in  a  most  admi- 
rable  Kti«<rh.   wliirh.   rmm    the   oeneroua 
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hon.  GentletDOO  had  stated  that  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  agree  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury ;  and  un- 
der these  circumstances,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Sunderland  felt  that  it 
was  necessary  to  bring  the  straggling  party 
together  again.  The  noble  Lord  was  de- 
termined to  raise  a  standard  round  which 
his  party  might  rally.  It  was  quite  fair, 
and  quite  consistent  with  Parliamentary 
tactics;  and  he  had  accordingly  framed  an 
Amendment  which  it  appeared  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  conciliating  the  good  feeling  of 
all  those  who  usually  voted  with  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  probable  that  all  the  fugi- 
tives would  thus  return  to  the  noble  Lord's 
standard,  and  would  unite  with  him  in  one 
body  to  support  his  Amendment.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury had^  not  unexpectedly,  given  his 
support  to  the  noble  Lord.  He  said,  not 
unexpectedly,  because  it  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  that  when  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury, and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Lord  Sandon)  rose  together, 
there  was  a  general  call  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  for  the  former  hon.  Member,  to 
which  call  his  noble  Friend  had  been  com- 
pelled to  give  way.  Now,  though  he  ad- 
mitted the  talent  and  iogenuitvof  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shrewsbury*  yet  he  shrewdly 
suspected  when  that  hon.  Member  rose  to 
address  the  House,  it  was  not  the  anti- 
cipation of  the  pleasure  to  be  derived  from 
the  exhibition  of  these  qualities,  which 
accounted  for  the  eagerness  to  hear  him^ 
but  that  it  was  from  some  previous  know- 
ledge of  the  course  which  he  meant  to  pur- 
sue which  made  them  to  ready  to  receive  him 
with  open  arms.  Nor  were  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  exhibited  such  anxiety  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  deceived 
in  their  expectations,  for  he  had  supported 
with  all  his  heart  and  power  the  Amend- 
ment  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  told  them  that  he  gave  his 
support  to  the  noble  Lord  through  no  hos- 
tile feeling  towards  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Graham).  He  regretted,  however, 
that  the  tone,  the  manner,  and  the  expres- 
sions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  strangely  belied 
that  declaration.  He  had  for  some  time 
felt  at  a  loss  to  conceive  what  it  was  that 
had  provoked  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury— he  wondered  what  motive  could 
have  actuated  him  to  display  such  feelings; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  at  length  kind 
enough  to  dear  up  hb  doubts,  by  informing 
Ibt  House  that  be  had  ireoeived  from  hit 


right  hon.  Friend   nothing  but  courtesy. 
The    cause  of   the  spirit   exhibited    by 
the  hon.   Member    for  Shrewsbury  was 
therefore  perfectly  clear;    and  he  could 
thus  understand  why  it  was  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  Houho 
had  appeared  to  be  prepared  for  the  speech 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made.  The 
hon.    Gentleman    had    taken    the    legal 
grounds  of  the  question  for  his  argument, 
and  in  that  he  had  been  followed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  (Mr. 
Roebuck).     The  latter  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  pressed  him  (the  Solicitor 
General)  with  the  opinion  of  what  he  was 
pleased  to  call  the  highest  legal  authority 
in  Common  Law ;  by  which  he  presumed 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  meant  the 
Judge  who  presides  in  the  highest  Court 
of  Common  Law  in  this  kingdom.     They 
had  had  on  that    night  the  question  of 
law  renewed,    bv  the  hon.   Member  for 
Newport  (Mr.  Blewitt),  who  had  acted  as 
a  sort  of  leader  for  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kinsale  (Mr.  Wat- 
son).    The  latter  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  regretted  that  no  one  before 
him  had  touched  upon  the  legal  bearing  of 
the  question,  which  had  formed  the  prin- 
cipal portion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's own  speech.     He  did  not  know  if 
that  regret  was  shared  by  the  House ;  for 
it    had    certainly  occurred   to   him  that 
the    real    question     under    consideration 
had    not    the    slightest    connexion   with 
the  legal    matters  which  his    hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had   introduced  to  their 
notice.     He   confessed  that  he  still  en- 
tertained the  same  opinion;   but  he  was 
placed  in  a  situation  of  some  embarrass- 
ment on  the  subject.     He  felt  that  he  was 
entering  on  irrelevant  matter,  but  yet  that, 
if  he  did  not  reply  to  the  observations  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friends,  he  might  be 
supposed  to  agree  in  the  law  which  they 
had  so  authoritatively  laid  down ;  while, 
by  following  them  in  the  course  which  they 
had  taken,  he  must  enter  on  a  field  of  de- 
bate quite  foreign  to  that  which  ought  to 
be    the   subject    of  discussion.    At    the 
same  time    he    must    say,  that   nothing 
appeared  to  him  more  unsatis^ctory  than 
the  legal  opinions  which  were  expressed 
by  Gentlemen  of  his  profession   in  that 
House.     Whatever  might  be  the  sincerity 
of  those  opinions,  however  strongly  the 
speakers  might  be  impressed  with  the  cor. 
rectness  of  their  view  of  the  law*  still  it 
was  impossible  for  other  hon.  Members  of 
that  HousOi  and  for  the  public  generally^ 
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to  divest  their  miDds  of  the  impressiou 
that  those  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
were  speaking  under  a  bias  which  thwarted 
their  judgments,  and  which  prevented 
them  from  coming  to  an  honest  and  a  fair 
conclusion.  He  knew  perfectly  well, 
that  if  he  happened  to  express  an  opinion 
—as  he  feared  he  should  be  compelled  to 
do— on  a  point  of  law  opposed  to  that 
M'hich  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  had  preceded  him,  it  would  be 
immediately  supposed  that  he  had  done  so 
merely  because  he  happened  to  sit  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  to  that  of  the 
Lon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  was 
aware  of  the  natural  and  inevitable  conae« 
quences  that  were  to  be  drawn  from  their 
respective  positions  in  that  debate;  but, with 
that  knowledge,  he  would  still  not  shrink 
from  the  responsibility  of  the  place  which 
be  filled.  The  House  would,  he  trusted, 
permit  him  to  say  thnt  he  did  feel  very 
seriously  the  responsibility  of  every  opinion 
in  point  of  law  which  he  was  called  upon 
to  express.  He  did  not,  however,  approve 
of  the  course  followed  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  of  pledging  his  profes- 
sional reputation  to  the  accuracy  of  every 
opinion  which  he  put  forth.  He  knew  the 
danger  of  offering  such  pledges  too  fre« 
quently,  as  at  last  no  credit  would  be  ob- 
tained upon  them,-— he  knew,  also,  how 
prone  men  were  to  cling  to  fiirourite  views 
and  to  feelings  of  party, — yet  still  he  did 
not  shrink  from  the  responsibility  of  the 
opinion  which  he  was  about  to  give.  In 
reply  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he 
must,  in  the  first  place,  remark,  that  when 
the  question  had  been  originally  opened,  the 
noble  Lord  alluded  to  by  the  hon.and  learned 
Gentleman  was  of  opinion,  not  merely  that 
the  issue  of  warrants  was  sanctioned  by  law, 
but  that  the  law  recognized  even  theissueof 
a  general  warrant  in  this  case.  In  the  House 
of  Lords,  they  had  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
Lord  Brougham,  and  Lord  Denman,  in 
favour  of  this  view.  He  admitted  that  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Campbell  was  different, 
but  the  other  three  noble  Lords  all  con* 
curred  in  the  opinion  that  a  general  war- 
rant to  detain  and  open  all  the  letters  of  a 
particular  individual,  within  a  certain 
period,  was  a  valid  instrument.  Lord 
Campbell,  he  admitted,  was  of  opinion 
that  it  was  necessary  to  hare  a  specific 
warrant  for  each  particular  case  of  opening 
a  letter.  He  would  also  admit  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  presided  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  appeared  to  have  after* 
wards  changed  the  opinion  which  he  had 


originally  entertained ;  but  the  subsequeBt 
declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  was  very 
vaguely  and  unsatisfactorily  exptessed, 
and  he  did  not,  therefore,  consider  himself 
much  pressed  by  it,  and,  even  if  it 
were  otherwise,  be  should  still  feel  bound 
to  put  forward  his  own  views  fearieasly 
upon  the  matter.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kinsale  was  the  only  member 
of  the  legal  profession— > and  he  had  taken 
credit  to  himself  for  the  fact^— who  had 
argued  and  reasoned  on  the  question  of 
law;  but  he  fieared  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  and  himself  were  not  very 
likely  to  agree  upon  the  riew  of  the  law. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  failed  in 
convincing  him,  and  he  had  not  moch 
hope  of  making  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
a  convert  to  his  opinion.  The  hon.  nnd 
learned  Gentleman  had  told  them  that  hn 
cared  not  what  the  usage  in  the  matter 
might  be;  that  if  he  were  given  uangn 
from  the  foundation  of  Rome  to  the  pre* 
sent  time,  it  could  not,  in  his  mind,  sanc- 
tion such  a  practice  as  that  of  which  he 
complained.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
appeared  to  have  forgotten  that  po8ition» 
however,  towards  the  conclusion  of  his 
argument ;  for  he  then  inquired  what  ob* 
jection  there  could  be  in  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  lor  Finsbury  to  produce  the 
legal  warrant,  if  any  such  existed.  [Mr. 
Watson  had  not  made  use  of  the  wetd 
"  legal."]  His  impression  was,  tiiat  his  hen. 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  used  the  word 
"  legal  ;'*  but  of  course,  after  the  denial 
which  had  been  given,  he  would  not 
press  the  point  farther.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  said,  the  case  under 
their  consideration  was  like  that  of  se* 
nenil  warrants ;  and  in  the  midat  of  his 
other  arocations,  be  appeared  lo  have  found 
time  to  search  for  authorities  on  the  sub- 
ject  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
came  to  the  House  armed  with  the  opi« 
nions  of  Judges  as  to  the  legality  of  gene« 
ral  warrants;  and  he  said  there  was  one 
case  conclusive  on  the  point,  and  that  the 
warants  in  question  could  no  mere  stand 
than  general  warrants.  But  did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  know  this-*«*thttt 
general  warrants  existed  under  the  antbe- 
rity  of  an  Act  of  Parliainent  until  the  yenr 
1694,  when  the  Stataie  espired  ?— 4hat 
subsequently  to  that  date  there  was  no  bar 
empowering  Secretaries  of  State  to  issoe 
general  warrants;  and  yet  that,  noCwMi* 
standing  the  abeence  of  any  legal  aatbe- 
rity,  general  warrants  contiooed  to  be 
isMied  until  the  yew  17<3,  when  it 
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decided  that  they  were  illegal  ?  His  hon. 
sod  learned  Friend  objected  that  there 
wfre  oq  lawyers  on  the  Committee.  He 
sappsaed  feiie  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman 
did  not  regret  not  being  on  that  Com- 
mittee. Certainly,  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  was  very  glad  that  he  had  not 
been  placed  on  it.  But  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  admit  that  his  objection  did 
not  apply  to  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  In  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  there  were  two  excellent  lawyers, 
both  of  whom  had  held  the  Great  Seal.  He 
alluded  to  Lord  Cottenbam  and  Lord 
Brougham.  But  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said,  that  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  expressly 
declared  that  this  power  was  not  conferred 
by  any  statute.  But  that  was  not  all  that 
the  Report  stated.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  read  a  passage  from  the  Re- 
port, but  he  omitted  the  reasoning  on 
irhich  the  statement  was  founded.  It 
was  true  the  Lords'  Committee  stated, 
and  the  passage  had  been  read  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  that  the  Act  of  the 
9th  Anne,  c.  10— 

**  Giires  no  power  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  detain  or  open  letters,  but  prohibits  others 
from  doing  so,  except  by  an  express  warrant 
in  writing  under  the  hand  of  the  Priucipal 
Secretary  for  every  such  opening  or  detaining." 

But  if  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
read  the  two  preceding  lines,  he  would 
bare  found  these  words :— * 

''The  terms  in  which  the  provisions  of  the 
Aet,  9  Anne,  c.  10»  upon  this  subject  are 
enacted,  cau  only  be  explained  upon  the  sup- 
position that  this  power  was  at  the  time  fuUy 
recognised.'' 

After  which  the  Report  goes  on  with  the 
sentence  which  the  hon,  and  learned  Gen* 
tieman  bad  read.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  forgive  him  for  charging  him 
with  suppressing  a  very  important  part  of 
the  paragraph, and  thusinducing  the  House 
to  believe  that  the  Secretary  of  State  exer- 
daed  the  power  of  opening  and  detaining 
fetters  without  any  legal  right.  His  hon. 
^nd  learned  Friend  said  that  he  had  been 
unable  to  find  any  authorities  to  warrant 
the  belief  that  any  such  power  existed  in 
connexion  with  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  He  wondered  whether  it  ever  oc- 
curred to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  in- 
asmuch as  this  was  a  power  exercised  in 
tecret,  that  it  was  very  likely  that  there 
^ould  be  no  authorities  in  the  books 
upon:  the  subject.  If  that  had  oc- 
curred to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  it 


would  have  saved  him  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  time,  which  be  might  have  de- 
voted to  more  important  and  useful  in- 
quiries. But  his  hon.  Friend  said  this 
was  an  illegal  power  which  existed  nowhere, 
neither  under  Common  Law  nor  Statute 
Law,  of  which,  even  if  usage  could  be  ad- 
duced in  support  of  it,  from  the  time  of 
the  foundation  of  Rome  to  the  present 
moment,  there  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
no  justification  With  such  a  convic- 
tion in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  it  was  impossible  to  argue 
with  him.  He  trusted,  however,  that  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  require  the 
same  amount  of  proof,  and  though  he  could 
not  go  back  so  far  as  the  foundation  of 
Rome,  still,  through  the  labours  of  the 
Committee,  and  the  antiquarian  researches 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal,  he  could 
show  that  the  power  of  carrying  letters 
had  always  been  a  part  of  the  Prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  which  bad  been  thereby 
enabled  to  detain  any  suspected  let- 
ters ;  that  at  the  time  of  the  Common- 
wealth an  ordinance  was  passed,  in  the 
year  1656,  which  enumerated,  among  the 
advantages  of  a  Post  Office,  that  it  would 
afford  the  best  means 

'*To  discover  and  prevent  many  dangerous 
and  wicked  designs  which  have  been  and  are 
daily  contrived,  against  the  peace  and  welfare 
of  the  Commonwealth,  the  intelligence  whereof 
cannot  well  be  communicated  but  by  letter  of 
escript." 

He  cared  not  whether  that  power  had 
originally  the  constitutional  authority  con- 
tended for ;  but  he  would  maintain  that  by 
the  Act  of  the  9th  of  Anne,  that  power  had 
been  distinctly  recognized  as  existing  in 
one  of  the  Principal  Secretaries  of  State. 
He  was  afraid  he  detained  the  House  too 
long  upon  this  part  of  the  case  ;  but  it  was 
important  that  they  should  have  the  evi- 
dence on  that  subject  clearly  before  them, 
and  he  trusted  the  House  would  therefore 
allow  him  for  a  moment  to  refer  to  the 
Statute  of  Anne,  of  which  so  much  had 
been  said  in  that  debate.  The  40th  sec- 
tion of  that  Act  was  in  the  following 
terms  :— 

"And  whereas  abuses  may  be  committed 
by  wilfully  opening,  embezzling,  detaining 
and  delaying  of  letters  or  packets,  to  the  great 
discouragement  of  trade,  commerce,  and  cor- 
respondence ;  for  prevention  thereof,  be  it  en- 
acted by  the  authority  aforesaid,  and  from  and 
after  the  1st  day  of  June,  1711,  no  person  or 
persons  shall  presume  wittingly,  willingly,  or 
knowingly,  to  open,  detain  or  delay^  or  causei 
procurei  permit  or  suffer  to  be  opened;  de- 
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tained  or  delayed^  any  letter  or  letters,  packet 
or  packets,  after  the  same  is  or  shall  be  de- 
livered into  the  general  or  other  post-office,  [ 
or  into  the  hands  of  any  person  or  persons  ' 
employed  for  the  receiving  or  carrying  post 
letters,  and  before  delivery  to  the  persons  to  '• 
whom  they  are  directed,  or  for  their  use,  ex-  : 
cept  by  an  express  warrant  in  writing,  under 
the  hand  of  one  of  the  Principal  Secretaries  of 
State  for  every  such  opening,  detaining  or 
delaying ;  or  except  in  such  cases  when  the 
party  or  parties  to  whom  such  letter  or  letters, 
packet  or  packets,  shall  be  directed,  or  who  is 
or  are  hereby  chargeable  with  the  payment  of 
the  port  or  ports  thereof,  shall  refuse  or  neg- 
lect to  pay  the  same ;  and  except  such  letters 
or  packets  as  shall  be  returned  for  want  of 
due  directions,  and  when  the  party  to  whom 
the  same  is  directed  cannot  be  found ;  and 
that  every  person  or  persons  offending  in 
manner  aforesaid,  or  who  shall  embezzle  any 
such  letter  or  letters,  packet  or  packets,  shall 
for  every  such  offence  forfeit  the  sum  of  20/." 


All  the  Acts  relatiDg  to  the  Post  Office 
had  been  subsequently  repealed  and  con- 
solidated in  the  reign  of  Her  present  Ma* 
jesty ;  but  this  power  was  retained,  and  in 
proof  he  might  refer  to  the  Oath  of  Office 
which  was  taken  by  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral.    That  oath  was  in  these  words: — 

"  I  do  solemnly  and  sincerely  declare  that 
I  will  not  wittingly  or  willingly  open  or  delay, 
or  cause  or  suffer  to  be  opened  or  delayed, 
contrary  to  my  duty,  any  letter  or  anything 
sent  by  the  post  which  shall  come  into  my 
hands  or  custody  by  reason  of  my  employment 
relating  to  the  Post  Office,  except  by  the  con- 
sent of  the  person  or  persons  to  whom  the 
same  shall  be  directed,  or  by  an  express  war- 
rant in  writing  under  the  hand  of  one  of  the 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State  (or,  as  to  Ire- 
land, under  the  hand  or  hands  of  the  Lord 
lieutenant  or  other  Chief  Governor  or  Gover- 
nors of  Ireland),  for  that  purpose,  except  in 
such  cases  where  the  party  or  parties  to  whom 
such  letter  or  anything  sent  by  the  post  shall 
be  directed,  and  who  is  or  are  chargeable  with 
the  payment  of  the  postage  thereof,  shall  re- 
fuse or  neglect  to  pa^  the  same ;  and  unless 
such  letters  or  anything  sent  by  the  post  as 
shall  be  returned  for  want  of  true  directions, 
or  when  the  party  or  parties  to  whom  the 
same  shall  be  directed  cannot  be  found ;  and 
that  I  will  not  in  any  way  embezzle  any  such 
letter  or  thing  sent  by  the  post  as  aforesaid ; 
and  I  make  this  solemn  declaration  conscien- 
tiously, intending  to  fulfil  and  obey  the  same ; 
and  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  Her  Ma^ 
jesty  Queen  Victoria,  intituled  *An  Actfor  the 
Management  and  Regulation  of  the  Post 
Office/" 

That  oath  or  declaration  was  taken  under 
the  Ad  1  Victoria,  ch.  82,  and  in  a  subso- 


quent  Act  of  the  same  Session,  it  was  pro- 
vided that — 

'*  Every  person  employed .  by  or  under  the 
Post  Office,  who  shall,  contrary  to  bis  duty, 
open  or  procure,  or  suffer  to  be  opened,  a  post 
letter,  or  shall  wilfully  detain  or  delay,  or  pro- 
cure or  suffer  to  be  detained  or  delayed,  a  post 
letter,  shall,  in  England  and  Ireland,  be  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor,  and  in  Scotland  of  a 
crime  and  offence,  and  being  convicted  thereof 
shall  suffer  such  punishment,  by  fine  or  im- 
prisonment, or  by  both,  as  to  the  Court  shall 
seem  meet;  provided  always,  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  extend  to  the  opening  or 
detaining  or  delaying  of  a  post  letter  returned 
for  want  of  a  true  direction,  or  of  a  post  letter 
returned  by  reason  that  the  person  to  whom  the 
same  shall  be  directed  is  dead  or  cannot  be 
found,  or  shall  have  refused  the  same,  or  shall 
have  refused  or  neglected  to  pay  the  postage 
thereof,  nor  to  the  opening  or  detaining  or  dt» 
laying  a  post  letter  in  obedience  to  an  euress 
warrant  in  writing  under  the  band  (in  Ureal 
Britain)  of  one  of  the  Principal  Secretaries  of 
State;  and  in  Irehmd  under  the  band  and 
seal  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland." 

Now,  he  could  not  understand  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  meant  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  on  the  preceding 
night,  bv  stating  that  the  Seoretary  m 
State  had  no  power  whaterer  to  issue  hit 
warrant  for  detaining  and  opening  letten 
onder  the  SUtute.  That  the  object  of  the 
Leffislature  in  enacting  the  provisions  he 
had  read,  was  simply  to  prevent  any  clerk 
or  sub-agent,  or  other  subordinate  person 
in  the  Post  Office,  from  opening  or  de* 
taining  letters,  not  to  confer  any  such 
power  upon  the  Secretary  of  State.  But 
would  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  who 
pursued  the  same  line  of  ailment,  tell 
him  why  the  Legislature  diould  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  introduce  anything 
about  warrants  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  if  its  object  was  merely  what  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  stated  f 
If  the  Legislature  only  intended  to  pr»* 
vent  improper  conduct  on  the  part  of 
inferior  officers,  why  should  it  have  made 
an  exception  in  cases  where  a  war- 
rant would  issue  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  ?  The  result  of  all  these  arguments 
was  the  opinion  to  which  he  had  come*— 
and  which  he  humbly  tendered  to  the 
House  as  his  deliberate  oonrictioo,  pro* 
duced  by  all  the  consideration  and  inquiry 
he  had  been  aUe  to  give  to  the  matter— ttnd 
that  opinion  was,  that  this  being  a  power 
exercised  by  Common  Law,  and  More  any 
of  the  Statutes  to  whidi  leferenoe  had  been 
made  were  passed,  tiiese  Statutes  could  not 
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> confer  the  power ,  because  it  had  already 
existed,  but  tliey  recogoised  and  sanctioned 
it;  and  it  was,  therefore,  a  legal  power 
existing  at  Common  Law,  sanctioned  and 
recognised  bv  the  Statute  law  of  the  land. 
Now,  he  willingly  passed  from  this  part  of 
the  case,  and  before  doing  so,  he  again 
^1^8^  ^^  apologise  to  the  House  for  dwel- 
ling so  long  on  points  with  which  they  had 
redly  nothing  whaterer  to  do.  He  passed 
next  to  the  consideration  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  exercise  of  this  power  affected 
the  privileges  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
That  was  certainly  a  rery  delicate  matter, 
and  he  knew  that  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
present  were  peculiarly  sensitive  upon  it 
He  therefore  feared  that  he  mieht  incur 
their  censure  when  he  expressed  his  opi- 
nion that  Members  of  that  House  pos- 
sessed no  greater  privileges  with  regard  to 
the  power  of  the  Secretary  of  State  over 
their  letters  than  any  other  individuals  in 
the  community ;  and  he  ventured  to  main- 
tain that  opinion  from  the  very  words  of 
the  Resolution  of  1735.  In  that  year,  as 
they  were  informed  by  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,—- 

**  Complaint  being  made  io  the  Hoase  of 
Commons  by  certain  of  the  Members,  that 
their  letters  had  been  opened  and  read  by  the 
clerks  of  the  Post  Office,  on  the  pretence  of 
ascertaining  whether  or  no  the  franks  of  these 
Members  were  counterfeited,  and  a  copy  of 
His  Majesty's  warrant,  whereby  letters  of 
Members  and  certain  public  functionaries 
were  permitted  to  pass  free  from  postage, 
being  read,  it  was  ordered,  that  the  copy  of  the 
said  warrant  be  referred  to  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee,  and  that  they  do  examine  the 
matter  thereof,  and  report  the  same,  with  their 
opinions  thereon,  to  the  House ;  and  on  the 
Committee  making  its  report,  the  House  re- 
solved, m^er  o/ia,  *  That  it  is  a  high  infringe- 
ment of  the  privilege  of  the  Knighu,  Citizens, 
and  Burgesses,  chosen  to  represent  the  Com- 
mons of  Great  Britain  in  Parliament,  for  any 
Postmaster,  his  Deputies  or  Agents,  in  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland,  to  open  or  look  into,  by 
any  means  whatsoever,  any  letter  directed  to 
or  signed  by  the  proper  hand  of  any  Member, 
without  an  express  warrant  in  writing,  under 
the  hand  of  one  of  the  Principal  Secretaries  of 
State,  for  every  such  opening  and  looking 
into ;  or  to  detain  or  delay  any  letter  directed 
to  or  signed  with  the  name  of  any  Member, 
unless  there  shall  be  good  reason  to  suspect 
some  connterfeit  of  it,  without  an  express  war- 
rant of  a  Principal  Secretary  of  State,  as  afore- 
lidy  for  every  such  detaining  or  delaying.''' 


They  had,  then,  a  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  passed  so  long  ago 
as  the  year  1735,  in  which  it  was  ex- 
pretsly  admitted  tbat  the   Secretary  of 


State  had  the  power  of  issuing  warrants 
for  the  inspection  of  their  letters.  But 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sun-> 
derland,  said,  the  power  ought  not  to 
exist  with  regard  to  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, because  it  might  be  perverted  by  a 
corrupt  Minister  of  the  Crown,  to  par^y 
and  political  purposes.  Undoubtedly  such 
a  result  was  possible,  but  what  conclusion 
did  he  draw  from  that?  He  did  not  reason 
from  the  abuse  of  the  power  against 
its  use  or  existence*  He  admitted  that 
the  power  vested  by  law  in  the  Prin- 
cipal Secretary  of  State  became  infi- 
nitely more  dangerous,  and  that  the  issue 
of  the  warrant  required  infinitely  more 
caution  in  the  case  of  a  Member  of  the 
Legislature,  and  that  if  it  were  discovered 
that  the  Minister  exercised  the  power 
which  he  possessed  in  such  a  case  for  party 
or  political  purposes,  he  would  justly  incur 
the  animadversion  of  the  House  and  of  the 
country.  But  while  he  admitted,  with  the 
noble  Lord,  the  possibility  of  the  power 
being  so  exercised,  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  the  Reports  of  the  Committee, 
both  of  the  Lords  and  Commons,  concurred 
in  stating,  that  having  looked  back  to  the 
proceedings  of  several  Secretaries  of  State 
during  successive  Administrations  for  more 
than  twenty  years,  they  found  the  practice 
had  been  nearly  uniform ;  that  the  power 
had  been  very  sparingly  exercised,  and 
never  from  personal  or  party  motives ;  and 
that  in  every  case  investigated  it  seemed 
to  have  been  directed 

^  By  an  earnest  and  faithfal  desire  to  adopt 
that  course  which  appeared  to  be  necessary, 
either  to  promote  the  ends  of  justice  or  to  pre- 
vent a  disturbance  of  the  public  tranquillity, 
or  otherwise  to  promote  the  best  interests  of 
the  country." 

With  reffard  to  the  expediency  of  con* 
tinuing  that  most  important  power,  it  was 
a  question  which  ought  not  &irly  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  present  Motion.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen might  entertain  very  different  opi- 
nions on  this  subject — and  all  have  very 
sound  reasons  for  Uieir  peculiar  views ;  but 
in  general,  aa  far  as  he  could  gather  the 
feelings  of  the  majority  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  spoken,  he  thought  they  were  in 
faronr  of  a  continuance  of  the  power,  under 
certain  restrictions ;  but  he  was  afraid,  if  it 
were  intended  that  the  power  should  be  in 
the  smallest  degree  useful,  it  would  be 
found  utterly  impracticable  to  impose  any 
restrictions  or  conditions  whatever  upon  it. 
He  feared  there  was  no  alternative  between 
the  utter  abolition  of  the  power,  and  the 
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eotrusting  it,  under  the  respoDsibility  of 
his  owp  discretion,  to  the  Secretary  of 
Statei  in  whom  it  was  ioFested.  When 
tbe  subject  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  last  year  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  James 
Graham)  was  placed  in  a  most  embarrass- 
ing position.  H,e  felt  himself  bound  by 
his  official  duty,  by  what  he  owed  to  the 
public,  to  remain  perfectly  silent.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
might  have  prevented  all  discussion  by  a 
single  word.  True,  he  might ;  but  why 
was  not  that  word  uttered  ?  Because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  restrained  by 
an  overruling  sense  of  official  duty.  But 
there  were  Members  of  that  House  who 
knew  the  embarrassment  of  his  position 
— who  had  themselves  filled  the  office  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet^  and  had  exercised 
the  power  for  the  use  of  which  he  had  been 
assailed.  They  knew  the  difficulties  of  his 
situation,  and  one  word  from  them  would 
have  relieved  him ;  but  they  remained 
silent.  The  word  in  due  season  was  not 
spoken.  Did  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  connected  with  the 
former  Government  get  up  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  the  odium  attaching  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  in  consequence  of  the 
exercise  of  this  power?  Were  they  even 
silent  ?  On  the  contrary,  they  seemed  to 
feel — they  must  forgive  him  the  expres- 
sion— inconsistently  with  the  general  man- 
liness of  their  course,  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  in  a  difficulty  from  which  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  relieve  himself, 
and  not  one  of  them  came  forward  to  his 
relief.  In  consequence  of  the  cry  which 
was  raised  from  one  end  of  the  kingdom  to 
the  other,  the  position  in  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  originally  stood  was  altered. 
Silence  had  been  originally  imposed  upon 
him  as  a  duty,  but  the  general  feeling  which 
prevailed  now  rendered  inquiry  necessary. 
He  could  hardly  believe  that  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  could  have  anticipated 
the  manly  course  which  would  be  adopted 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He  could  not  nelp 
suspecting  that  they  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend^s  lips  were  sealed  by  his  official  duty, 
and  that  he  would  not  be  able  to  come 
forward  and  court  inquiry.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  proposed  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  subject^  his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  a 
speech,  the  manly,  calm,  and  dignified 
composure  of  which  was  calculated  to 
produce  the  deepest  eftct  on  the  House, 


expressed  his  assent  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Secret  Committee;  and  then  the  oobic 
Lord  the  Member  for  London,  and  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  feeling  that  the  practices  not 
only  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  but  of  his 
predecessors  would  be  made  known,  spoke 
out,  and,  joining  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  contended  that  the  Committee 
ought  to  be  a  secret  one,  and  that  the  evi- 
dence ought  not  to  be  published.  The 
Committee  was  accordingly  appointed,  con- 
sisting of  Gentlemen  of  whom  it  had  been 
said  over  and  over  again  that  there  was  not 
a  Member  of  the  House  who  would  not  in- 
trust to  them  his  honour,  character,  and 
whatever  was  dearest  to  him  in  existence. 
The  House  decided  against  the  proposal  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  should  be 
on  that  Committee ;  and  upon  that  decision 
of  the  House  he  stood  m  precisely  the 
same  situation  as  any  other  Member  of  the 
House  who  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Edinburgh  was  pleased  to 
say,  that  in  consequence  of  the  different 
constitution  of  the  Committee  in  that 
House,  and  the  Committee  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  he  would  support  an  Amendmeoty 
which  he  dimly  shaaowed  out,  and  which 
had  been  since  put  into  shape  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  it  was 
proposed  by  the  Government  that  no 
person  who  was  a  Member  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment or  of  the  present  Government 
should  be  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
should  also  be  excluded, -» that  he  was 
struck  with  the  apparent  fiiirnesa  and 
justice  of  the  proposal,  and  had  been  be- 
guiled into  giving  his  vote  for  the  exdu- 
sion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
from  the  Committee.  He  must  t>e  per« 
mitted  to  say,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  so  readily  yielding 
up  his  judgment.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  strong  man  was  so  very  easily  bouod 
and  led  away  captive.  He  must  aasnioe 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  exer. 
cised  an  unfettered  judgment  upon  the 
subject ;  and  that  it  was  his  deliberate  con- 
viction that  it  would  be  inexpedient  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  should  sit  upon 
the  Committee.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem« 
ber  for  Kinsale  (Mr.  Watson)  sud,  that 
the  Committee  had  no  power  confided  to 
them  to  report  upon  the  law.  He  would 
have  done  netter,  if  instead  of  dlring  Into 


dsi 


Adjourned  Debate 


{Feb.  21} 


(Third  Night). 


982 


hie  books,  he  had  read  the  Report  of  the 
CoinmiUee»  at  the  beginning  of  which  he 
would  find  it  stated  that — 

'*  The  Committee  of  Secrecy  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  slate  of  the  law  in  respect  of 
the  detaining  and  opening  of  letters  at  the 
General  Post  Office,  and  into  the  mode  under 
which  the  authority  given  for  such  detaining 
and  opening  had  been  exercised,  and  to  report 
their  opinions  and  observations  thereupon  to 
the  House,  and  to  whom  several  petitions 
were  referred;  have  examined  the  matters  to 
them  referred,  and  have  agreed  to  the  follow- 
ing  Report." 

Now  this  was  a  most  important  part  of  the 
case.  What  was  the  object  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  that  Committee  according  to  the 
view  of  the  right  Hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh ?  He  said  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  intention  was,  that  this  Secret 
Committee  should  state  to  the  House»  not 
particular  cases,  but  the  general  principles 
upon  which  the  Post  Oifice,  or  other  au. 
tborities,  had  acted. — so  that  even  upon 
this  view  they  were  called  upon  to  report 
with  regard  to  the  state  of  the  law.  Their 
authority  was  ample  and  well  defined; 
4nd  how  did  they  perform  their  duty? 
Turn  to  the  ninth  page  of  their  Report, 
and  the  House  would  see  who  were  the 
persons  they  called  before  them. 

**  Before  entering,  however,  on  this  head  of 
inquiry^  (said  the  Committee),  **  they  consi- 
der it  proper  to  observe,  that  they  have  had 
before  them,  with  a  few  exceptions,  every 
person  now  living  who  has  held  the  seals  of 
Secretary  of  State  for  Home  or  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, since  the  year  1822,  as  well  as  two 
noblemen  who  have  discharged  the  office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  several  per- 
sons who  have  held  confidential  situations 
under  them ;  and  they  have  further  examined 
the  present  Postmaster  General,  the  Secretaries 
of  the  Post  Office  for  England  and  Ireland, 
together  with  several  of  the  most  confidential 
officers  in  every  branch  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
the  Home  Office,  and  the  Post  Office ;  and 
that  all  these  witnesses,  without  exception, 
have  made  to  your  Committee  the  most  full 
and  unreserved  disclosures ;  so  much  so  as  to 
have  rendered  it  superfluous  for  your  Com- 
mittee to  examine  any  other  witnesses." 

The  Committee,  thus  constituted^  armed 
with  these  powers,  and  calling  before  them 
all  the  witnesses  that  were  necessary  to  be 
aummoned,  came  to  a  conclusion  which,  he 
would  venture  to  say,  to  every  generous 
and  dispassionate  nind,  amounted  to  a  per- 
feet  and  oomplete  acquittal  of  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  Nay,  they  showed  that  in 
iome  respects  the  practice  of  the  right 


hon.  Baronet  had  improved  upon  tliat  of 
his  predecessors. 

"  There  is  a  marked  improvement,"  (said 
the  Report)  **  in  the  practice  of  the  present 
Home  Secretary  as  compared  with  that  of  his 
predecessors.  Since  the  average  duration  of 
the  warrants  issued  since  September,  1841, 
does  not  exceed  forty  days,  and  in  many  cases 
it  is  as  low  as  three  or  four  days." 

The  Committee  fully  exonerated  his  right 
hon.  Friend  from  the  charge  of  having  ex- 
ercised the  power  in  an  unworthy  manner, 
and  showed  that  that  power  had  been  used 
fairly  and  properly.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  who  was  not  upon  the  Com- 
mittee, and  who  was  not  considered  by 
this  House  to  be  a  proper  person  to  form 
part  of  the  Committee,  presented  himself 
with  his  witnesses  to  be  examined.  Did 
the  Committee  refuse  to  examine  them  ? 
No.  Why  were  they  not  examined  then? 
Because  the  hon.  Gentleman  chose  to  im- 
pose a  condition  upon  that  examination, 
which  would  have  been  quite  inconsistent 
with  the  duty  the  Committee  had  to  per- 
form. The  Committee  were  ready  to  in- 
vestigate every  matter  that  was  brought 
before  them,  and  to  have  examined  all  the 
witnesses  who  might  be  produced.  But 
they  could  not  submit  to  the  imposition  of 
the  terms  on  which  alone  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  permit  those  witnesses  to  ap- 
pear. Therefore  it  was  that  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  inquired  into. 
The  House  resolved  that  the  Committee 
should  be  a  secret  one^  and  that  the  evi- 
dence should  not  be  published,  because 
the  public  interest  required  it;  accord- 
ingly the  witnesses  who  appeared  before 
the  Committee,  felt  that  they  were  giving 
their  testimony  under  circumstances  which 
would  relieve  them  from  responsibility, 
and  enable  them  to  communicate  matters 
which,  if  the  seal  of  secrecy  were  taken 
off,  it  would  be  most  impolitic  and  im- 
proper to  communicate.  And  now  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  proposed  that 
the  whole  of  that  evidence  should  be  pub- 
lished ;  that  they  should  undo  all  that 
they  had  so  deliberately  done,  from  a  feel- 
ing of  the  absolute  necessity  that  existed 
for  secrecy,  having  constituted  a  Commit- 
tee on  that  foundation,  and  examined  wit« 
nesses  upon  the  same  principle ;  and  pub- 
lish the  whole  .evidence,  and  thus  give  rise 
to  all  those  mischievous  consequences  for 
preventing  which  the  Committee  was  in 
the  first  instance  made  secret.  Was  the  Mo* 
tioD  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  in* 
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tended  to  be  for  a  public  inquiry  into  all  the 
subjects  connected  with  the  exercise  of  this 
power  f  Was  it  intended  that  the  powers 
of  his  proposed  Committee  should  be  as 
extensive  as  those  which  were  conferred 
upon  the  Secret  Committee?  Did  he 
propose  that  all  the  practices  and  customs 
of  the  predecessors  of  the  right  hon.  the 
Home  Secretary  should  be  investigated  by 
his  Committee?  Not  a  bit.  But  bis 
Motion  was  restricted  to  the  warrants  that 
had  been  issued  from  the  1st  of  January, 
1840.  Now^  why  was  that?  It  would 
hare  been  too  palpable  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  dated  the  time  of  his  Motion  from  the 
period  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  en- 
tered upon  his  office.  That  would  be, 
too  obviously,  a  personal  attack  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet — therefore,  in  order 
that  his  Motion  might  not  have  so  much 
of  that  appearance  he  extended  his  time, 
and  added  another  year  to  the  period  for 
the  Committee's  inquiry.  But  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  view  was  still  to  con- 
tinue the  obloquy  and  odium  which,  if  it 
ought  to  attach  at  all,  should  attach  to 
the  power  itself,  and  not  to  the  exercise  of 
it  by  the  right  boo.  Baronet^  who,  if  he 
had  departea  from  the  practice  of  his  pre- 
decessors, had  done  so  in  favour  of  public 
liberty.  When  once  an  opinion  had  fixed 
itself  on  the  public  mind,  it  was  hard  in- 
deed to  eradicate  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  had  contrived  to  attach  that 
feeling  most  unjustly  and  improperly,  as 
he  thought,  on  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary;  and  now,  by  en- 
deavouring not  to  investigate  the  parti- 
culars of  the  general  exercise  of  this 
power,  his  object  was  to  keep  alive  that 
feeling  which  was  directed  against  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  He  would  not  ad- 
vert to  the  terms  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  introduced  his  Mo- 
tion—they had  been  properly  character- 
ized by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  He  thought  he  might  venture 
to  say,  they  went  to  the  extreme  verge  of 
Parliamentary  license.  But  that  this  was 
a  personal  attack  on  his  right  hon.  Friend ; 
that  it  had  also  conveyed  a  serious  imputa- 
tion on  the  Committee;  and  that  it  attached 
to  them  the  opinion  that  they  had  not  fiiith. 
fullv  discharged  their  duty— -were  facts  that 
could  not  be  denied.  Did  the  noble 
Lord's  Motion  improve  the  matter?  Wh? 
if  it  were  of  a  personal  nature  before,  ft 
became  ten  times  more  personal  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Fiosbory  said,  *'The  ooblt 


Lord  has  taken  the  matter  out  'of  my 
hands,  and  has  made  it  a  personal  matter 
between  the  Government  and  myself;" 
but  the  hon.  Member  would  forgive  him 
(the  Solicitor  General)  if  ,he  said  that  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
change  the  position  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  assumed  from  the  begin* 
ning  to  the  end  of  the  debate.  From  the 
first  it  was  a  personal  attack;  it  continued 
a  personal  attack ;  and  at  this  moment  re- 
mained a  personal  attack.  And  now  the 
noble  Lord,  instead  of  confining  the  in- 
quiry ^to  the  period  chalked  out  by  the 
original  Motion,  —  limited  as  it  was-* 
actually  proposed  to  restrict  the  in- 
quiry to  a  particular  exercise  of  the 
power  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Let  him,  then,  appeal  to  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
They  had  had  occasion  to  exercise  this 
power.  They  had  exercised  it  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  advantage  of  the  ooun^ 
try.  What  would  they  say  if  some  indi- 
vidual case  had  been  selected,  and  if  that 
had  been  made  the  ground  of  a  personal 
Motion  against  them  ?  If  they  had  been 
called  upon  in  this  House  to  account  for 
the  exercise  of  that  power  in  such  a  caae* 
would  they  not  have  felt  that  they  bad 
a  paramount  dutv  to  the  public  not  to 
allow  any  one  who  chose  to  assail  them 
for  the  purpose  of  dragging  into  light 
the  exercise  of  that  which  must  be  felt  to 
be  an  odious  power  ?  Would  they  not  bare 
felt  that  it  was  hard  to  be  called  to  question 
when^  from  the  responsibility  attaching  to 
their  official  character,  they  were  nnable  to 
make  a  full  and  complete  defence?  If  that 
would  be  the  feelinff  which  would  prevail 
in  every  noble  ana  generous  mind,  be 
called  upon  the  noble  Lord  and  the  right 
boo.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  hare  the  same 
feeling  towards  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
called  upon  them  to  consider  his  case  as 
their  own,  and  to  judge  from  their  own 
feelings,  and  from  their  knowledge  of  all 
the  circumstances  connected  with  official 
character  and  responsibility,  what  ought 
to  be  the  answer  to  such  a  Motion  as  that 
now  under  discussion  ?  He  felt  that  the 
time  would  come  when  this  attempt  woold 
meet  with  its  just  reward.  He  trusted 
there  were  generous  spirits  in  the  House, 
who  would  not  be  caught  by  any  obserra- 
tions  which  might  be  made  upon  this  sub- 
ject ;  who  would  see  that  all  that  ought  to 
be  done  by  men  of  honour  and  integrilT 
had  been  done ;  that  after  the  rerdict  whi» 
had  been  pronounced,  kit  right  bout  Friend 
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should  not  be  called  again  to  the  bar  of 
public  opinion  ;  and  that^they  would  reject 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
the  Motion  of  the  bon.  Member. 

Lord  John  Russell  said:  I  make  no 
apology  to  the  House  for  addressing  it  on 
the  present  occasion  ;  but  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tyrone  has  thought  pro- 

riv  to  say  that  I  am  to  be  blamed  because 
have  not  taken  an  earlier  opportunity  of 
addressing  the   House  on  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury. 
Sir,  I  felt  no  necessity  fur  rising.     With 
respect  to  the  question  itself,  there  was  a 
Committee  appointed  last  year,  which  re- 
ceived the  evidence  of  various  Secretaries 
of  State,  and  before  which  Committee  the 
rigiit  hon.  Gentleman  produced  the  war- 
rants issued  by  the  various  Secretaries 
who  preceded  him.    I  was  examined  be- 
fore that   Committee,  and  I  gave  them 
fully,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  and  recol- 
lection served,  an  account  of  all  that  I  had 
done  when  I  had  the  honour  of  filling  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State.     Such  being 
the  case,  there  is  no  need  for  inferring 
merely  that  I  took  part  in  transactions 
similar  to  those  of  which  the  rieht  hon. 
the  Home  Secretary  is  accused ;  that  I  had 
signed  warrants  directing  the  opening  of 
letters ;  and  that  I  had  acted  generally  as 
my  predecessors  and  my  successors  have 
done.     But  Sir,  for  that  matter,  I  did  rise 
last  night  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  and 
it  was  by  your  decision  that  the  noble 
Lord  the    Member   for  Sunderland   was 
called  on  to  address  the  House.     Sir,  I 
feel  no  difficulty  either  in  stating  my  view 
of  what  the  practice  is,  what  was  the  prac- 
tice I  followed,  or  in  how  far  I  think  the 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
justified,  and  how  far  there  is  still  wanting 
explanation  as  to  parts  of  his  conduct. 
With  respect  to  the  law  of  the  case  1  cer- 
tainly cannot  ffive  an  opinion  further  than 
this,  that  if  the  law  did  not  intend  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  exercise  this 
power,  then  to  unlearned  persons  the  Sta- 
tutes of  Anne,  and  the  Statutes  of  Victoria 
are  mere  traps  which  ought  not  to  have 
been  set,  and  ought  not  to  remain.     J  see 
that  by  the  Acts  of  Queen  Anne,  and  by 
the  Acts  of  Her  present  Majesty,  the  clerks 
in  the  Post  Office  are  not  permitted  to 
open  letters  unless  by  an  express  warrant 
in  writing,  signed  by  the  Secretary  of 
State.    What  am  I,  an  unlearned  person, 
to  infer  from  such  a  law,  except  this,  that 
with  such  a  warrant,  this  proceeding  is 
perfectly  justifiable ;  and  if  I  am  now  to 


be  told  that  persons  in  high  authority  say 
that  such  a  proceeding  is  altogether  illegal, 
all  1  say  is,  that  you  should  make  your 
law  clearer — that  you  should  place  upon 
the  Statute  Book  some  law  which  it  would 
have  been  perfectly  easy  for  you  to  do, 
forbidding  those  persons  to  open  letters  on 
any  authority   whatsoever,  and  then  no 
person  filling  that  high  office  could  doubt 
your  intentions.    But  I  think  that  persons 
who  tell   us  that  proceeding  upon  such 
warrants  is  illegal,  should  explain  exactly 
what  is  the  purport  of  the  Statute  of 
Queen  Anne,  and  the  exact  position  in 
which  persons  having  charge  of  those  vo- 
luntary Post  Offices  which  the  Queen's 
Post  Office  was  intended  to  supersede; 
what  would  be  the  case  in  law  if  a  person 
in  London,  engaging  to  send  letters  round 
the  country,  should  have  been  found  open- 
ing letters,  and  afterwards  transmitting 
them — how  far  his  conduct  would  have 
been  criminal — what  criminal  proceeding 
would  have  been  taken  against  him,  or 
what  would  have  been  the  nature  of  the 
civil  action  to  which  he  was  liable,  and 
how  he  would  have  been  punished.     Upon 
these  questions  I  profess  to  give  no  opi- 
nion; Mit  if  these  warrants  are  really 
illegal,  then  I  wish  that  these  questions 
were  cleared  up  for  the  benefit  of  those 
who  can  only  act  upon  the  apparent  law 
of  the  case.    Then,  Sir,  as  to  the  prac- 
tice.    No  doubt  when  last  year  it  was 
discovered,  owing  to  the  questions  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  that  letters  had  been  opened 
at  the  Post  Office,  a  great  degree  of  pub- 
lic indignation  was  expressed,  and  an  un- 
due share  of  that  indignation  was  directed 
against  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
For  my  part  I  can  only  say,  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield,  that,  as 
far  as  I  can  see,  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  been  exactly  like  that  of 
his  predecessors  in  the  same  office,  and  that 
the  power  has  been  used  generally  to  de- 
feat the  aims  of  conspiracy,  and  to  preserve 
the  peace  of  the  country.     When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  said  he  had  counted 
the  number  of  warrants  issued  for   the 
three  years  previous  to  the  accession  of 
the  present  Government  to  he  forty,  and 
that  the  number  issued  during  the  three 
years  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  held 
office   was   forty- four,   he  concluded,  ra- 
tionally and  justly,  that  so  small  a  differ- 
ence made  no  material  alteration  between 
the  conduct  of  the  present  Secretary  and 
his  predecessors,  ana  that  there  had  been 
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DO  such  exercise  of  the  power  as  to  call 
forth  the  statement  of  the  hoo.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  But  with  respect  to  the 
power  itself^  when  I  hear  hoo.  Members, 
moved  by  the  expressiou  of  public  indigna- 
tion,  declare  that  in  no  case  ought  letters 
to  be  opened,  I  do  own  that  I  have  great 
doubts  whether  it  would  be  safe  or  wise  to 
act  upon  that  opinion.  It  may  be  that  such 
a  power  should  scarcely  ever  be  exercised — 
it  may  be  that  both  preceding  Secretaries 
and  the  present  right  hon.  Gentleman  may 
have  exercised  it  too  frequently  without 
absolute  necessity,  and  in  some  instances 
on  erroneous  information ;  but  to  declare 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  or  by  a  Resolution 
ot  this  House,  that  persons  connected  with 
conspiracy,  that  persons  waging  civil  war 
against  the  Queen,  are  to  be  entitled  to 
the  use  of  the  public  Post  Office  of  the 
kingdom,—- that,  indeed,  would  be  a  dan- 
gerous course  to  follow,  having  respect  to 
the  security  of  the  public  peace ;  for  when 
you  say  that  you  will  take  this  power  from 
the  Secretary  of  State,  I  hope  that  the 
House,  before  they  do  that,  will  well  con- 
sider what  are  the  powers  and  the  means 
which  they  leave  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  preserving  the  public  peace.  Sir,  it  is 
well  known  that  not  many  years  ago,  when 
Lord  Sidmouth  held  office,  he  thought  it 
was  a  fair  and  legitimate  means  of  pre- 
serving the  peace  to  employ  the  instru- 
mentality of  spies.  My  belief  is  that  spies 
are  themselves  the  cause  of  the  risings  and 
the  tumults  which  they  are  employed  to 
detect,  and  that  persons  were  frequently 
convicted  of  criminal  conduct  to  which 
they  were  led  by  the  instigation  of  spies. 
I  consider  that  spies  are  not  only  objec- 
tionable, but  dangerous  to  the  spirit  of 
this  free  country.  But  are  you  prepared 
to  enact,  when  you  say  that  letters  are  not 
to  be  opened,  that  there  shall  also  be  no 
spies  ?  At  present  their  employment  rests 
entirely  on  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  1  have  always  taken  a  view  of 
the  subject  which  induces  me  to  think 
that  spies  ought  not  to  be  employed  even 
in  the  most  dangerous  state  of  the  coun- 
try; and  accordingly  at  a  time  when 
danger  was  apprehended  from  those  who 
were  then  called  Physical -force  Chartists, 
when  a  Chartist  called  U))on  me  and  offered 
his  services  to  detect  the  designs  of  his 
fellow  Chartists,  I  declined  his  offer.  1 
believe,  Sir,  that  the  employment  of 
spies  iloea  not  at  present  exist ;  but  you 
have  DO  sanction  in  law  to  secure  you 
against  that  policy ;  no  declaration  on  the  | 


part  of  this  House ;  no  enactment  to  se- 
cure you  against  the  employment  of  sptes« 
The  secret  service  money  is  placed  entirely 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
to  be  disposed  of  in  a  way  which  he  be- 
lieves to  be  most  fitting  for  the  service  of 
the  State;  and  if  you  enact  that  there 
shall  be  no  opening  of  letters,  are  you 
secure  -*  are  you  certain— that  no  future 
Secretary,  anxious  to  preserve  the  public 
peace,  feeling  himself  charged  with  the 
responsibility  of  its  preservation,  will  not 
have  recourse  to  means  still  more  objec- 
tionable than  the  opening  of  letters  ?  The 
spy  is  a  man  who  goes  among  the  people^ 
and  instigates  them  to  acts  which  they 
would  not  otherwise  have  committed.  The 
letter  which  is  opened  is  at  all  events  the 
writer's  own  sentiments  and  views.  To 
proceed  :  there  was  a  complaint  made  last 
year  of  the  opening  of  letters  in  a  case 
which  did  not  appear  to  justify  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  any  ground,  either  of  de- 
fence of  the  country  from  internal  danger, 
or  from  foreign  foe.  This  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  Mazzini,  which  has  been  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Member  for  Tyrone  with 
somewhat  of  pleasantry,  though  to  me  it 
seems  a  matter  calling  for  the  gravest,  if 
not  the  most  melancholy  reflections.  As 
far  as  we  can  make  out  the  history  of  that 
case,  it  is  as  follows: -^Information  was 
given,  or  rather  a  suggestion  was  submitted 
to  the  Government,  that  Mr.  Maidni  was 
at  the  head  of  a  party  which  were  seeking 
to  overturn  some  of  the  existing  Govern- 
ments of  Italy,  and  especially  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Papal  States.  In  consequence 
of  this  information,  the  letters  of  Mr. 
Mazzini  were  opened  at  the  Post  Office, 
and  the  substance  of  the  information  so 
obtained  was  conveyed  to  a  Foreign  Go- 
vernment. There  can  be  little  doubt  that 
this  was  the  Austrian  Government  Now, 
without  being  certain  of  the  fact,  it  seems 
from  what  we  have  heard,  that  the  two 
Bandieras,  sons  of  the  Austrian  admiral 
of  that  name,  living  at  Corfu,  had  written 
to  Mr.  Mazsini  that  they  had  a  project 
for  invading  the  Papal  States.  It  appears 
that  this  inf(irmation,  and  the  names  of 
the  parties  concerned,  were  communi- 
cated to  the  Austrian  (ii>vernni(>nt ;  for 
it  is  observable  that  it  is  carefully  stated 
by  both  Committees,  both  the  Lords 
and  the  C'omroons,  that  the  namet  of 
persons  residing  within  the  power  of  a 
Foreign  Government  were  not  oommu- 
niratcd,  the  case  being,  that  the  fieraons 
in  question  were  residing  at  Corfu,  and 
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not  in  the  power  of  any  Foreign  State.  The 
next  we  learn  is,  that  a  person  Tisited  the 
Bandieras  in  Corfti,  and  that,  in  the  expec- 
tation that  they  would  he  joined  hy  a  large 
portion  of  the  people,  twenty-two  men, 
armed  or  unarmed — for  this  point  is  dif- 
ferently stated — landed  on  the  coast  of 
Calabria^  the  person  who  had  excited  them 
to  this  enterpriae  accompanying  them. 
We  then  learn  that  as  soon  as  they 
had  landed,  this  person  went  over  to 
the  authorities,  procured  the  defeat  of 
their  design,  ana  that  they  were  soon 
after  executed.  Such  is  this  melancholy 
history.  I  cannot  think  it  affords  any 
justification  for  opening  the  letters  in  ques- 
tion^ on  the  ground  of  preventing  a  war  in 
Europe.  Nor  do  I  think  that  such  a  case 
as  this  comes  within  the  legitimate  pur- 
pose for  which  this  power  was  ^iven.  I 
am  far  from  saying  that  the  Government 
and  the  Crown  were  not,  however,  exer- 
cising that  power  with  the  view  and  with 
the  intention  of  promoting  the  public  wel- 
fare. Still  less  am  I  saying  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  is  peculiarly  responsible  for 
this  exercise  of  power.  On  the  contrary, 
I  think  the  Foreign  Secretary  of  State,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  fact  the 
Cabinet ~  the  Govern ment--are  quite  as 
responsible  for  such  an  extraordinary  exer^ 
else  of  the  power,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. And  if  any  odium  is  particularly 
directed  against  him,  I  think  that  especial 
odium  is  unjust.  I  think  that  whatever 
blame  is  attachable — and  I  consider  there 
is  great  blame  attachable— is  attachable 
to  the  Government  collective) v,  and  not 
peculiarly  or  solely  to  the  Minister  who 
happened  to  sign  the  warrant  in  this  par* 
ticular  case.  But  the  result  is,  that  a 
Foreign  Government,  by  threatening  that 
troops  should  be  set  in  motion^  whidi  threat 
probably  would  not  have  bfen  carried  into 
operation  to  any  extent — by  holding  out 
fears  of  an  insurrection,  which  probably 
after  all  would  not  have  been  of  a  formid- 
able character — ^had  influence  enough  to 
induce  the  Government  of  this  conn  try  to 
inspect  the  corres|iondence  of  a  foreigner 
residing  among  us  in  the  belief  that,  if  he 
obeyed  the  laws  of  this  country — if  he  did 
everything  which  a  loyal  subject  of  the 
Queen  could  be  expected  to  do— he  would 
not  be  molested.  We  have  seen  what  the 
consequence  was  in  this  particular  case ; 
and  if  this  is  to  be  formed  into  a  precedent 
— if  we  allow  any  Foreign  Power,  if  we 
allow  Russiat  with  reference  to  the  Poles 
—if  we  allow  Austria,  with  reference  to 


all  Italy — if  we  allow  Spain,  with  refer- 
ence to  Spanish  exiles— to  put  severally  in 
force  the  powers  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
given  for  far  other  purposes,  against  exiles 
living  here,  this  country  will  no  longer  be 
regarded  as  the  land  of  hospitality,  or  that 
asylum  for  the  oppressed,  which  it  has  been 
hitherto  esteemed  ;  and  exiles  from  every 
place  will  regard  England  as  a  place  where, 
instead  of  finding  safety,  they  will  be  ex- 
posed to  danger,  and  meet  with  treachery. 
With  regard  to  that  part  of  the  case,  I 
want  no  further  inquiry,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  needed,  and  I  could  not  therefore  vote 
for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  on  that  ground.  The  inquiry 
which  has  already  taken  place  is  quite 
sufficient;  and  the  Report  of  the  Secret 
Committee  sufficiently  describes  the  facts 
of  the  case,  to  enable  the  House  to  decide 
that  the  power  was  not  properly  exercised 
in  this  case,  and  to  express  its  opinion  that 
the  power  which  has  been  so  used  should 
not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent  in  future 
cases.  The  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury,  however,  alludes 
to  a  procee<Hog  connected  with  himself, 
and  calls  upon  us  to  grant  an  inquiry  into 
it;  and  this  is  a  very  different  case.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General,  in 
the  speech  which  he  has  JQst  concluded, 
alluded  to  my  conduct  when  the  sub- 
ject of  tlie  inquiry  into  those  proceedings 
was  before  the  House  last  year  ^  but  I  vill 
not  detain  the  House  on  this  occasion  by 
a  defence  of  m3rself,  for  I  fear,  if  I  entered 
into  an v  such  defence,  I  should  not  be  able 
to  satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
as  to  my  conduct  on  that  occasion.  He 
blames  me  for  not  being  favourable  to  the 
Queen's  Grovernment,  when  the  case  of 
Mr.  Mazzini  was  brought  before  the 
House  last  year,  and  he  next  blames  me 
for  joining  the  Government,  when  it  was 
proposed  that  the  Committee  should  be 
secret,  so  that,  whether  I  oppose  or  sup- 
port the  Government,  I  am  not  fortunate 
enough  to  obtain  the  hon.  Gentleman^s 
approbation.  1  must  say,  with  respect  to 
the  Committee  of  last  year,  that  it  was 
fairly  and  justlv  appointed,  and  that  1 
think  it  was  right  to  leave  out  the  name 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury when  they  were  appointing  that 
Committee.  I'he  Committee  was,  I  think, 
fairly  appointed,  and  consisted  of  persons 
of  honourable  and  im(>artial  character; 
hut  then  the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  at 
War,  in  bis  speech  of  last  night,  and  the 
hoB.  and  learned  Member  who  has  just 
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sat  dotrn,  laid  very  great  stress  upon  the 
fact  of  a  majority  of  thafc  Committee  hav- 
log  been  composed  of  Members  of  this 
House  who  are  opposed  in  politics  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  No\r,  Sir,  I 
cannot  think  that  there  could  hare  been 
any  fear  of  an  adverse  Report  proceeding 
from  that  Committee  because  the  majority 
of  its  Members  were  opposed  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  their  political  opinions.  1 
think,  on  the  contrary,  that  men  of  ho- 
nourable and  impartial  minds  would  be  as 
likely  to  do  justice  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet on  that  Committee,  if  they  were  op- 
posed to  him,  as  if  tbey  were  favourable  to 
bim  in  politics.  If  however,  bon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  do  not  agree  in  my  opinion, 
and  if  they  think  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  sustained  any  injury  in  this  re. 
spect^  there  is  a  remedy  for  it.  Let  them 
appoint  another  Committee  of  inquiry,  and 
let  them  leave  out  the  names  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kendal  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby,  and  place  on  the  Committee, 
instead  of  those,  the  names  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shrewsbury.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  have  the  saiisfoction  of 
having  a  majority  of  Members  in  the  Com- 
mittee who  sit  at  the  same  side  of  the 
House  with  himself,  and  who  will  take, 
perhaps,  a  more  favourable  view  of  his 
conduct.  With  regard  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee,  we  have  seen  that  they 
examined  the  subject  very  closely,  they 
went  far  back  into  history,  they  described 
so  many  warrants  that  had  been  issued  in 
former  days,  and  showed  so  much  antiqua- 
rian research,  that  I  may  wonder  they  did 
nut  go  still  further  bads;  that  they  did 
not  instance  the  case  of  Hamlet^  Prince  of 
Denmark*  who  opened  the  letters  which 
had  been  committed  to  his  charge,  and  got 
Rosencranlz  and  Guildenstern  put  to  death 
instead  of  himself.  But  they  did  not  rest 
satisfied  with  antiquarian  research,  for  as 
soon  as  they  were  done  with  that  portion 
of  their  labours,  they  proceeded  to  give  an 
account  of  various  warrants  issued  by 
Secretaries  of  Sute,  and  said,  as  the  Lords* 
Committee  also  said,  that  although  they 
had  been  used  by  Secretaries  of  State  for  a 
considerable  period,  they  believed  that  the 
power  had  never  been  applied  to  anv  per- 
sonal or  party  object,  but  that  it  had  been 
used — whether  judiciously  or  erroneously 
— for  the  welfare  of  the  country.  They 
then  go  on  in  the  Report  to  aay^ — 
<*Yoar  Connittee  would  have  abstained 


from  giving  particular  informatioa  co&cermng 
any  warrant,  and  from  naming  a  single  ind^ 
vidaal  whose  letters  have  been  directed  to  be 
opened,  but  for  the  notice  which  has  been 
taken  of  the  mode  of  executing  certain  war- 
rants, and  the  mention  which  has  been  made 
of  the  names  of  the  parties  included  in  certain 
others :  these  being  the  circumstances  which 
have  mainly  led  to  the  inqniry  which  vonr 
Committee  has  been  appointed  to  oonduel. 
On  these  cases,  therefore,  your  Committee 
consider  it  their  duty  to  report  particularly.*' 

They  then  refer  to  five  cases,  first  men- 
tioning the  period  of  the  outbreak  in  the 
manufacturing  and  mining  districts  in  Au- 
gust, 1842— to  the  period  of  the  disturb- 
ances  in  South  Wales  in  the  autumn  of 
1843^-thirdly,  to  the  warrant  to  open  and 
detain  the  letters  of  Mr.  Massini-* 
fourthly,  to  the  warrant  for  opening  the 
letters  of  Mr.  Worcell  and  Mr.  StoUman — 
and  fifthly,  to  the  warrant  to  open  the  letters 
directed  to  Mr.  Grodickiat  Paris,  if  thft 
Committee  had  abstained  from  mentioning 
any  names  or  warrants,  it  might  be  soppoeed 
they  thought  the  mention  of  particular 
cases  imprudent ;  but  here  we  have  the 
names  of  several  individuals,  to  open  whose 
letters  warrants  were  granted :  we  have  a 
distinct  mention  of  the  warrants,  and  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsburv  stated  that 
his  letters  had  been  opened,  I  cannot  un- 
derstand why  the  Committee  stopped  short 
and  gave  no  information  with  respeet  to 
this  case.  It  had  been  said  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  that  the  letters  of  Members 
of  Parliament  are  of  no  more  oonseqaenee 
than  the  letters  of  any  other  person ;  and 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  might  as  wdl 
direct  the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  to  be  opened  as  the  letters  of  any 
of  hu  constituents  of  Saffron>hilL  Un. 
doubtedly,  if  a  Member  of  Parliament  were 
engaged  in  a  treasonable  correspondence, 
or  in  any  cause  likely  to  promote  sedition, 
and  lead  to  a  disturbance  of  the  peace,  the 
Secretary  of  State  might  open  his  letters ; 
but  that  is  not  the  question  here-^that  is 
not  the  subject  we  are  called  upon  to  con- 
sider. We  are  called  upon  to  say,  when 
a  Member  of  this  House  states  that  his  let- 
ters have  been  opened,  whether  he  is  noi 
entitled  to  be  mside  acquainted  with  all  the 
circumstances  connectid  with  that  case ;  to 
have  the  statement  fully  investigated,  and 
to  have  it  ascertained  if  that  Member  was 
fit  to  represent  a  large  portion  of  the  people 
of  this  rountrr.  As  a  Member  w  due 
House,  he  is  culed  upon  to  discharae  seri- 
ous and  important  duties  to  pam  the  kwa 
by  which  the  peaoe  of  the  country  it  pee- 
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•erred— to  protect  the  interests  of  bis  con- 
stituents, and,  if  it  were  necessary,  to  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made,  with  a  view  to  the 
redress  of  any  grievances  which  might  af- 
fect those  constituents,  or  be  felt  in  any 
part  of  the  country.  If  that  be  the  position 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  is  it  not  fair, 
then,  that  when  he  states  that  his  letters 
were  opened,  you  should  at  least  give  him 
the  benefit  of  showing  that  there  existed 
no  ground  which  would  justify  the  opening 
of  those  letters;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  is 
it  not  just  to  enable  us,  if  any  treasonable 
or  seditious  correspondence  were  found, 
to  say  whether  he  was  fit  any  longer  to 
represent  the  people  in  this  House  ?  The 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bute  referred 
to  various  cases  of  sedition,  and  rather  im- 
plied, than  otherwise,  that  my  bon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury  was  engaged  in 
a  correspondence  having  reference  to  those 
cases.  [Mr.  Woriley  did  not  imply  any 
connexion  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  with  those  proceedings.^  Perhaps  it 
was  not  the  bon.  Member's  intention;  but 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  it  has  been  left 
•o  uncertain  and  doubtful — I  do  not  say 
whether  the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member 
have  been  opened  or  not  (because  the 
Committee  could  have  stated  the  plain  fact 
of  their  not  having  been  opened),  but 
what  were  the  circumstances  under  which 
that  opening  took  place,  and  whether  there 
were  any  grounds  alleged  against  my  bon. 
Friend  for  adopting  such  a  proceeding — 
that  it  is  most  important  my  bon.  Friend 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  showing 
whether  any  such  cause  could  exist  for 
adopting  such  a  course  with  respect  to  his 
correspondence.  I  beard  with  pleasure  the 
able  speech  which  was  made  last  night  by 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at 
War;  and  I  congratulate  the  House  upon 
the  eloquence  and  argument  which  it  dis- 
played, and  which  will,  no  doubt,  make 
him  a  distinguished  ornament  to  the  House. 
The  argument  of  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  struck  me  as  but  little  fitted 
to  persuade  the  House  of  the  impropriety 
of  such  an  investigation  as  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land requires.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
says,  that  the  charge  of  the  bon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  is  mere  guess-work  at  pre- 
sent ;  and  states  that  the  hon.  Member,  by 
seeking  to  have  this  investigation  of  the 
circumstances  entered  upon,  does  not  seek 
to  elicit  the  truth.  Now,  1  have  been  al» 
ways  led  to  believe  that  the  gentleman 
who   is   desirous    to   elicit   truth    is   fa* 
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vourable  to  inquiry ;  and  that  he  who 
is  not  desirous  of  the  elucidation  is  op* 
posed  to  it.  However,  the  rifsht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  at  War  laid 
down  a  different  principle.  He  says  that 
the  man  who  is  favourable  to  the  elu-* 
cidation  of  truth  will  be  desirous  to  close 
all  inquiry  —  to  leave  the  circumstances 
the  subject  of  guess-work,  and  allow  them 
to  be  enveloped  in  mystery ;  but  if  a  man 
wishes  for  full  investigation,  and  is  desirous 
of  inquiry  into  the  facts,  then  he  is  surely 
against  the  elucidation  of  truth.  Now, 
that  species  of  argument  seems  to  me  to  be 
little  calculated  to  convince  the  House  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  is  not  de- 
sirous for  the  elucidation  of  truth.  Why 
should  we  not  inquire  into  the  charge  which 
relates  to  the  opening  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's letters  ?  Why  not  agree  to  a  short 
inquiry,  in  order  to  set  right  the  character 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury? If  we  allow  the  case  to  remain 
without  investigation ;  if  we  allow  this 
charge  to  pass,  and  let  it  be  said,  that  when 
a  Member  complained  that  his  letters  were 
opened,  the  House  was  satisfied,  and  there 
was  no  inquiry  because  the  Government 
opposed  it,  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  calculated 
to  shake  the  character  of  this  House  with 
the  public.  It  cannot  be  that  the  House 
will  not  suffer  in  public  estimation  by 
adopting  such  a  course.  We  are  told  that 
this  is  a  persecution  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  But  I  will  ask,  is  it  tight 
that  every  sort  of  imputation  should  be 
thrown  out  against  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  nothing  should  be  brought 
forward  in  his  favour ;  that  he  should  be 
allowed  no  inquiry,  and  have  no  redress 
afforded  him  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  said,  he  believes  that  his  let- 
ters were  opened  in  1837  and  1838.  Now, 
I  know  no  imputation  whatever  upon  the 
character  of  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. I  know  that  he  was  at  that  time 
agent  for  Canada ;  and  I  know,  whatever 
might  be  my  own  opinion  of  his  views  on 
that  occasion,  that  he  conducted  the  case 
with  great  ability  and  honour  in  favour  of 
those  whom  he  represented;  and  1  must  say, 
that  if  he  should  think  fit  to  ask  for  an  in- 
quiry, I  shall  vote  for  an  investigation  of 
the  facts  of  the  case.  If  a  Member  of  this 
House  be  suspected  of  treasonable  corres- 
pondence, if  his  loyalty  be  suspected,  or 
that  there  is  any  doubt  thrown  upon  his 
fitness  to  be  a  Representative  of  a  portion 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  then  it  is 
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but  juBt  that  we  should  agree  to  an  inqaiiy 
which  would  settle  the  matter  in  one  way 
or  another.  Such  is  the  result  of  the  con- 
sideration which  I  have  given  to  the  whole 
case.  I  think  with  regard  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  there 
is  no  imputation  upon  him,  and  that  he 
was  neither  the  first  to  adopt  this  practice, 
Bor  that  he  exercised  the  power  more  ex- 
tensively than  it  had  been  used  before ;  but 
I  say  that  to  allow  the  case  to  rest  where 
it  is,  would  throw  an  unjust  imputation 
where  il  ought  not  to  attach.  I  think,  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  Mazzini,  that  blame  is 
attributable  to  the  Government^  and  that 
they  adopted  in  this  case  a  new  and  extra* 
ordinary  course,  which  has  led  to  melan- 
choly results,  and  ought  never  to  be  re- 
peated, if  we  are  desirous  to  avoid  a  perpe- 
tual stain  upon  the  fair  fame  and  character 
of  the  land.  With  regard  to  the  charge 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  if  you 
wish  to  do  justice  you  ought  not  to  refuse 
inquiry ;  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  has  moved  an  Amendment, 
which  will  have  the  effect  of  obtaining  that 
investigation.  If  there  were  a  warrant 
issued  in  that  case,  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  be  thus  afforded  an  opportunity  of 
showing  that  he  exercised  a  true  discretion 
for  the  public  good,  and  showing  reasons 
for  his  conduct  satisfactory  to  this  House 
and  the  country ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  you  refuse  all  inquiry — if  you  shut  up 
the  question  altogether— you  may  rest  as 
you  are  for  the  present ;  but  depend  upon 
it  that  the  public  mind  will  not  be  satisfied 
with  your  conduct,  and  that  unfounded  im- 
putations— for  unfounded  many  of  them 
are —will  continue  to  exist;  and  you  will 
be  obliged  at  last  either  to  surrender  alto- 
gether a  necessary  power,  or  to  grant  that 
inquiiy  which  you  before  refused. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said :  Sir,  in  consequence 
of  the  Amendment  which  has  been  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Suuderland,  I  am  enabled  to  address  you 
for  the  second  time  during  this  debate  with- 
out any  breach  of  the  forms  of  this  House ; 
but  as  I  have  already  declared  fully 
and  explicitly  my  sentiments  upon  the 
subject  of  the  oriKinal  Motion,  I  shall  not 
avail  myself  of  the  privilege  to  enter  into 
the  subject  on  this  occasion.  There  are, 
however,  one  or  two  points  which  have 
been  adverted  to  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, with  respect  to  which  I  wish  to  offer 
a  few  observations.  It  has  been  implied 
in  the  course  of  the  debate — an  hon. 
Member    who   spoke  last  night  seemed 
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to  say— that  I  referred  to  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Finebuiy,  in  reference  to 
the  Chartist  movements  in  1842,  and 
that  I  attempted  to  connect  him  with 
them.  The  first  person  who  put  that  con- 
struction upon  my  language  was  the  CoU 
league  of  the  hon.  Member  himself;  and 
in  reference  to  that  construction  of  my 
words,  I  now  say,  that  I  emphatically 
and  distinctly  deny  it.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman saidf  that  I  indirectly  alluded  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury ;  and  in  an- 
swer to  that  I  say  at  once  to  him  that  an 
indirect  allusion  would  be  much  worse  than 
if  I  had  stated  the  fact  directly.  As  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  myself,  obliges  us  to  decline  an- 
swering any  questions  with  respect  to  open- 
ing the  letters  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  ;  as  I  say  that  my  public  duty  prevents 
me  from  answering  such  a  question — I 
should  feel  that  I  took  in  my  situation  a 
most  ungenerous  advantage,  if  I  implied 
one  word  against  the  hon.  Member ;  and  I 
think  I  may  appeal  to  my  public  conduct 
for  thirty  years  to  confirm  my  declaration 
that  I  am  incapable  of  taking  an  ungene- 
rous advantage  of  an  opponent.  Sio  fiu* 
as  such  an  imputation  on  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  concerned,  I  therefore  utterly  and 
entirely  disclaim  the  construction  which 
has  been  put  upon  my  language ;  and  I 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that,  with  refer- 
ence to  him,  such  an  idea  never  entered 
my  mind.  When  referring  to  the  state  of 
the  country  in  1842, 1  cannot  conceive  how 
it  was  possible  that  any  one  could  suppose 
I  could  have  an  intention  of  connecting 
him  with  those  proceedines,  or  that  he 
was  capable  of  any  act  which  rendered  him 
unworthy  of  a  seat  in  this  House.  It  is 
true  I  might,  wthout  mentioning  his 
name,  convey  an  insinuation  against  him ; 
but  that  would  be  still  worse  than  if  I 
had  named  him.  Thft  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  is,  in  fact,  not  a  personal  Motion, 
but  for  an  inquiry  as  to  the  proceedings 
with  respect  to  '*  the  mode  in  which  let- 
ters have  been  detained,  opened,  and  re- 
sealed  at  the  General  or  at  any  provincial 
Post  Office ;  and  also  into  the  circumstan- 
ces under  which  ererv  warrant  for  that 
purpose  has  been  issued  by  any  Secretary 
of  State  firom  the  first  day  of  January,  1840« 
to  the  present  time,  the  said  Committee 
to  report  their  opinion  thereon  to  the 
House,  and  also  whether  it  it  euedieot 
that  the  practice  should  be  contlnaed";  and 
the  Committee  he  seeks  hs,  it  to  ioq^uire 
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whether  any  alteration  in  the  law  is  ne- 
cessary:  and  in  bringing   forward    that 
Motion  the  hon.  Mem&r  brought  forward 
several  successire  charges  against  us.    In 
the  first  place,  he  said  that  we  fabricated 
warrants  to  detain  and  open  letters ;  then 
he  told  us  that  we  were  more  responsible 
for  the  blood  of  certain  unfortunate  Italian 
refugees,  who  were  shot,  than  the  soldiers 
who  pulled  the  triggers  which  deprived 
them  of  their  lives ;  and  lastly,  he  said, 
that  we  were  chaigeable  with  having  is- 
sued more  warrants  for  searching  letters 
during  our  period  of  office,  than  had  been 
issued  in  the  same  period  by  any  preceding 
Government.      He   then  said,    that  the 
right   hon.    Baronet    the    Secretary    for 
the  Home  Department  had  exceeded  his 
power ;  that  he  issued  forty-four  warrants 
in  three  years,  and  exceeded  in  the  number 
of  those  warrants  any  preceding  Secretary 
of  State.    I  rose  to  answer  that  allegation 
of  an  abuse  of  power ;  and  how  was  I  to 
answer  it  but  by  the  ^cts  which  I  produ- 
ced? I  proceeded  to  show  that  the  state  of 
the  country  in  1842  was  such  as  to  justify 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  using  every  power 
of  the  law  and  the  constitution,  to  ensure 
precaution  against  disorder.    I  appealed  to 
the  language  which  was  held  in  1842,  and 
it  was  said  that  we  did  not  credit  that ;  but 
I  can  state  that  we  had  too  much  reason 
to  credit  that  language.    I  know  the  posi- 
tion in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  in 
August  and  September,    1842;    and    1 
assure  the  House  that  no  language  could 
be  used  which  could  exaggerate  the  danger 
which  then  existed.    We  heard  io  1^2 
of  one  town  in  which,  during  the  winter 
of  that  year,  17,000  persons  rose  in  the 
morning  without  the  means  of  employment, 
on  which  they  depended  for  subsistence. 
We  knew  well  the  state  of  this  metropolis 
at  that  time — we  knew  the  state  of  Man- 
chester— we  knew  the  state  of  the  manu- 
facturing districts;  we  are  now  taunted 
for  having  disbelieved  the  allegations  made 
in  this  House  as  to  the  state  of  the  coun- 
try ?  but  we  knew  that  it  was  a  state  of  real 
and  serious  peril,  and  that  it  was  our  duty 
to  use  the  utmost  of  our  power  to  protect 
the  public  peace.    That  was  the  reason 
why  I  referred  to  the  state  of  the  country 
in  1842,  and  not,  I  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, from  any  intention  in  the  slight- 
est degree  to  connect  him  with  proceedings 
calculated  to  endanger  the  public  peace. 
That  was  one  of  the  points  with  respect 
to  which  he  wished  to  offer  some  explana- 
tion; and  there  is  another  point  to  which 


I  also  wish  to  advert.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Shrewsbury,  in  the  debate  last  night, 
declared  that  it  was  his  intention  to  sap- 
port  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member   for    Sunderland.      In    the 
course  of  his  speech  the  hon.  Gentleman 
observed,  that  I  had,  when  I  addressed  the 
House  on  this  subject,  displayed  a  great 
apparent  warmth ;  that  when  I  addressed 
the  House,  I  was  emphatic  in  my  action  ; 
and  he  undertook  to  assure  the  House  that 
my  warmth,  although  we  were  accused  of 
being  the  cause  of  the  shedding  of  ipnocent 
blood,  and  with  fabricating  warrants — with 
having  abused  and  exceeded  our  power-^ 
that  my  warmth  was  simulated,  and  that 
I   was  acting  the  part  which   I  thought 
convenient  for  the  occasion,  that  of  a  cha« 
leric  gentleman.     It  is  certainly  very  pos« 
sible  to  manifest  great  vehemence  of  action, 
and  yet  not  to  be  in  a  great  passion.     On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  possible  to  be  exceed-* 
ingly  cold,  indifferent,  and  composed  in 
your  manner,  and  yet  to  cherish  very  acri-i 
monious  feelings.      Notwithstanding  the 
provocation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will 
not  deal  so  harshly  with   him  as  he  has 
dealt  with  me.     He  undertakes  to  assure 
the  House  that  my  vehemence  was  all  pre- 
tended,   and  warmth  all  simulated.      I, 
on  the  contrary,  will  do  him  entire  jus- 
tice ;  I  do  believe  that  his  bitterness  was 
not  simulated,  but  that  it  was   entirely 
sincere.    The  hon.  Gentleman  has  a  per- 
fect right — who  questions  it  ? — to  support 
a  hostile  Motion.     It  is  perfectly  open  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  let  the  debate  pro- 
ceed for  two  nights  ;  and,  finding  that  the 
Motion  is  not  exactly  put  in  a  convenient 
form,  to  try  to  ascertain  what  is  the  mode 
of  amending  it  which  may  be  most  capti- 
vating and  convenient.     He  is  at  perfect 
liberty  to  give  a  direct  support   to  the 
Motion  ;  but  all  I  ask  is,  that  when  he 
gives  that  support  to  the  Motion,  let  him 
not  say    that  he  does  it  in  a   friendly 
spirit:— 

**  Give  me  the  avowed,  erect,  and  manly  foe ; 
Firm  I  can  meet,  perhaps  can  tarn  the  blow ; 
But  of  all  plagues,  good  Heaven,  thy  wrath 

can  send. 
Save,  O  save  me,  from  a  candid  friend  V 

Here  we  meet  in  debate  with  our  oppo- 
nents opposite.  We  enter  into  conflict 
with  them,  mutually  attacking  and  repell- 
ing attack  adverso  Jronte.  When  en- 
gaged in  that  conflict,  it  is  certainly  not 
very  convenient,  though  it  may  be  un* 
avoidable,  to  have  a  blow  aimed  at  your 
right  flank  which  you  did  not  expect.  Be 
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it  80.  It  cannot  be  helped  ;  but  till  I  ask 
is,  do  not  let  your  *'  balm  break  our 
heads."  In  the  course  of  his  speech  the 
hon.  Gentleman  made  this  charge  against 
me  : — The  hon.  Gentleman  said — and  it 
appears  to  me  quite  an  unnecessary  allu- 
sion, for  the  sake  of  his  argument — it  was 
notorious  that  I  was  in  constant  corres- 
pondence and  communication  with  a  gen- 
tleman who  had  been  engaged  in  Des- 
pard's  plot — who  was  now  a  Member  of 
the  Government — and  speaking  of  whom 
1  had  declared  that  he  was  a  friend  of 
mine,  and  that  I  was  proud  of  his  friend- 
ship. Putting  these  observations  topre- 
ther,  and  considering  that  the  Gentleman 
alluded  to  is  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  I  had  avowed  my  friend- 
ship for  him,  I  cannot  find  any  other  per- 
son to  whom  these  observations  will  apply 
than  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  of  whose 
friendship  I  am  proud,  and  who  was  sub- 
jected by  an  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  be- 
ginning of  last  year,  to  a  charge  which 
was  really  laughed  at  by  the  House  be- 
fore I  had  an  opportunity  of  defending 
him.  I  cannot  doubt  that  these  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  are  applied 
to  Mr.  Bonham,  who  holds  a  civil  situa- 
tion in  the  Ordnance.  Now,  the  conspi- 
racy of  Despard  took  place  in  1802. 
Forty- three  years  have  elapsed  since  then ; 
and  I  am  not  sure  whether,  considering 
the  great  lapse  of  time  which  has  oc- 
curred— considering  that  my  hon.  Friend 
was  a  young  man  at  that  time,  when 
party  passions  ran  high — recollecting 
also  what  took  place  at  that  period,  both 
in  Ireland  and  this  country — 1  am  not 
tore  that  it  would  be  very  charitable  to 
revive  the  recollection  of  what  passed  so 
long  back.  On  the  whole,  I  should  think 
it  better  not  to  revive  the  recollection  of 
such  a  period ;  but  if  a  man  had  changed 
his  feelings,  and  altered  his  mode  of  life,  I 
should  be  disposed  to  extend  that  oblivion 
which  is  consistent  with  troe  charity  over 
even  culpable  proceedings  of  early  years. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
that,  considering  the  nature  of  Despard*s 
plot — considering  that  one  of  the  counts 
of  the  indictment  was  to  the  effect,  that 
Despard  and  his  associates  intended  to 
born  the  Bank  and  slaughter  the  peace- 
able inhabitants  of  this  city — but  consi- 
dering, above  all,  that  they  contemplated 
the  murder  of  their  Sovereign  on  his  way 
to  Parliament;  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
lapse  of  forty- three  years  would  justify  me 
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in  recommending  a  man  who  bad  been 
engaged  in  such  a  plot  for  a  civil  situa- 
tion in  the  Ordnance  Department.  I  have 
been  speaking  upon  the  assumption  that 
this  hon.  Friend  of  mine  was  actually  en- 
gaged in  the  plot.  What  will  the  House 
think  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Shrewsbury  when  I  state  that  the  im. 
putation  is  entirely  without  foundation  ? 
It  is  really  and  truly  as  utterly  without 
foundation  to  say  that  my  hon.  Friend 
was  concerned  in  Despard's  plot,  as  it 
would  have  been  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  he  was  concerned  in  the 
Gunpowder  Plot.  I  have  received  this 
day  a  letter  from  him,  which  I  will^  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  read.  He 
writes — 

^*  I  have  this  moment  read  a  speech  of  Mr. 
Disraeli's  in  which,  though  my  name  is  not 
mentioned,  it  is  impossible  for  me,  in  reference 
to  the  situation  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
hold,  and  the  kindness  with  which  you  were 
pleased  to  speak  of  me  in  the  debate  of  last 
year,  to  misunderstand.  It  charges  me  with 
being  concerned  in  Colonel  Despard's  plot.  I 
find,  on  referring  to  the  Siatt  TriaU^  that  the 
trial  of  Colonel  Cespard  took  place  in  1803. 
The  plot  was  in  the  preceding  year,  1802.  I 
was  tnen  sixteen  years  of  age,  in  attendance 
on  my  father,  who  was  then  at  Bath,  suffering 
under  a  severe  and  lingering  attack  of  para- 
lysis, and  myself  under  a  private  tutor  there. 
My  age  would  probably  exempt  me  from  the 
suspicion  of  bemg  concerned  in  the  transac- 
tion ;  bat  if  not,  I  state  explicitly  that  I  had 
no  more  concern,  direct  or  indirect,  with  Co- 
lonel Dtspard  and  his  associates  than  your- 
self." 

He  then  goes  on  to  a  painful  subject :— • 

''  However,  that  I  may  not  be  charged  with 
withholding;  from  you  or  others  anything  which 
could  have  given  rise  by  possibility  to  snch  a 
misrepresentation,  I  should  state  that  it  was 
my  misfortune  (or  still  more  his  againat  whom 
no  specific  charge  was  ever  made),  that  my 
half-brother,  fifteen  years  older  than  myself 
was,  with  Lord  Cloncurry,  under  the  suspen- 
sion of  the /ia6eoj  corpus,  confined  in  the  Tower 
in  1799.  I  need  not  say  that  my  age  was  then 
sixteen/' 

Now,  1  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  having 
the  advantage  of  this  sort  of  foundation 
for  his  statementSt  but  having  also  the 
means,  I  presume,  of  ascertaining  the  par- 
ticulars of  Mr.  Bonham's  conduct— I  ask 
whether  he  thinks  it  fair  to  charge  a  gen- 
tleman enjoying  the  favour  of  his  Sove- 
reign, with  having  participated  in  Des- 
pard's plot,  he  bemg  then  a  boy  sixteen 
years  old  7  Was  it  fair  for  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  have  made  that  charge  against 
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Mr.  Bonhain,   there   being   tlie   readiest 
means  of  ascertaining;  how  utterly  it  was 
without  foundation  ?     I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  bon.  Gentleman  bad   heard   of 
the  circumstances  to  which  Mr.  Bonham 
in  bis  letter,  alludes — namely,  the  misfor- 
tune of  the  confinement  of  a  half-brother 
of  his,  some  years  older  than  himself ;  but 
would  it  not  have  been  fairer  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  have  ascertained  the  facts, 
before  he  charged  my  hon.  Friend  with 
participation  in  sucb  a  conspiracy  ?  These, 
Sir,  are  the  two  points  on  which  I  wished 
to  address  the  House.     As  I  said  before, 
I  don*t  mean  to  take  share  in  the  general 
discussion  into  which  I  had  before  an  op- 
portunity of  entering.   Sir,  I  spoke  before 
under  feelings  under  which  1  speak  now, 
that  you  are  meditating  an  act  of  great  in* 
justice  towards  Her  IMajesty's  Government. 
It  was  disclosed  last  year,  that  letters  were 
opened  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.     In  consequence  of  the 
part  taken  by  our  predecessors  it  became 
necessary  to  submit    the   whole    matter 
to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.     The  House 
chose  its  own  tribunal.    By  an  unanimous 
yote — at  least  without  a  division — you 
determined  to  appoint  a  Secret  Commit- 
tee.    Now,  let  us   consider  what  is  the 
relation  in  which  this  House  stands  before 
the  public.     Yoo  chose  to  have  the  in- 
quiry conducted  by  a  Secret  Committee. 
You  approved  of  the  names  of  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  composed  that  Secret  Com- 
mittee.    I  know  not  whether  you  did  this 
unanimously ;  but  I  know  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  against 
the  Government,  delivered  it  as  bis  opi- 
nion that  the  Committee  ought  to  be  se- 
cret, and  that  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  a  perfectly  fair  one.  A  division 
was  taken  upon  the  question  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  be  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  or  no.    If  1  recollect  right, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  stated  that 
be  had  himself   no  wish   to  be  named 
on    that    Committee;    he    begged    his 
Friends  not  to  divide  on  the  question. 
I  assured  him  at  the  time  no  personal 
disrespect  was  intended  by  his  exclusion ; 
the  hon.  Gentleman    acquiesced   in   the 
exclusion;    and   in  order   to  show  that 
exclusion    was  not  marked.  Lord  Rad- 
nor— who  moved  for  the  Committee  in 
the  House  of  Peers — was  excluded  also. 
You  invited  us  to  appear  before  that  Com- 
mittee* and  disclose  every  fact  of  which 
we  bad  cognizancet    It  is  too  l^te  now 


for  you  to  say  that  the  constitution  of  the 
Lords*  Committee  difiered  from  the  con- 
stitution of  your  Committee.  You  knew 
that  three  days  afterwards.  It  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  14th  of  July.  Members  of 
the  late  Government  were  upon  it.  Its 
constitution  was  different,  but  you  made 
no  objection  at  the  time.  You  did  not 
urge  that  as  a  fatal  objection  to  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Committee.  I  sub- 
mitted a  general  form  of  words  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury;  he  objected 
to  them ;  he  asked  me  to  modify  them» 
and  at  his  instance  I  did.  He  was  satis- 
6ed.  [Mr.  T,  Duncombe :  On  the  under- 
standing that  I  should  be  present.]  Yes; 
on  the  understanding  that  the  words  would 
enable  the  hon.  Member  to  be  present. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  declared  that  he 
knew  bis  letters  had  been  opened.  You 
knew  the  fact  then  on  which  you  are  now 

m 

raising  a  question  of  privilege.     At  the 
time  that  Secret  Committee  was  appoint- 
ed, you  knew  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
charged  us  with  having  opened  his  letters. 
Sir,  I  have  been  surprised  at  the  manner 
in  which  you  have  tried  to  overcome  that 
difficulty.    You  say  it  was  done  jocularly. 
You   say  that  the   hon.  Gentleman  was 
speaking  in  a  jocular  mood,  as  if  he  had 
said,  *'  I  dare  say  you  opened  my  letters.*' 
AVhy,  what  were  the  real  expressions  used 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  ?    He  said,  on  the 
I8th  of  July,  *'  I  believed  then,  and  I  be* 
lieve  now,  I  am  in  a  condition  to  prove 
that  my  own  letters  have  been  opened.'* 
Why,  what  can  be  more  emphatic  than 
that  declaration — "  I  am  in  a  condition  to 
prove  that  my  letters  have  been  opened  ?'* 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  his 
speech  by  putting  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  same  question  he  puts  now, — "  Did 
you  or   did  you  not  open  my  letters?*' 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  as  much  cogni^ 
zance  of  the  fact — he  had  as  much  reason 
for  supposing  that  his  letters  were  opened 
then  as  now ;  he  told  you  so.     He  said 
he  was  in  a  condition  to  prove  it.     The 
course    you  chose   to  take,   the  course 
you    took  unanimously,  was   to   appoint 
a    Secret   Committee,  in  order  that  we 
might  have  no  pretence  for  withholding 
information  from  you.      We   gave  it^ 
we  gave  it  without  reserve — we  gave  you 
every  warrant — we  stated  to  the  Commit- 
tee the  reasons  upon  which  we  had  acted. 
That  Committee  being  secret,  as  the  noble 
Lord   says  it  ought  to  have  been — that 
Commiuee,  coBstituted  of  honourable  mei| 
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— reported  in  our  favoar,  so  far  as  our  in- 
tentions and  honourable  motives  were  con- 
cerned. We  got  a  verdict  of  acquittal. 
We  did  not  stand  upon  confidence.  If 
we  had  stood  upon  confidence,  we  should 
have  refused  examination  and  stood  the 
test  of  a  division.  We  said,  "  We  will 
submit  our  conduct  to  examination,  and 
appear  before  the  tribunal  of  your  selec- 
tion.'^  It  entered  into  the  inquiry  ;  it  re- 
ceived all  our  evidence.  It  examined  us 
as  to  our  motives ;  it  gave  a  verdict  de- 
cidedly in  our  favour ;  and  now,  reversing 
every  principle  of  justice,  you  propose  to 
submit  us  to  another  inquiry  and  another 
trial.  Sir,  standing  here  before  the  public, 
I  know  that,  ordinarily  speaking,  the  men 
in  Government,  and  the  men  in  Opposi- 
tion, can  have  no  reserves.  But  there  are 
circumstances  which  do  unavoidably  in 
some  degree  affect  that  relation.  I  was 
invited,  after  my  accession  to  power, 
to  be  a  party  to  an  attack  on  you 
[addressing  the  Members  of  the  late 
Government^]  with  respect  to  proceedings 
which  had  an  unfortunate  result  in  India. 
I  positively  refused  to  be  any  party  to  that 
attack.  I  said,  *'  No,  we  are  now  in  pos- 
session of  official  communications  — we 
know  the  real  facts  of  the  case.  The 
course  which  is  legitimate  in  Opposition  is 
not  legitimate  in  Government.  We  have 
a  powerful  support  here."  I  did  not  con- 
cur in  that  Motion,  although  I  was  sup- 
posed to  have  acted  with  too  much  deli- 
cacy in  the  course  I  took.  I  know  your 
position  at  well  as  you  do.  I  know  well, 
and  state  it  before  the  country,  that  we 
have  exercised  no  power  that  you  did  not 
exercise.  In  no  single  instance  have  we 
extended  this  power.  I  admit  that  in  the 
exercise  of  it  in  critical  times,  we  may 
have  been  liable,  as  you  were,  to  mistake. 
I  may  admit  we  have  stopped  a  letter 
which  proved  no  discredit  to  the  party, 
and  which  subsequent  information  has  sa- 
tisfied Qs  there  was  no  foundation  for  de- 
taining ;  but  that  was  your  positioo  also. 
You  concurred  in  the  appointment  of  this 
tribunal ;  you  know  we  have  done  nothing 
you  did  not  do  yourselves.  1  envy  you  not 
vour  sorry  triumph,  if  you  shall  succeed 
ID  subjecting  us  to  a  second  trial,  and 
provoking  anew  a  condemnation  from 
which  we  have  escaped.  The  noble  Lord 
says,  we  were  wrong  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Mazzini.  I  admit  that  in  the  case  of  fo- 
reigners this  power  ought  to  be  exercised 

with  a  reier? a  graatar  crea  than  with  re- 


gard to  subjects  of  this  realm  ;  but  I  can- 
not acquiesce  in  the  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  under  no  conceivable  circum- 
stances—not even  if  the  peace  of  Europe 
was  at  stake — should  this  power  be  re- 
sorted to.  Nothing  is  more  unwise  than 
to  lay  down  a  general  principle  of  that 
kind.  I  think,  that  when  one  of  the  6o« 
napartists  was  fitting  out  an  expedition  in 
this  country,  to  create  a  convulsion  in 
France,  it  would  have  been  justifiable  to 
resort  to  this  power,  however  objection- 
able, in  order  to  prevent  the  shores  of  this 
country  from  being  the  spot  from  which 
civil  war  should  be  carried  into  France. 
Sir,  each  case  must  be  decided  by  its  own 
special  peculiarities.  It  is  difficult  to  lay 
down  any  general  rule.  Sir,  at  a  future 
period  I  shall  be  prepared  to  discuss  the 
question  whether  there  should  be  any  aU 
teration  in  the  law ;  but  this  I  will  say, 
I  will  not  purchase  an  acquittal  for  the 
Government  by  consenting  to  any  altera* 
tion  in  the  law,  or  by  intimating  a  readi- 
ness to  acquiesce  in  it.  Condemn  ns,  if 
you  will.  We  won't  avert  your  sentence 
by  making  any  promise  with  respect  to  the 
sacrifice  of  an  important  power.  T^et  it 
rest  upon  its  own  basis.  Again,  I  ask  yon 
to  remember  the  position  in  which  we 
were  placed  in  the  years  1842-3.  Re* 
member  the  danger  with  which  we  were 
threatened;  remember  our  sncoess  in 
averting  it,  almost  without  bloodshed 
^-without  resorting  to  spies — without  ap* 
plyiug  for  any  extraordinary  powers,  and 
conductmg  the  trials  with  a  spirit  of  equity 
and  moderation  which  extorted  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  almost  unanimous 
praise.  We  did  that.  We  are  now  en« 
joying  tranquillity.  Speaking  of  Great 
Britain,  there  probably  never  passed  a 
year  in  which  there  was  more  of  social 
contentment,  and  less  disposition,  speak* 
iog  of  political  offences,  to  disturb  the 
public  peace,  than  during  the  last  year. 
We  have  had  our  trial.  You  chose  the 
tribunal :  you  approved  of  the  nature  of 
it.  Recollect  these  things.  Expose  ut, 
if  you  will,  to  a  second  trial;  avail  yoor- 
selves  of  the  popular  indignation,  whicb, 
if  applicable  to  all,  is  applicable  to  the 
principle,  and  not  to  the  men.  Succeed^ 
and  again  I  say  I  would  rather  be  in  the 
position  of  a  man  defeated  by  yonr  iojna* 
ticOi  than  be  one  of  a  majority  by  whom 
that  injustice  waa  inflicted. 

Mr.  DisraeU  :  Having  already  spoken 
to  the  qneition  bdfora  tlia  Homa,  I  hwm 
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no  right  left  again' to  address  it;  but 
after  the  appeal  of  the  right  bon.  Qentle- 
roan,  I  think  I  may  be  permitted,  at  least 
by  way  of  explanation,  to  say  a  few  words ; 
and  if  I  deviate  beyond  the  limit  of  expla- 
nation, I  think  I  may  appeal  with  confi- 
dence to  the  generous  indulgence  of  the 
House  to  excuse  me.  I  will  not  stop  now, 
though  the  House  may  permit  me  after- 
wards, to  allude  to  and  give  the  reasons 
why  I  made  a  statement  which  proves  to 
be  utterly  unfounded.  The  statement^ 
1  beg  to  assure  the  House,  for  my  own 
vindication,  was  not  made  lightly,  though 
it  was  made  without  the  least  premedita- 
tion; but  I  wish  at  once  to  acknowledge 
that  1  have  committed  a  great  and  grievous 
error,  and  1  am  not  ashamed  to  acknow- 
ledge it.  I  am  glad  the  Flouse  is  so  full 
that  I  can  offer  to  the  Gentleman  whose 
conduct  I  have  so  misrepresented  an  ample, 
a  complete,  a  frank,  and  a  hearty  apology. 
I  deeply  regret  that  I  have  been  led  to 
make  such  a  statement ;  but  I  can  only 
say  that  there  is  no  language  at  my  com- 
mand that  can  express  my  deep  pain  that 
1  have,  without  cause,  and  without  foun- 
dation, injured  his  feelings.  If  it  be  pos- 
sible to  convey  to  that  Gentleman  in  any 
other  manner  the  expression  of  my  regret, 
I  shall  do  so ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  can 
be  offered  to  him  in  a  manner  more  satis* 
factory  than  in  the  place  in  which  the 
misrepresentation  was  first  promulgated, 
and  in  a  House  so  full  as  the  present.  I 
repeat,  the  reference  was  perfectly  unpre- 
meditated, and  I  believe  it  was  so  recog- 
oixed  by  the  House  at  the  time.  A  taunting 
cheer  from  the  right  bon.  Baronet  called 
my  recollection  to  the  circumstance,  which 
1  admit  I  thought  might  not  be  agreeable 
to  him ;  but  at  half-past  eleven  o'clock,  in 
the  exoitement  of  debate,  there  are  per- 
haps few  of  tts  who  would  be  superior  to 
the  weakness.  I  have  distinctly  stated  the 
real  circumstances  under  which  the  allu- 
sion was  made.  The  fact  had  been  repre- 
aeoted  to  me,  not  second-hand,  that  the 
Gentleman  in  question  to*night  was  con- 
cerned in  the  transactions  referred  to ;  and 
I  am  sore  it  must  be  highly  satisfactory  to 
him  that  this  exculpation  of  his  character 
has  occurred.  The  right  bon.  Baronet 
has  made  some  observations  which  I  am 
prevented  from  noticing.  He  has  had 
foor-and-twenty  hours  to  arrange  an  im- 

Eromptu,  but  1  must  be  silent.    I  must 
owever,  by  way  of  explanation,  correct 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  in  one  of  his 


statements.  He  has  said  that  I  was  the 
cause  of  this  Amendment  being  proposed. 
[Sir  R.  Peel :  '*  No,  no."]  Far  from  be- 
ing  the  cause  of  the  Amendment,  I  very 
much  opposed  it  when  suggested,  because 
I  knew  ii  would  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  opportunity  to  speak  twice. 

Sir  y.  Hanmer  rose  to  explain: — The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  made  some  ob- 
servations as  to  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, and  1  therefore  deem  it  right  that  I 
should  state  what  I  know  with  regard  to 
that  Amendment ;  because  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  has  indulged  in  some  observa- 
tions, in  which  he  appeared  to  me  severely 
to  impugn  the  right  of  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House 
to  act  in  the  manner  in  which,  as  I  am 
about  to  state  frankly  and  boldly,  I  have 
done.  I  am  not  about  to  utter  again  my 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  conduct  com- 
plained of  by  tFie  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury.  I  stated  that  opinion  frankly  and 
boldly  on  a  former  night ;  and  the  House 
will  do  me  the  justice  to  acknowledge^ 
whether  that  opinion  was  correct,  or  whe- 
ther it  was  erroneous,  that  I  strictly  con- 
fined my  observations  to  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  himself.  I  said,  that  I  put 
on  one  side  the  question  with  respect  to 
Mr.  Maszini,  because,  if  that  alone  had 
been  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  as  I  had  thought  it  would 
have  been^  I  should  have  Toted  against  the 
Motion.  I  am  speaking,  Sir,  on  a  serious 
question,  which  concerns  the  independence 
of  Parliament.  Well,  Sir,  I  was  anxious 
to  confine  my  obseryations  to  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury.  I  spoke  to  that  effect,  and  if  I  did 
not  speak  so  forcibly  to  that  effect  as  I 
could  wish,  that  was  my  intention.  I 
thought  that  a  great  many  extraneous  ob. 
servations  had  been  introduced  into  the 
debate )  but  I  was  exceedingly  desirous 
that  justice  should  be  done  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  I  came  down  to  the 
House  I  spoke  to  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newark,  who  is  sitting  beside 
me  (Lord  J.  Manners),  and  expressed  to 
him  my  great  desire  that  this  question 
should  be  confined  within  those  limits.  I 
wrote  upon  a  scrap  of  paper,  which  I  be- 
lieve I  have  in  my  pocket  now,  an  Amend- 
ment, not  in  the  exact  words,  but  precisely 
to  the  efiect  of  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land.   Sitting  here  in  my  place^  the  noble 
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Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland  came  to 
me  and  said  he  understood — for  he  was  not 
in  the  House  in  the  former  part  of  the 
debate  when  I  spoke— that  I  had  expressed 
an  opinion  with  regard  to  confining  the 
question  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  said 
that  I  had  expressed  such  an  opinion^  and 
that  I  was  anxious,  as  an  independent 
Member  of  Parliament,  to  have  the  judg- 
ment of  Parliament  upon  that  question; 
h\xXy  as  I  had  spoken  before,  and  consider- 
ing that  I  was  not  a  very  good  speaker,  I 
thought  it  best  not  to  present  myself  again 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House ;  yet,  so 
anxious  was  I  that  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  letters  should  be  submitted 
to  the  House,  if  his  noble  Friend,  in  the 
course  of  the  evening,  would  propose  such 
an  Amendment,  I  would  vote  for  it  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  he  was  of  a  similar 
opinion,  and  read  me  a  paper  to  the  same 
effect  as  my  own.  I  then  said,  *'  That 
being  the  case,  ^om  your  position  in  the 
House,  and  from  your  long  standing,  you 
will  be  the  most  proper  person  to  take  this 
course,  and  I  will  support  it."  I  hope 
that  I  am  not  speaking  hastily,  and  that  I 
am  not  stating  anything  which,  upon  fur- 
ther consideration,  I  shall  see  cause  to  re- 
gret ;  but  1  think  that  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  do 
seriously  impugn  the  independence  of  Par- 
liament. I  entertain  that  opinion  now, 
and  it  is  not  for  the  first  time.  As  an  in- 
dependent Member  of  this  House,  I  give  a 
general  support  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  I  am  perfectly  free,  under  some 
circumstances,  boldly  and  frankly  to  de- 
clare, that  I  will  act  with  the  noble  Lord 
if  it  shall  seem  proper  for  me  so  to  do.  If 
I  am  wrong  in  taking  this  course,  I  will 
not  act  any  longer  in  this  House.  I  will 
not  condescend  to  be  called  the  Representa- 
tive of  the  people  of  England,  if  I  cannot 
bear  that  title.  For  mjr  acts  and  for  my 
discretion  I  am  responsible  to  my  consti- 
tuents; but,  so  long  as  I  continue  to  sit 
in  Parliament,  so  long  will  I  maintain  the 
independence  of  a  Member  of  Parliament. 
I  will  not  submit  to  have  my  position 
called  in  question  by  any  man,  not  even 
one  possessing  the  power  and  the  high 
station  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  one 
unbecoming  an  independent  Member  of 
Parliament. 

Sir  George  Grey  said,  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  express  any  opinion  as  to 
the  differences  which  existed  between 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  ques- 


tion, and  some  of  those  hon.  Members  of 
that  House,  who  might  be  ranked  »• 
mongst  the  supporters  of  the  GovemmeDl* 
He  would  only  say,  that  any  one  who  Ee> 
spected  the  independence  of  Parliament 
could  not  but  feel  some  satisfaction  at  the 
symptoms  of  mutiny  and  rebellion  which 
they  had  just  witnessed-— against  that  com- 
pulsory principle  which  one  of  those  hon* 
Gentlemen,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Essex,  the  other  night  had  frankly  de- 
clared was  the  principle  on  which  a  large 
portion  of  the  lion.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
that  side  of  the  House  had  hitherto  sup- 
ported the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Nor  was 
it  bis  intention  to  protract  the  debate  by 
any  lengthened  observations  at  that  hour 
-—a  delMite  which  he  thought,  considering 
the  aspect  in  which  it  was  now  presented 
to  the  House,  and  the  narrow  issue  to  which 
it  bad  been  reduced  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland, 
had  already  exceeded  those  limits  within 
which  it  might  reasonably  have  been  re- 
stricted. That  issue,  narrow  and  obvious  as 
it  was,  had  been  altogether  evaded  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  had  cer- 
tainly expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  he  had  already  addressed  the 
House  upon  the  original  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  in  availing  himself  of  the  forms  of 
the  House,  which  allowed  a  Member  of 
that  House  to  speak  on  an  Amendment 
after  he  had  spoken  to  the  original  question, 
would  at  least  have  addressed  himself^  not, 
as  before,  to  the  original  Motion,  but  to  the 
Amendment.  He  repeated,  however,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  finding  it  more 
convenient  to  address  himself  again  to  the 
original  Motion,  had  altogether  declined  to 
meet  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland on  the  issue  put  to  the  House,  and 
which  would  be  the  real  issue,  on  which 
hon.  Members  would  be  called  upon  to 
vote.  Not  that  he  undervalued  the  im- 
portance of  the  general  question.  It  was 
because  he  felt  its  importance-  ■  because 
he  felt  that,  after  the  discussion  which 
had  taken  place,  and  the  revelations  which 
had  been  made,  some  legialative  enactment 
upon  the  subject  was  urgently  demanded ; 
it  was  on  this  account  he  regretted  thai 
the  time  of  the  House  had  been  ex* 
cluaively  occupied  for  three  nights  in  the 
discussion  of  a  mere  preliminary  Motion— 
a  discussion  which  seemed  to  lead  to  no 
direct  legishtive  measure.  He  should  have 
been  glad    if,  after  the  discuiiioD  of 
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last  Session^f,  after  the  appointment  of 
Committees  by  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment— if,  afler  the  Reports  of  these  Com- 
mitteeSy  they  had  been  enabled  to  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  some  legislative  mea- 
sure submitted  to  the  House  by  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment,  in  order  to  place  the  law  on 
the  subject  on  some  definite  footing,  it 
being  clear  from  the  opinions  expressed 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  expressed  that  night  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  had  lately  addressed  the 
House,  that  the  law  on  the  subject  was  in  a 
most  unsatisfactory  state,  and  that  a  Bill 
should  be  proposed,  either  for  the  abolition 
of  the  power  at  present  exercised  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  or  for  subjecting  it  to 
some  such  restrictions  as  had  been  suggested 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bdinburgh.  He  must  say,  that  for  the  delay 
in  public  business  and  this  consumption  of 
time,  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
mainly,  if  not  exclusively^  responsible. 
Returning,  however,  to  the  question  now 
proposed  to  the  House — ^he  was  speaking 
of  the  Amendment — ^it  was  not  directed 
to  inculpate  the  Government  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at 
War,  in  the  able  speech  which  he 
delivered  on  the  previous  evening,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  the  speech 
which  he  had  addressed  to  the  House 
that  evening,  had  treated  the  Motion  as 
one  criminating  the  Government ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at  War 
hSA.  stated  that  it  was  both  unjust  and 
ungenerous,  after  charges  had  been 
brought  against  the  Government  last  Ses- 
sion, and  Committees  had  been  apjpointed 
to  investigate  these  charges,  and  after  the 
free  and  unreserved  disclosure  of  all  the 
facts  connected  with  the  case,  made  both 
by  the  present  Government  and  their  pre- 
decessors in  office— that  it  would  be  both 
unjust  and  ungenerous,  now  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  obtained  a  verdict  in  its  fa* 
vour,  to  repeat  the  charge,  and  to  force 
them  again  to  undergo  the  ordeal  of  an  in- 
vestigation. If  that  was  the  question  be- 
fore themi  he  should  agree  with  theright  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  thought  thatafter  the  verdict 
of  the  Committee,  it  would  certainly  be  un- 
fair to  repeat  the  same  charges,  and  again, 
upon  these  charges,  to  subject  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  orded  of  an  investigation.  But 
that  was  not  the  question  now  presented. 
The  question  was  not  whether  the  Govem- 
jnent,  in  the  exercise  of  their  power,  had 
peted  with  diKretion,  or  whether  they 


had  exercised  this  power  in  a  way  which 
must  subject  them  to  the  censure  of  that 
House.  On  these  points  they  had  ob- 
tained a  favourable  verdict  from  the  Com- 
mittee, and  to  that  verdict  he  cordially 
subscribed.  But  if  the  Government  had 
obtained  a  favourable  verdict  from  the 
Committee,  and  claimed  the  benefit  of  that 
verdict,  he  would  ask,  whether  it  could  be 
assserced  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Finsbury|had  obtained  such  a 
verdict  also  ?  That  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
place  in  that  House  had  asserted  a  fact, 
which  he  said  was  within  his  knowledge, 
that  his  letters  had  been  detained  and 
opened ;  and  he  had  addressed  a  question 
to  the  Government  to  know  if  such  had 
been  the  case.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  that  that  allegation  had  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament.  Now,  he  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Mr. 
Strutt),  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
to  have  stated  in  his  speech  which  he 
had  that  evening  addressed  to  the  House, 
as  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  Com- 
mittee did  not  report  upon  that  charge, 
that  the  charge  had  not  been  specifically 
made  in  the  course  of  last  Session  ;  that  it 
was  put  merely  as  a  hypothetical  case ;  and 
he  hinted  at  other  reasons,  such  as  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  in  the  Committee,  which 
had  induced  them  to  abstain  from  repoxt- 
ing  upon  it.  What,  then,  was  the  position 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Finsbury }  He  made  a  distinct  allega- 
tion that  the  Government  had  directed  his 
letters  to  be  opened.  This  fact  must  cast 
on  the  hon.  Member  suspicion  of  a  grave 
nature,  so  far  as  any  act  of  a  Government 
can  attach  suspicion  to  any  Member  of  that 
House.  What  did  the  Committee  report  ? 
Any  one  who  read  their  Report  would  find 
that  if  any  opionion  upon  this  point  was  to 
be  inferred  it  was  virtually  against  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Report  stated  that  in  no 
case  within  thecognizance  of  theCommittee 
^-and  thev  had  seen  the  warrants  which  had 
been  issued  for  a  space  of  time  covering 
twenty-two  years — in  no  case  had  these 
warrants  been  granted,  or  letters  opened 
under  them,  for  any  other  purpose  than 
that  of  detecting  crime,  and  maintaining 
the  public  peace.  It  must,  therefore,  have 
been  in  the  contemplation  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Finsbury  was  concerned  in 
some  seditious  or  treasonable  correspond- 
ence. That  hon.  Gentleman  thus  stood 
in  that  Houie  with  ft  heavy  auipicioQ 
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adopt,  and  aay  that  be  was  Bttfferine  under 
a  wrong  and  injury  inflioted  upon  him  hy 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  that  th« 
Committee  they  had  appointed  had  not  ez« 
pressed  any  opinion  upon  his  eaae;  and 
therefore  that  he,  a  Memher  of  that  House, 
for  his  own  sake,  and  for  the  sake  of  the 
House,  and  also  for  the  sake  of  his  constitu. 
ents,  should  be  enabled,  by  the  conourrenee 
of  the  House,  to  repel  the  charge— for  which 
purpose,  he  demanded  a  full  and  searching 
inrestigation.  Among  other  reasons  suff* 
gested  why  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
not  at  once  ^have  appointed  a  Committee 
for  this  purpose,  was  one  suggested  hy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at 
War.  Only  think,  said  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  of  the  consequences  that  would 
ensue  if  the  Government  had  answered  the 
questions  put  to  them  by  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  Finsbury*  Why, 
laid  he,  ten  Gentlemen  misht  fiet  up  and 
put  the  same  question  to  die  Home  See* 
retary !  If  the  Government  answered  in 
nine  of  these  cases,  but  withheld  an  answer 
in  the  tenth,  the  result  would  be  irresistible 
that  they  had  done  in  the  tenth  what  they 
had  denied  in  the  other  nine.  He  (Sir 
G.  Grey)  fully  admitted  this;  but  he  as- 
serted that  if  ten  Gentlemen  should  address 
inch  a  question  to  the  Government,  under 
cireumstances  identical  with  those  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  was  placed, 
the  Government  would  have  no  right  to 
answer  the  nine,  and  withhold  an  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  tenth :  this  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
at  War  struck  him  (Sir  George  Grey)  with 
surprise.  It  seemed  to  imply  that  the 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  believed  that  there 
might  be  ten  Gentlemen  who  could 
get  up  and  assert  that,  to  their  know- 
ledge, their  letters  had  been  opened.  He 
(Sir  George  Grey)  must  say  that  that 
was  very  improbable,  if  it  did  not  amount 
to  an  impossibility,  and  constituted  but 
an  unsuMtantial  reason  for  the  raerve 
which  had  all  along  been  observed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  The  question  put  to 
the  right  hon.  the  Home  Se^^ary  was  a 
plain  question,  to  which  a  plain  answer 
should  have  been  vouchsafecL  It  was  a 
question  asked  in  plain,  and  distinct,  and 
intelligible  terms,  and  should  have  met 
with  a  plain,  distinct,  and  iotelligiUe 
answer.  The  hon.  Gentleman  might  not 
have  been  as  guarded  in  his  phrases,  per^ 
haps,  as  he  ^ould  have  been ;  and  great 
had  been  the  advantage  taken  of  tbe  waal 
ef  mederatiob  in  lenii  portiMf  of  tht 


attached  to  him,  and  asked  the  House  for 
what  he  had  never  known  it  deny  to 
any  man  since  he  had  had  the  honour  of  a 
seat  In  that  House ;  he  asked  either  for  a 
denial  of  the  allegation,  or  that  the  means 
should  be  afibrded  him  of  a  full,  fair, 
and  complete  investigation,  with  a  view  to 
the  vindication  of  his  character.  He  would 
now  ask  what  had  been  the  course  of  the 
Government?  They  had  locked  them- 
selves up  in  impenetrable  mystery,  on  a 
subject  on  which  he  could  not  conceive  the 
grounds  for  such  mystery.  If,  during  the 
first  night  of  the  debate,  they  had  denied 
the  allegation  at  once,  an  end  would  have 
been  put  to  the  question  concerning  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Finsbury. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  having  already  ob« 
tained  the  verdict  of  the  Committee  which 
had  acquitted  them  of  an  improper  exercise 
of  the  power,  they  had  frankly  avowed  that 
they  had  opened  the  letters  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  would  have  been  a  manly 
and  intelligible  course— either  course  would 
have  saved  the  House  two  nights  of  di»« 
cussion.  They  seemed,  instead  of  this, 
to  have  purposely  adopted  a  course  of  eva* 
aidn  and  mystery,  but  for  what  object  he 
could  not  conceive.  They  maintained  that 
it  was  inconsistent  with  their  public  duty 
to  state  openly  that  which  their  silence  so 
clearly  indicated.  What,  thetl,  was  the 
position  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  P  The  Committee,  it  was 
taid,  had  investigated  his  case.  If  it  had 
done  so,  all  that  he  could  say  in  reply  was, 
that  it  had  made  no  report  upon  it*  As 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
had  stated,  the  Committee  had  investigated 
the  cases  of  Massini  and  Grodicki,  because 
petitions  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
containing  express  allegations  on  these  two 
cases.  The  Government  and  the  Com* 
mittee  said,  that  when  the  letters  of  these 
Gentlemen  had  been  opened,  nothing  was 
found  in  them  which  could  criminiite  either 
of  those  Gentlemen.  The  Committee  had, 
it  seemed,  the  case  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Finsbury  also  before 
them,  amongst  other  cases  which  they  had 
examined  into;  but  they  had  abstained 
ftom  laying,  as  they  had  said  in  the  cases  of 
the  two  Gentlemen  alluded  to,  that  in  the 
letters  addressed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  there  was  nothing  found  to  cri- 
minate the  hon.  Gentleman.  Under  these 
circumstances,  what  alternative  was  left  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  but  to  get  up  in  his 
place,  and  adopt  a  coutfie  whi&  every  man 
ef  hononr  would  fed  himself  bound  to 
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address  of  the  hon»  Gientleman*  But  he 
was  not  there  to  measure  the  words  and 
phrases  of  a  man  who  felt  himself  injured, 
and  who  was  asking  for  redress.  How- 
ever much  portions  of  the  speech  of  the 
hoQ.  Gentleman  might  he  ohjected  to, 
that  was  no  reason  whj  thej  should 
xefuse  him  justice.  What  had  been  the 
result  of  their  course  of  proceeding?  It 
had  delayed  important  public  business. 
Sid  they  think,  after  all,  that  their  Minis- 
terial majority  would  decide  this  question  ? 
If  a  man  had  justice  on  his  side,  did  they 
suppose  that  he  would  relax  in  his  efforts 
to  procure  it  as  long  as  they  refused  to 
lender  it  to  him?  Did  they  think  that 
their  majority,  however  large,  when  an- 
nounced at  that  Table,  would  put  this 
matter  to  rest*— that  it  would  be  heard  of 
no  more  ?  No,  for  still  the  question  would 
remain— still  the  demand  would  be  made 
upon  them — and  still  would  it  be  found 
interfering  with  public  business.  He  de- 
precated that  I  hjs  was  anxious  that  public 
business  should  not  be  interfered  with  ;  but 
if  it  were,  the  Government  should  not 
cast  the  blame  of  it  upon  others,  when 
they' themselves  might  remove  the  impe- 
diment. They  ought  not  to  complain  that 
they  could  not  be  flowed  to  proceed — they 
ought  not  to  attempt  to  throw  that  blame 
upon  others  with  which  they  were  them- 
selves justly  chargeable.  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment  had  last  Session  taken  the  same 
course  in  the  first  instance  upon  the  subject, 
and  had  norwards  been  compelled,  by  the 
strong  feeling  in  the  House  and  in  the  coun- 
try, to  grant  inquiry.  He  ^ve  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  credit  for  having  no  motive 
for  again  maintaining  silence  and  reserve, 
bat  a  mistaken  sense  of  duty;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  now,  as  before,  the  Govern* 
nent  would  be  compelled  to  yield.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  intention,  in  the  vote 
he  shoald  give,  to  impute  to  the  Committee 
the  smaUest  blame.  He  felt  how  difficult 
and  how  delicate  was  the  task  that  had 
been  assigned  to  them.  He  thought  a 
aatiifiMtory  reason  for  their  silence  had 
been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby ; 
but,  under  the  drcamstancea,  he  did  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
lUiandon  the  course  they  had  persevered  in 
adopting  upon  this  point;  that  they  would 
afibffd  redress  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 

Sive  him  the  means  of  justifying  his  con- 
act;  and  in  doing  so,  they  would  act 
in  accordance  with  the  opinion  that  had 
been  expressed  not  only  upon  that  side 
of  the  Houscj   but  also  by  some  who 


were  numbered  among  their  ordinary  ad- 
herents. 

Mr.  Strutt^  in  explanation,  said  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Devonporthad 
fallen  into  a  mistake  when  he  represented 
him  as  having  said,  that  in  the  course  of 
last  Session  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
had  not  complained  of  his  letters  being 
opened.  He  had  not  said  that,  because 
that  would  have  been  contrary  to  the  fact. 
The  effect  of  what  he  had  said  was,  that 
in  the  first  debate  on  this  subject,  and 
before  the  Committee  had  been  formed, 
he  had  not  brought  forward  the  charge 
with  the  same  distinctness  that  he  now 
preferred  it ;  he  did  not  then  state  that  he 
was  prepared  with  evidence  to  show  that 
his  letters  had  been  opened ;  he  had  said 
something  of  bags  being  tampered  with, 
and  that  it  might  have  been  for  the  purpose 
of  opening  his  letters.  The  main  charge 
at  that  time  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  was  as  to  the  opening  of 
foreign  letters,  and  not  as  to  opening  his 
own  letters.  Another  point  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  mistaken  him, 
was  as  to  his  having  giving  reasons  why  the 
Committee  reported  upon  certain  cases, 
and  not  as  to  others.  What  he  had 
stated  in  his  speech  was,  as  to  the  cir- 
cumstances which  marked  and  distin- 
guished one  set  of  cases,  and  from  which 
it  might  be  inferred  why  there  was  not  a 
particular  reference  to  others. 

Mr.  Jervis  wished  to  state  briefly  his 
reasons  for  voting  in  favour  of  the  Amend* 
roent  of  the  noble  Lord.  Seeing,  he  said» 
the  mode  in  which  the  personal  allusion 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  had 
been  receiTed  by  the  House,  he  should  not 
long  delay  them,  but  state  the  reasons 
very  shortly  that  were  a  justification,  as 
be  had  conceived,  for  the  vote  he  was 
about  to  give.  He  was  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  availed  himself  of  the 
forms  of  the  House  to  explain  the  obser* 
vations  which  he  had  made  upon  a  former 
occasion,  because  he  had  felt,  like  many 
others,  that  those  observations  were  ap* 
plicable  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
and  be  was  afraid  that  so  the  country  had 
construed  them.  Certainly  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bute  had  put  that 
construction  upon  them.  It  had  been 
said  by  that  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
his  hon.  Friend  brought  forward  MotioDs 
in  this  House   ia   connexion   with  tb« 
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Chartists  and  magistrates  of  the  country. 
Aod  80,  theo,  it  was  to  be  said,  because  a 
Member,  in  the  independent  course  of  his 
duty,  thought  it  necessary  to  support  cer- 
tain opinions,  and  act  in  opposition  to  the 
Government,  a  Minister  was  to  be  re- 
garded, in  the  exercise  of  the  power  en- 
trusted to  him,  as  justified  in  opening  that 
Member's  letters.  He  had  endeavoured 
to  catch  the  Chairman's  eye  immediately 
after  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
spoken,  for  he  wished  to  reply  to  that 
argument.  He  was  glad,  however,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  making  the  explanation  which 
they  had  just  heard.  He  was  glad  of  it, 
in  order  that  the  public  might  be  disabused 
if  they  had  put  the  construction  which  he 
had  done  upon  the  former  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  he  begged 
of  the  House  to  recollect  the  effect  that 
had  been  produced  by  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  charge  made  on 
the  preceding  night  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shrewsbury,  The  charge  had  been 
made  against  a  personal  Friend  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Treasury.  Let  them,  then,  see  how  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  availed  himself  of  the 
opportunity  of  having  a  public  disavowal 
of  the  same  charges.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  skilfully  availed  himself  of  the 
opportunity  that  presented  itself;  when 
the  charge  was  publicly  made,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  ought  to  be  publicly 
refuted.  Let  them,  then,  he  said,  do 
the  same  act  of  justice  to  the  boo. 
Member  for  Finsbury.  They  had,  by  their 
proceedings,  charged  his  hon.  Friend  with 
being  connected  with  a  dangerous  state  of 
society  in  that  country,  and  they  would 
not  afford  him  the  ample  means  of  re- 
futing it.  They  were  now  silent  as  to 
the  charge.  His  hon.  Friend  said,  his  let- 
ters had  been  opened ;  and  they  relied 
upon  their  official  responsibility  for  pro- 
tection. Why,  he  askedy  would  they  not 
dothatjostice  to  a  political  opponent,  which 
they  insisted  upon  procuring  for  a  personal 
friend  ?  Did  they  think  it  right  to  mete 
out  justice  to  the  one,  and  refuse  it  to  the 
other  ?  (CAeers.)   Did  they  think  that  the 

fublic  would  be  satisfied  with  that  course? 
f  they  felt  it  necessary  to  have  an  ex- 
plantion  in  the  one  case — and  the  House 
by  their  cheers  responded  to  the  necessity 
and  the  justice  of  such  a  course^then,  he 
asked,  bow,  in  candour  and  in  fairness, 
they  could  deny  to  bis  hoo«  Friend  thai 


investigation  which  he  demanded?  A 
charge  had  been  made.  There  bad  been 
no  verdict  of  acquittal  or  of  condemna* 
tion.  It  was  that  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  a  right  to  demand.  He 
thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  was  entitled 
to  the  investigation  he  sought  for.  With- 
out adverting  to  minor  details,  he  said  to 
the  Government,  that  their  own  conduct 
condemned  them  ;  for  when  an  unjust  at- 
tack was  made  upon  one  of  their  friends 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury,  they 
were  not  satisfied  without  a  public  retrac- 
tation of  it,  and  yet  at  the  same  moment 
they  refused  to  give  the  satisfaction  of  a 
public  investigation,  and  an  acquittal,  to 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  stood  in  the  position 
of  a  political  opponent.  He  would  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  noble  LonJ» 
not  because  he  wished  to  deal  in  recrimi- 
nation, but  because  he  thought  that  the 
independence  of  Members  of  Parliament 
was  compromised,  and  because  he  con- 
ceived that  the  fullest  confidence  should 
be  permitted  to  exist  between  the  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  and  his  constituents. 

Mr.  Muntz — Before  the  debate  came  to 
a  close,  wished  to  assure  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  cast  any  reflection  or  reproach 
upon  him;  for,  on  the  contrary,  he 
thought  that  more  had  been  cast  upon 
him  than  ought  to  have  been  done.  What 
had  the  Home  Secretary  done  ?  Followed 
the  acts  of  his  predecessors.  He  did  not 
acquiesce  as  to  the  propriety  of  what  had 
been  done  as  to  foreigners,  for  that,  he 
thought,  was  the  worst  part  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  had  an  extremely  strong  opi- 
nion as  to  the  opening  of  letters.  The 
publici  too,  had  a  very  strong  opinion 
about  it.  It  bad  been  stated  the  other 
night,  that  it  had  been  long  known  to  ex- 
ist. Now,  he  could  assure  the  House  he 
had  not  yet  recovered  from  the  feeling 
that  he  experienced  when  he  was  told  of 
it.  The  first  time  he  beard  of  it,  he  utterly 
denied  it.  He  thought  it  was  a  practice 
confined  to  the  despotic  Stales  of  the  south 
of  Europe— that  it  was  to  be  found  only 
in  the  dominions  of  the  Autocrat  of  Russia 
and  the  despot  of  Prussia.  He  thooghtt 
that  every  man's  letter  was  as  safe  as  bit 
house  door.  It  was  disgraceful  to  every 
Government;  it  was  disgraceful  to  tba 
present— 'it  was  disgraceful  to  former  Go- 
vernments—it was  disgraceful  to  the  whole 
country,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  very 
lOon  got  rid  of. 
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Mr.  7*.  Duncomhe,  in  reply,  said,  that 
after  three  nights'  debate  he  should  oc- 
cupy the  time  of  the  House  but  a  very 
few  minutes.  He  must,  however,  in  an- 
swer to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he 
and  others  meditated  injustice  to  the  Go- 
vernment, say  that  was  not  true.  But  the 
Government  continued  to  do  him  injus- 
tice. They  denied  to  him  that  justice 
which,  he  said,  he  had  a  right  to  demand. 
That  injustice  was  meditated  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  and  his  Colleagues.  The 
simple  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  was  to  supply  an 
omission  on  the  part  of  the  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  resisted  that 
proposition.  He  would  not  allow  that  to 
be  done,  because  he  said  it  reflected  cen- 
sure upon  the  Government.  The  Go- 
vernment said  they  had  acted  so  purely — 
they  had  exercised  their  power  purely. 
Well,  then,  the  more  their  conduct  was 
inquired  into,  the  more  it  was  examined, 
the  more  that  purity  would  appear  on  an 
examination.  He  had  been  accused  by 
ttie  right  tion.  Member  the  Secretary  at 
War  with  being  actuated  by  a  hostile 
feeling  towards  the  right  hon>  Baronet 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
and  that  it  was  to  gratify  that  wish,  and 
not  to  elicit  truth,  that  he  sought  for  this 
inquiry.  As  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London  had  remarked,  it  was  not  the 
practice  of  men  who  did  not  wish  for  the 
elucidation  of  truth  to  seek  an  inquiry. 
Now  he  asked  for  an  inquiry ;  and  then  it 
was  said  it  was  not  truth  he  was  seeking 
for,  but  to  gratify  personal  motives.  He 
disclaimed  the  personal  motives  attributed 
to  him.  He  complained  of  a  practice — 
against  whom  was  he  to  direct  that  at- 
tack? He  found  that  the  Secretaiy  for 
the  Home  Department  had  issued  war- 
rants. Now,  who  was  he  to  go  an  d  at- 
tack ?  Was  it  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  the 
Lord  Chamberlain?  No,  he  must  direct 
his  attack  against  the  Home  Secretary. 
He  knew  that  the  rest  of  the  Government 
were  responsible ;  but  he  must  look  to 
the  Minister  who  had  issued  the  warrant ; 
and  whether  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  to  him,  or  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sitting  near  him,  he  would 
have  attacked  them  in  the  same  way  if  he 
thought  such  had  exercised  power  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  done.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  said  that  he 
bud  chosen  his  own  tribunal,  and  the  ver^ 


diet  of  acquittal  was  for  the  Government. 
As  to  choosing  his  own  tribunal,  the  tri- 
bunal was  not  chosen  by  him,  but  by 
Ministers.  The  thing  was  done  in  a  harry. 
The  Government  had  not  gone  through 
the  usual  form  of  placing  the  names  of 
a  Committee  on  the  Table  one  day,  and 
appointing  them  the  next.  All  was  done 
in  a  hurry.  As  to  the  Select  Committee, 
the  names  were  taken  out  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pocket  at  the  time — 
and  then,  if  the  House  would  not  have 
them,  they  would  have  none  at  all.  The 
result,  it  was  said,  was  a  verdict  of  ac- 
quittal for  the  Government,  and  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  *'  Stand  by 
your  Committee.*'  As  to  the  verdict  of 
the  Committee,  he  defied  any  one  to 
show  a  line  in  it  that  could  be  inter- 
preted as  a  verdict  of  acquittal.  What  was 
the  description  given  of  it  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee?  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  the  Committee 
was  very  much  divided,  that  there  was  a 
great  diversity  of  opinion,  and  in  conse 
quence  they  put  in  here  a  bit  of  black, 
and  there  a  bit  of  white,  and  so  it  was 
neither  black  nor  white.  That,  then,  was 
the  Chairman's  opinion  of  his  own  Com- 
mittee. What,  then,  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kendai'Say?  That  parties  were 
very  evenly  balanced,  and  consequently 
that  the  Report  was  nothing  else  but  a 
compromise;  and  the  hon.  Member  had 
added,  that  if  he  were  allowed  to  express 
an  opinion  as  to  Mazzini,  he  must  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
exercised  a  sound  discretion,  so  that  the 
verdict  of  acquittal  was  in  fact  no  verdict 
at  all.  When  a  jury  could  not  agree  a 
new  trial  was  granted  ;  that  was  all  he 
asked.  He  ventured  to  say,  that  if  he 
were  allowed  to  put  these  nine  Gentlemen 
again  in  the  box,  and  let  him  have  thus 
an  open  Committee,  and  let  him  have  two 
witnesses  before  them,  that  they  would 
come  to  a  different  and  a  more  decided 
conclusion.  But  were  they  not  to  discuss 
the  Report  of  the  Committee?  What  was 
the  use  of  the  Committee  if  they  were  not 
to  examine  or  discuss  their  Report?  That 
was  all  he  had  done.  He  had  taken  their 
Report,  and  had  pointed  out  where  they 
were  in  error,  and  what  they  had  left  un- 
done. He  had  been  accused  of  saying 
that  the  Government  had  fabricated  a 
warrant;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bute  had  said  that  he  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe)  had  asserted  that  he  knew  a 
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warrant  had  been  fabricated  in  his  own 
case.  He  never  said  anything^  of  the  sort. 
What  he  did  say  was  in  regaid  to  the  case 
of  Mazzini ;  and  it  was  this — that  the  sys- 
tem of  opening  Mazzini*s  letters  begun  at 
Christmas  last,  and  continued  till  the 
14th  of  June,  when  he  presented  Mr. 
Mazzioi's  petition  (a  copy  of  which  he 
had  previously  forwarded  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet)  to  the  Heuse,  while  the  Report 
stated  that  the  warrant  which  authorized 
the  opening  was  issued  on  the  1st  of 
March,  and  continued  in  force  till  the 
3rd  of  June ;  and  he  said  it  was  a  fair 
ground  of  inquiry  to  ascertain  why  the 
letters  were  opened  immediately  after 
Christmas,  previous  to  the  issuing  of  the 
warrant  —  a  point  which  was  not  taken 
notice  of  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
Therefore,  he  had  said  that  the  warrant 
presented  to  the  Committee  was  an  untrue 
warrant.  He  believed,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, an  order  was  sent  down  to  the 
Post  Office,  from  the  Foreign  Office,  to 
detain  Mr.  Mazzini's  letters,  so  that  the 
warrant  was  not  issued  until  some  time 
after*  Then  they  were  about  to  shut  out 
all  inquiry  as  to  the  cases  of  Captain 
Stolzman  and  Mr.  Worcell,  late  a  member 
of  the  Polish  Diet,  who  had  petitioned  the 
House,  complaining  that  their  letters  had 
been  opened,  as  they  believed,  under  a 
warrant  from  the  Home  Office,  and  pray- 
ing for  investigation  into  the  circum- 
stances. Then,  as  to  his  own  case,  the 
Committee  stated  that  he  had  not  peti- 
tioned, and  that  Mr.  Stolzman  and  Mr. 
Worcell  had  never  petitioned ;  and  that, 
consequently,  they  were  not  called  upon 
to  report  specially  upon  those  cases ;  but 
he  had  stated  publicly,  in  his  place,  that 
his  letters  had  been  opened,  and  yet  the 
Committee  took  no  notice  of  his  case  in 
their  Report.  The  Report  mentions  that 
a  warrant  to  open  and  detain  all  letters 
addressed  to  Mr.  Grodickt,  at  Paris,  and 
another  foreign  gentleman,  was  also  is- 
sued. Why  was  the  name  of  the  one  gen- 
tleman mentioned,  and  the  other  omitted? 
It  was  generally  supposed  and  understood 
that  this  other  foreign  gentleman  was 
Prince  C/artoriski,  who  resided  at  Paris 
at  that  time,  and  that  the  reason  his  name 
was  not  mentioned  was,  that  he  was  the 
iotiroate  acquaintance  of  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee.  But  after  all,  he 
said  the  Committee  had  done  the  greatest 
act  of  inJQstice  to  him.  That  the  Lords' 
Committee  had  never  mentioned  his  name 
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in  their  Report  he  could  well  understand, 
for  his  case  had  never  gone  before  tbat 
Committee,  and  they  knew  nothing  of  his 
complaint.  He  had  made  his  complaint 
there  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mons,  and  again  before  the  Committee, 
and  he  had  repeated  it  since.  The  two 
nights  debate  upon  the  matter  might  have 
been  avoided,  had  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Graham)  answered  him  can- 
didly when  he  put  the  question  to  him  ; 
and  much  ill-blood,  ill-feeling  and  discus- 
sion would  have  been  saved.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Newark  (Lord  John 
Manners)  had  said,  that  he  would  think 
himself  a  degraded  man  if  he  had  become 
so  much  the  object  of  suspicion  tbat  his 
letters  were  opened,  and  all  explanation 
refused ;  and  that  he  was  in  that  position 
no  one  could  doubt;  for  did  they  sup- 
pose, that  if  his  letters  had  not  been 
opened,  as  he  asserted  they  had,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  would  not 
have  been  but  too  ready  to  say  so  at  once. 
And  if  they  were  opened,  why  could  not 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  have  said  at  once« 
in  answer  to  the  question  put  co  him — 
''We  did  open  your  letters;  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  at  the  time  justified 
us  in  so  doing;  but  we  are  bound  at  the 
same  time  time  to  say,  that  we  found  no- 
thing in  those  letters  to  criminate  you.'^ 
He  should  in  that  case  have  told  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  had  no  right  to  do 
so,  and  that  the  Government  had  done 
him  a  great  injustice  to  suspect  him  ;  but 
he  was  wilhng  to  believe  their  motives 
were  pure.  He  should  have  said  this, 
and  forgiven  it  at  once,  and  forgotten  it 
as  soon  as  he  could,  and  there  would  have 
been  an  end  of  the  matter.  But  how 
stood  the  case  now?  Here  he  was, 
with  a  stig:ma  fixed  upon  him,  and  de- 
nied all  explanation.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  he  should  call  certain  of- 
ficials of  the  Post  Office  to  the  Bar 
of  that  House,  and  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  submit  a  Motion  to  the  House  on 
the  subject — that  would  be  his  next  step. 
He  would  move  to  call  the  Officers  of  the 
Post  Office  to  the  Bar  of  that  House,  and 
if  it  should  appear  that  they  had  opened 
his  letters,  or  detained  them  without  a 
warrant,  they  must  be  committed  for  the 
breach  of  privilege.  It  was  asked  why  ire 
the  letters  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  to 
be  more  privileged  than  others  f  He  said 
they  were  not;  and  if  Government  had 
reason  to  suppose  that  any  Member  of 
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Parliament  was  engaged  in  a  conspiracy 
against  the  State,  there  was  no  reason  why 
his  letters  should  not  be  opened  under  the 
authority  of  a  warrant  issued  for  the  pur* 
pose,  the  same  as  those  of  any  other  indi* 
vidual.  The  only  difference  was  this,  that 
if  a  man  opened  the  letters  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  without  the  sanction  of  a 
Secretary  of  Slate's  warrant,  he  not  only 
committed  a  misdemeanor^  but  a  breach 
of  Parliamentary  privilege  in  addition. 
Let  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  suppose 
that  he  grudged  him  any  information 
or  any  amusement  he  might  derive  from 
the  perusal  of  bis  correspondence.  If 
Lord  Sidroouth  himself  had  done  him  the 
honour  to  open  any  of  his  letters,  they 
would  have  been  quite  as  amusing  and  in- 
structive to  bim ;  but  he  was  sure  Lord 
Sidmouth  would  have  been  surprised  if  he 
had  heard  that  at  some  future  day  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  to  be  found  sitting 
amongst  those  very  men  whom,  in  Sid- 
mouth's  time,  he  denounced  as  the  men 
who  invariably  passed  bad  measures  and 
resisted  good  ones.  He  repudiated  every* 
thing  like  personal  hostility  ;  he  attacked 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  because  he  filled 
the  office  from  which  all  the  iniquity  had 
emanated — he  could  not  attack  any  one 
else.  It  was  admitted  and  avowed  that 
this  power  of  opening  letters  had  bean 
used  very  extensively  by  the  Government, 
and  if  they  would  give  him  a  Committee, 
he  would  in  his  own  case  prove  that  they 
had  grossly  abused  it.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  Amendment  which  had  been  moved 
by  the  noble  Lord,  he  was  aware  that 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  House 
not  to  assent  to  his  Motion,  and  as  he  saw 
he  had  a  better  chance  of  succeeding  in 
obtaining  the  inquiry,  as  proposed  by  the 
noble  I^rd,  than  that  he  had  moved  for^ 
and  feeling  that  any  inquiry,  however 
narrow  and  limited,  was  better  than  none, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
withdraw  his  Motion,  and  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  upon  that  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Sir  R,  Peel  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
question  originally  before  it.  Of  course 
it  was  competent  for  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  object  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Motion,  and  thus  compel  a  division  ;  but 
if  he  understood  it  to  be  the  wish  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  at  once  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  that  Motion, 
on  which  the  greatest  amount  of  opinion 
>vas  concentrated  against  the  course  the 


Government  had  taken,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion. 

Original  Motion  withdrawn,  and  the 
Amendment  having  been  put  as  follows  :— 

''  That  it  having  been  alleged  by  a  Member 
of  this  House,  in  his  place,  that  Letters  ad- 
dressed to  hiro  have  been  detained  at  the  Post 
Office,  and  opened  before  being  delivered  to 
him,  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed,  to  in- 
quire whether  this  allegation  is  true ;  and  if  so, 
by  what  authority  and  upon  what  grounds  such 
detention  and  opening  of  Post  Letters  has 
been  sanctioned. 

The  House  divided  -.—Ayes  146 ;  Noes 
240 :  Majority  95. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  February  24,  1845. 

MrauTM.]   Biujk    PiiMie.— !*•  Deodandi  AboUtion. 
Privo/e.— S*-  Britten*!  Divorae. 

PmnoHS  Pbubittid.  By  the  Earl  of  Rosebery,  from 
Sdlnbuxgh  and  Haddington,  against  any  Alteration  in 
the  praaent  LAivarriating  to  Banking  in  Scotland.— From 
Linlithgow,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Laws  relating  to  Impri- 
•onment  (Scotland). — ^By  the  Earl  of  Radnor,  from  Wil- 
liam Bidwtll.  of  Cambridge,  for  Inquiry  into  Legal  Pro. 
eeedfaigi  inatituted  against  hfan  for  refusing  to  pay 
Church  Rates. — By  Earl  FitxwiUiam.  fttm  Stilton,  and 
S  oOier  places,  for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  Ibr  the  Sap. 
prcBsion  of  Intempenneai'— From  Roman  CatboUos  of 
Sydney  <N«w  South  Wales),  for  Inquiry  rdatii^  to  the 
Omission  of  Uie  Names  of  certain  persona  from  the  Sp». 
dal  Jury  List  Ireland.— By  Lord  Camoys,  from  Cork,  for 
Repeal  of  Certain  Clauses  in  the  Cbaiitable  Bequests  (Ire- 
land) Aet. 


Local  Taxation.]  Lord  J^eauniofi/ wish- 
ed to  put  a  question  to  bis  noble  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Council,  and  to  draw  his 
attention  to  an  important  document  which 
had  been  laid  on  their  Lordships*  Table. 
The  question  he  was  desirous  of  putting 
was,  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Go* 
Temment  to  make  any  alteration  in  the 
law  of  rating  this  Session ;  and  the  docu« 
ment  to  which  he  was  anxious  to  draw  his 
noble  Friend's  attention  was  the  Report 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  Local 
Taxation.  In  that  paper  there  was  the 
fact,  which  might  be  familiar  to  their  Lord- 
ships, but  was  startling  to  those  who  had 
not  well  considered  the  subject — vis.,  that 
actually  the  amount  of  12,000,000/.  sterling 
was  annually  disposed  of  by  the  local  autho- 
rities ;  that»  moreover,  there  were  twenty - 
four  distinct  rates,  everj  one  of  which 
was,  according  to  the  original  Statutes  by 
which  they  were  rendered  lawful,  regulated 
on  distinct  and  different  systems,  founded 
on  different  bases,  and  intended  for  different 
purposes.  The  matter  was  so  complicated 
that  it  had  been  found  utterly  impossible  to 
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conform  to  the  law ;  and,  consequently,  the 
local  authorities  had  been  obliged,  instead 
of  complying  with  the  law  in  practice  on 
that  subject,  to  establish  a  principle  of  their 
own,  and  they,  therefore,  levied  those  rates 
generally  on  the  basis  of  the  Poor-rates. 
The  document  stated  also  that  no  less  than 
250,000  officers  were  engaged  in  the  col- 
lection of  those  various  local  taxes;  and, 
moreover,  that  the  property  on  which  they 
were  imposed  differed  in  nearly  every  in- 
stance;  but  that,  although  they  differed  ac- 
cording to  the  law  on  the  subject,  yet  at  the 
same  time,  it  was  usual  in  practice  to  impose 
them  upon  real  property,  on  lands  and 
houses.  The  document,  after  mentioning 
some  other  objections,  concluded  with  a 
passage  that  was  so  clearly  written «  and 
expressed  the  case  so  strongly,  that  he 
would  read  an  extract  it  from  their  Lord- 
ships:*- 


tt 


Putting  out  of  consideration  the  taxes 
and  ▼arious  modifications  of  them  created  by 
our  local  Acts  of  Parliament,  there  is  found 
in  Common  Law  and  general  Statutes  autho- 
rity to  impose  and  levy  for  above  200  ▼arious 
and  imperfectly  defined  purposes,  at  least 
twenty-four  different  local  taxes,  a  large  por- 
tion  of  which  would,  if  the  law  were  carried 
into  effect  according  to  its  intention,  be  levied 
separately  and  distinctly  in  every  district. 
Some  of  them  are  permanent,  some  occasional, 
and  many  of  them  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
a  sum  of  money  insignificant  in  amount.  The 
definitions  of  the  persons  on  whom  the  taxes 
are  imposed  often  vary  without  apparent 
cause,  and  sometimes  are  inconsistent  with 
what  is  generally  supposed  to  have  been  the 
intention  of  the  Legislature.  The  definitions 
of  the  property  on  which  the  taxes  are  assessed 
being  still  more  various,  and  involved  in  still 
more  frequent  difficulties,  a  multitude  of  these 
taxes  cannot  be  levied,  if  they  are  resisted, 
and  others  are  gathered  with  great  cost ;  while 
in  some  cases  there  is  entirely  wanting  all 
protection,  arising  from  the  accountability  of 
the  officers  who  impose  the  tax,  or  collect  it, 
or  disburse  it.'' 

Such  was  the  extract,  and  after  haying 
read  it  he  would  again  ask  his  noble  Friend 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
would  be  directed  to  the  subject  during 
the  present  Session,  and  whether  it  was 
their  intention  to  make  any  alteration  in 
the  law,  so  as  to  consolidate  into  one  uni- 
form rate  these  numerous  and  vexatious 
taxes,  and  remedy  the  cumbrous  and  ex- 
pensive machinery  which  was  at  present 
employed  to  raise  them  ?  His  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Ly  ttelton)  had,  last  year,  put  a  sim- 
ilar question  to  his  noble  Friend  opposite, 
who  then  answered  ''not  this  year;"  he 
5JL 


1037 


Abolition  of 


{LORDS} 


Deodands, 


102B 


wu  therefore  induced  to  ask  him  now 
whether  there  would  be  any  alteration  in 
the  law  in  the  present  year  ? 

Lord  Whamcliffe  said,  he  could  give  no 
other  answer  than  he  had  given  to  the 
same  question  when  pot  to  him  by  another 
noble  Lord  last  Session — that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  Government  to  introduce 
any  measure  on  the  subject  io  the  present 
Session.  A  Bill  relating  to  the  Law  of 
Settlement  had  been  already  introduced 
into  the  other  House  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, which,  it  might  be  anticipated, 
would  be  sufficient  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  Parliament. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  said,  it  was  perfectly 
true  that  there  were  not  less  than  twenty- 
four  of  these  different  local  taxes  io  dif* 
ferent  places  and  under  different  circum- 
stances ;  but  it  had  often  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  be  extremely  desirable,  in- 
stead of  having  raised  upon  the  same 
community  a  different  number  of  rates  for 
different  purposes,  that  there  should  be, 
as  in  the  county  rate,  one  rate  that  was 
applicable  to  a  great  variety  of  different 
purposes,  among  which  should  be  the 
maintenance  of  the  poor.  Such  a  course 
would  be  a  great  improvement  on  the 
present  system  of  levying  local  taxation. 

Abolition  of  Dbodavds.]  Lord 
Campbell  said,  that,  in  pursuance  of  the 
notice  he  bad  given  last  week,  he  should, 
with  their  Lordships'  permission,  lay  on 
the  Table  a  Bill  for  the  Abolition  of  Deo- 
dands,  and  he  did  not  anticipate  there 
would  be  any  opposition  offered  to  its 
passing  through,  much  less  in  its  intro- 
duction to  that  House-— the  wonder  to  him 
was  that  a  law  so  extremely  absurd  and 
inconvenient  should  have  remained  in 
force  down  to  the  middle  of  the  nineteenth 
century;  especially  as  that  did  notarise 
from  the  law  having  become  obsolete  or 
slipped  their  recollection  from  never  bav- 
ing  been  put  in  force;  for  the  law  of 
deodands  was  called  into  action  almost 
weekly,  as  the  newspapers  constantly  in- 
formed them.  He  would,  however,  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  law  was  both  extremely 
absurd  and  inconvenient,  and,  under  the 
correction  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack,  he  would  shortly  state 
to  their  Lordships  what  that  law  really 
was  which  men  now  enforced,  and  which, 
if  resorted  to,  ought  not  to  be  perverted 
by  Coroners'  juries.   By  the  old  Common 


Law  of  England,  which  was  still  in  force, 
all  personal  chattels  that  had  immediately 
caused  or  moved  to  the  death  of  a  reason- 
able being  were  forfeited  to  the  Crown. 
That  was  not  at  all  by  way  of  puniabiog 
an  offence  committed  by  the  owner  of  the 
chattels,  because,  as  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  well  knew,  where  there  had  been 
malice  or  culpable  negligence,  so  that  it 
became  a  case  of  murder  or  manslaughter, 
the  law  of  deodand  did  not  apply.  It 
had  been  decided  that  if  another  man  took 
his  (Lord  Campbeirs)  sword,  without  his 
leave,  and  killed  another  with  his  sword, 
his  sword  became  forfeited  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty. The  severity  of  the  law,  if  it  were 
strictly  enforced,  was  very  great,  because 
everything  that  in  the  remotest  degree 
contributed  to  the  death  was  included  in 
the  forfeiture.  Not  only  an  ox  thai 
gored  a  man  was  forfeited,  but  if  a  person 
fell  from  a  horse  the  horse  was  forfeited : 
and  if  a  man  fell  from  a  bone  into  the 
water  and  wascarried  down  a  milLrace  and 
killed  by  the  wheel  of  the  mill,  the  horse 
and  the  mill-wheel  were  both  forfeited. 
To  be  sure,  if  a  person  fell  from  that  which 
was  not  in  motion  that  motionless  thing 
was  not  forfeited;  it  was  only  what  he 
touched  immediately  before  the  moment 
of  death,  which  waa  the  aubject  of  a  deo- 
dand ;  for  instance,  if  a  man  were  cliasb- 
ing  up  a  waggon,  which  was  stationary, 
and  fell  from  a  wheel,  the  wheel  by  which 
he  waa  climbing  op  was  alone  forfeited ; 
but,  then,  if  the  waggon  waa  in  motion, 
the  waggon,  and  the  horses,  and  the  load 
in  the  waggon,  were  all  forfeited,  as  tend- 
ing ad  mortem.  This  waa  in  accordance 
with  the  maxim,  **  omnia  qiuB  movant  ad 
mortem  sunt  Deo  danda.  Again,  if  a 
person  fell  from  the  top  of  a  stage-coach, 
even  intoxicated  or  asleep,  and  the  wheel 
of  the  coach  passed  over  him  and  killed 
him,  the  horses  and  the  coach,  and  every- 
thing in  the  coach,  including  the  luggage 
of  the  passengers,  would  all  be  forfeited. 
Certain  absurd  distinctions  were  made: 
for  instance,  if  a  man  fell  from  a  ship  io 
salt  water,  there  was  no  deodand  on  the 
ship ;  but  if  he  fell  from  the  ship  in  fresh 
water,  then  the  ship  and  the  furniture  of 
the  ship,  and  the  cargo  of  the  ship,  were  all 
deodands.  Neither  aid  it  signifv,  whether 
the  chattel  fell  on  the  man,  or  the  man  on 
ihechattel.  But,  it  was  said,  that  if  the  thing 
was  fixed  to  a  freehold,  then  it  ahould  not 
be  a  deodand ;  and,  therefore,  if  the  door 
of  a  house  fell  upon  and  killed  a  mao,  it 
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beiii|;  part  of  a  freehold,  wu  not  forfeited. 
Again,  if  a  beU  dropped  from  a  steeple, 
and  produced  the  death  of  a  person,  it  was 
not  a  deodand,  because  it  had  bcfen  con- 
secrated.  The  law  of  deodands,  it  was 
suppoeed,  had  been  founded  partly  upon 
the  Mosaic,  and  partly  upon  the  Athenian 
law,  by  which  any  instrument  causing 
death  was  considered  accursed,  and  was 
made  a  deodand ;  but  the  bells  were 
blessed,  not  accursed.  By  the  old  English 
law,  the  chattel  causing  death  was  to  be 
sold,  and  the  money,  however  great  the 
amount,  was  to  be  applied  in  the  purchase 
of  masses  for  the  soul  of  the  deceased ;  as 
be  had  gone  to  his  account  unprepared, 
the  law  humanely  provided  that  masses 
should  be  celebrated  for  the  purpose  of 
accelerating  his  removal  out  of  purgatory. 
Now,  it  did  seem  strange  that  in  this  Pro* 
testant  country  a  law  should  remain  in 
force,  which  bad  been  abolished  in  all 
Roman  Catholic  countries,  and  that  Bug- 
land,  which  was  so  proud  of  being  dis- 
tinguisbed  for  its  Protestantism,  should  be 
the  only  country  in  which  it  was  allowed 
to  remain.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
their  Lordships  would  agree  with  him  that 
it  ought  not  any  longer  to  be  a  reproach  to 
their  jurisprudence.  A  very  different  ap- 

f>licatioo  than  was  intended  by  the  Legis- 
ature  was  attempted  to  be  made  of  it 
bj  Coroners*  juries,  who  used    it  as  a 
panishment  for  negligence,  carelessness, 
and  a  criminal  intent.    If  no  fault  ap- 
peared on  the  part  of  the  owners  of  the 
chattel,  the  jurors  found  no  deodand ;  but 
if  there  bad  been  gross  negligence,  or  what 
they  considered  had  been  a  **  culpable 
neglect,"  then  thev  did  find  a  deodand ; 
so  that  they  entirely  perverted  the  law — 
they  found  no  deodand  where  the  law 
gave  a  deodand,  and  where  the  law  gave 
no  deodand  there  they  found  one.    Now, 
he  was  sure  their  Lordships  would  agree 
frith  him,  that  Coroners*  juries,  in  the  in- 
flamed state  in  which  they  must  neces- 
sarily be,  sitting  on  an  inquest  upon  a 
person  who  had  come  to  an  untimely  end, 
must  be  a  very  unfit  tribunal  to  punish 
an  offenderi  even    if  they  could  do  so 
by  law.    It   was   an   entirely  ex  parte 
proceeding— -the  party  accused  was  not 
OB  his  trial  before  the  jurv.    The  power 
must  necessarily  be  abused  if  it  existed  ; 
bat  the  power  did  not  exist,  and  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  for  the  last  ten  years 
had  almost  invariably  quashed  inquisi- 
tions whrre  such  a  course  had  been  pur^ 


sued:  because,  when  an  inquisition  was 
held,  and  the  facts  were  stated,  and  there 
appeared  to  have  been  gross  negligence, 
that  would  amodnt  to  manslaughter,  and 
the  verdict  ontht  to  have  been  against  tho 
party  guilty  or  the  negligence,  as  in  the 
case  of  "  The  Queen  t;.  Bolwarth  ;  **  and 
the  Conrt  quashed  the  inqoisition.  But 
still  the  Coroners*  juries  went  on  f^oea 
time  to  time,  with  a  laudable  and  natural 
feeling,  to  try,  by  a  little  perversion  of  tho 
law,  to  do  what  they  considered  was  sub« 
servient  to  the  ends  of  jnstice.  Great 
vexation  arose  from  that,  and  much  injury 
was  done  to  the  administration  of  justice. 
He  had  had  the  honour  of  communicating 
with  several  legal  friends  on  the  subject, 
and  they  all  entertained  the  oninion  thai 
the  law  should  not  be  allowea  to  remain 
as  it  then  was,  as  it  led  to  most  ineonve* 
nient  conse<|nences.  He  had  likewise 
conversed  with  an  intelligent  Coroner,  ho 
meant  Mr.  Wakley,  the  Coroner  for  Mid* 
dlesex,  who  was  a  most  active  servant  of 
the  public,  and  he  had  informed  hltt  that, 
in  his  opinion,  that  law  could  do  no  good 
—it  onlv  held  out  a  temptation  to  juries 
by  which  they  were  misled,  and  firom  which 
the  greatest  inconvenience  resulted.  There 
was  only  a  single  benefit  thet  this  Diw 
might  M  supposed  to  confer  upon  the 

Sublic,  and  that  was,  that  it  tended  to  in- 
uce  caution  and  care  on  the  part  of  stage 
coach  proprietors  and  the  direetors  Of 
railroaos,  because  it  was  held  out  fn  tit* 
rorem,  and  might  have  a  salutary  efieet  lit 
making  them  more  eareful  than  they  otheN 
wiie  would  be.  But  there  was  anothetf 
defect  in  the  law  which  he  had  now  to 
point  out,  and  which  being  removed 
would  be  productive  of  unspeakable  be* 
nefit.  By  the  law  of  France,  and  most  of 
the  Continental  countries,  and  likewise 
by  the  law  of  Scotland,  if,  by  the  defkolt 
of  any  person,  death  ensued,  that  person 
was  liable  to  make  compensation  to  thoM 
who  had  suffered  from  the  death  of 
the  individual  who  had  so  perished.  In 
Scotland  that  was  called  an  ''assyth* 
ment ;  **  but  be  had  been  told  that  that 
law  did  not  operate  well,  for  the  life  of  a 
man  was  considered  so  valuable  that  no 
estimate  could  be  formed  of  its  value ;  so 
that  if  death  ensued,  there  was  no  remedy. 
If  a  man*s  son  were  thrown  by  the  negfi* 
gence  of  a  coach  proprietor  from  a  coach, 
and  he  broke  his  limb,  the  father  had  an 
action  against  the  stage  coach  proprietor; 
but  if  the  poor  boy  was  killed  upon  the 
2L3 
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spot,  then  the  father  had  no  action  against 
the  coach  proprietor. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  thought  his  nohle 
and  learned  Friend  had  reported  a  case 
on  that  point.  It  was  the  case  of  the  death 
of  a  wife,  and  occurred  in  the  time  of  Lord 
Ellenborough. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  the  same  observation 
applied  to  the  case  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  referred  to.  Where 
a  man's  wife  was  thrown  from  the  top  of 
a  stage-coach  and  killed  upon  the  spot,  no 
action  could  be  maintained  for  even  the 
expenses  of  her  funeral.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  hardly  suppose  that 
that  was  a  state  of  the  law  which  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  remain ;  and  he  would 
agree  with  him  that  it  was  a  great 
reproach  to  their  jurisprudence  that 
it  had  not  been  sooner  altered.  He 
(Lord  Campbell)  had  intended  to  have 
made  that  part  of  his  Bill ;  but  his  noble 
Friend,  Lord  Lyttleton,  had  prepared  a 
Bill  00  the  subject,  which  had  been  laid 
on  their  Lordships'  Table,  and  which  he 
hoped  would  effectually  answer  every 
purpose  that  he  (Lord  Campbell)  had  in 
view.  He  did  not  wish  to  take  the  matter 
out  of  the  hands  of  his  noble  Friend; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  should  be  happy  to 
afford  him  every  assistance  in  his  power  in 
improving  his  Bill.  The  two  Bills  might 
go  on  together,  because,  objectionable 
as  the  system  of  deodands  was,  he  would 
no  i^bo  isb  it,  having  regard  to  the  pub- 
lic sa'ety,  unless  the  right  of  action  was 
given,  in  order  to  make  railroad  direc- 
tors and  stage  coach  proprietors  cautious 
of  the  lives  and  limbs  of  Her  Majesty*s 
subjects.  His  Bill  was  confined  merely 
to  Uie  subject  of  deodands ;  but  the  two 
Bills  might  either  go  on  part  passu^  or  be 
joined  together.  Upon  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Baron  Parke,  a  Judge  to  whom  the 
public  were  indebted,  not  only  for  his  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  but  for  the  rules 
of  law  that  be  had  suggested  and  intro- 
duced, be  had  inserted  a  clause  in  bis 
Bill  for  doing  away  with  a  useless  ab» 
surdity  in  indictments  for  murder,  in  which 
it  was  at  the  present  time  necessary  to 
give  a  mioate  description  of  the  instru- 
ment by  which  the  murder  was  commit  ted, 
and  to  state  the  value  of  it,  or  to  allege 
that  it  was  of  no  value.  He  had  there- 
fore introduced  a  clause  which  should 
make  it  no  longer  necessary  to  introduce 
this  into  the  indictment.  Such  was  the 
nature  of  the  Bill  that  he  had  the  honour 


to  offer  to  their  Lordships,  and  be  should 
propose  that  it  be  read  for  the  first  time. 
He  hoped  it  would  go  on  concurrently 
with  Lord  Lyttleton's  Bill--but  if  it  should 
be  thought  better  to  amalo^mate  them, 
he  should  be  most  happy  that  it  should 
go  down  to  posterity  as  Lord  Lyttleton's 
Bill. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  any  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  which  would  be  read  for  the 
first  time,  as  a  matter  of  course.  He 
agreed  with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
that  the  system  which  he  had  dilated  on 
was  pregnant  with  absurdity.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  mentioned  many 
absurdities  from,  he  believed,  the  Digests 
on  the  subject,  one  of  which  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  had  seen  that  morning,  which 
contained  a  case  which  went,  in  absardity, 
even  beyond  those  stated  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend.  If  a  man  were  riding  in 
a  cart  drawn  by  three  or  four  horses,  and 
the  cart  were  overturned,  and  the  man 
crushed  by  a  wheel,  the  cart  and  horses 
would  become  a  deodand.  That  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  stated — but  if  a 
waggon  loaded  with  hay  were  passing  at 
the  same  time,  and  the  man  were  thrown 
in  such  a  way  that  a  wheel  of  the  waggon 
went  over  and  killed  him,  not  only  the 
cart  and  horses  were  forfeited,  but  the 
waggon  and  the  load  of  hay,  and  the 
horses  followed  the  same  fate  as  the  cart. 
The  absurdity  of  the  law  was  not  the  only 
ground  on  which  he  thought  it  would  be 
wise  to  adopt  the  course  suggested  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  : — it  would  be 
wise  also  to  abolish  it,  in  order  to  do 
awav  with  the  application  of  it  to  colla- 
teral  objects.  But  he  should  not  say  more 
at  present  than  to  suggest  one  or  two 
points  for  the  consideration  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  in  the  interval  be- 
tween the  first  and  second  readings  of  his 
Bill.  The  first  point  was,  that  deodands 
formed  part  of  the  ordinary  revenue  of  the 
Crown.  It  would  be  necessary,  therefore, 
according  to  usage,  that  the*  consent  of 
the  Crown  should  be  obtained  before  pro- 
ceeding with  any  measure  proposing  to 
deal  with  them ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  the  more  respectful  course  to  ask  that 
consent  as' soon  as  possible,  than  to  post- 
pone the  obtaining  it  to  the  last  stage  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  another  point  of 
more  di6Sculty  than  that  to  which  be  had 
already  adverted,  and  it  was  Uiis-^that 
that  property  of   the  Crown  had  been 
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granted  out  in  a  great  variety  of  instances, 
to  lords  of  franchises  and  public  corpo- 
rations. They  possess  a  property,  there- 
fore, in  these  deodands;  and  he  thought 
their  Lordships  would  hardly  interfere 
with  these  rights,  without  providing  in 
some  way  or  other  compensation,  or  an 
equivalent  for  the  loss  of  it.  It  might  be 
said  that  this  was  a  trifling  matter,  and 
that  de  minimis  non  curat  lex;  but  if  this 
mode  of  procedure  be  once  sanctioned, 
it  may  next  be  applied  in  cases  more  ex- 
tensive and  important.  There  was  still 
another  point  which  had  been  mentioned 
to  him  by  a  noble  Friend — viz.,  whether 
the  public  and  the  House  of  Commons 
would  not  consider  them  by  this  Bill  as 
interfering  with  their  privileges,  inasmuch 
as  it  proposed  to  deal  with  the  revenues 
of  the  Crown..  He  did  not  profess  to  have 
any  great  learning  on  the  subject,  but  he 
felt  rather  disposed  to  controvert  the  right 
of  the  other  House  to  interfere  with  their 
decisions ;  but  he  knew  there  was  an  ap- 
parent right  on  this  point,  which  was 
exercised  by  the  House  of  Commons  in  a 
somewhat  arbitrary  manner.  He  should 
not  ofler  the  lest  objection  to  the  Bill  in 
its  progress  through  the  House,  but  merely 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  to  the  points  he  had 
stated,  Id  order  that  he  might  apply  his 
judgment  to  the  consideration  of  them. 

Lord  Campbell  was  so  fully  aware  of 
the  necessity  of  the  consent  of  the  Crown 
being  obtained,  that  he  had  purposely 
given  notice  of  his  intention  to  introduce 
the  Bill,  so  that  the  attention  of  Minis- 
ters might  be  called  to  it  as  early  as  pos- 
sible ;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  Government 
would  now  obtain  Her  Majesty's  consent, 
and  the  Bill  could  be  proceeded  with.  He 
was  much  obliged  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  for  the  suggestions  he  had  thrown 
out;  but  he  would  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  saying  that  there  was  not  the 
slightest  pretence  for  giving  compensation 
to  the  parties  to  whom  the  grant  of  a  deo- 
dand  had  been  made,  as  the  grant  con- 
tinued only  so  long  as  the  deodand  ex* 
isted.  While  the  law  gave  a  deodand,  it 
Vent  to  the  Crown,  or  to  the  grantee  of 
the  Crown,  but  no  longer.  If  such  werf 
not  the  law,  in  many  cases  they  could  not 
do  away  with  a  particular  felony  as  a  ca- 
pital offencci  because  there  was  a  forfei- 
ture involved  in  it.  In  the  case  of  a 
felony,  the  felon's  goods  were  forfeited ; 
•nd  in  many  cases  these  rights  had  been 


granted  away,  and  they  could  not  alter 
the  law  with  regard  to  felony,  and  say 
there  should  no  longer  be  a  deodand,  with- 
out giving  compensation  to  the  public 
executioner,  who  was  entitled  to  the  fe- 
lon's clothes.  With  regard  to  the  third 
point  suggested  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  relative  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
he  would  only  say,  that  a  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Canterbury)  who  had  filled  the 
Chair  of  the  House  of  Commons  with  so 
much  distinction,  and  was  always  so  zeal- 
ous in  sustaining  the  rights  of  that  House, 
had  not  objected  to  Bills  originating  in 
their  Lordships*  House,  which  did  not 
affect  the  revenue  of  the  country.  The 
abolition  of  deodands  could  in  no  way  in- 
terfere with  the  rights  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Lord  Monteagle  said,  it  would  be  well 
to  consider  that  the  casual  acquisitions  of 
the  Crown  formed  part  of  the  Public  Reve- 
nue as  much  as  any  other  portion  of  the 
revenue  vested  in  Her  Majesty.  He 
should  imagine,  therefore,  that  the  prac- 
tice in  respect  of  them  was  analogous  to 
the  course  taken  by  the  House  of  Ix>rdB  iu 
the  repeal  of  any  other  tax. 

Lord  Campbell  suggested  to  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Monteagle),  that  the  landed 
estates  of  the  Crown  came  under  the  same 
view;  but  it  could  not  be  contended  that 
the  House  of  Lords  had  not  the  same  con- 
trol over  those  estates  as  the  House  of 
Commons. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  the  course 
they  were  about  to  adopt,  could  not  be 
attended  with  inconvenience,  because  (if 
the  House  of  Commons  would  not  give 
effect  to  the  Bill  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  they  would  send  up  a  corres- 
ponding  Bill  for  the  consideration  of  their 
Lordships. 

Bill  read  1». 

Railways.— BoABD  of  Tradr.^  The 
Earl  of  Dalhousie  laid  on  the  Table  the 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  New- 
castle and  Berwick,  and  the  Manchester 
and  Leeds  Railway  lines,  and  the  Maps  of 
the  Railways  in  the  South-£astem  and 
Manchester  and  Leeds  districts,  which  wen 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Earl  Fitzunlliam  inquired  whether  these 
Reports  contained  the  reasons  for  the  d^ 
cisions  which  had  already  appeared  in  tha 
Gazette  9 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  replied,  t£«t 
they  contained  the  detailed  reasons  fo( 
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the   reoommendationt    of  the  Boaid  of 
Trade. 

Earl  FUzwittiam  would  then  ask  whe< 
ther  it  wai  certaui  the  advice  of  the  Board 
of  Tvade  would  he  given  to  Parliainent  on 
all  the  lines,  hefore  ParliaaieDt  had  heen 
obliged  to  fonn  its  own  conclusion  without 
that  advice?    He  did  not  ask  this  for  the 

Surpo89  of  impugning  the  oonduci  of  the 
loard  of  Trade,  hut  ^uite  the  contrary  ; 
for  he  thought  the  public  were  indebted  to 
the  Board  S  Trade  for  the  labour  they  had 
undertaken,  and  he  would  say  also  that  the 
public  were  indebted  to  the  Government 
fbr  having  imposed  those  labours  on  that 
subordinate  department.  He  was  induced 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  making  these 
observations  because  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  not  been  fairly 
dealt  with  in  other  places  j  and  he  went 
the  length  of  saying  for  himself,  that  it 
would  ^  better  if  Parliament  did  not  en- 
tertain  any  Bill  till  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  have  reported  upon  it«  Indeed,  he 
entertained  a  sort  of  major  opinion  that  the 
.  Government  ought  originaUy  to  have  issued 
a  Commission  to  determine  the  best  mode 
of  establishing  railway  communications 
throughout  this  country,  and,  entertaining 
the  major  opinion,  he  undoubtedly  held  the 
miner,  not  that  every  decision  by  the 
Board  must  be  acquiesced  in  by  Parlia- 
Bient,  but  that  the  sreatest  possible  defer- 
ence ought  to  be  paid  to  the  opinion  (^thal 
Board.  The  distinetion  he  was  indined 
to  make  on  the  subject  was  this,— that 
whenever  the  Board  of  Trade  reported 
afsinsl  a  railway,  the  oonsequeBce  of  it 
shonldbethatthe  Report  was  final;  but  not 
dial  it  should  be  final  if  the  Board  of 
Trade  eamt  to  a  decision  in  favour  of  any 
liae^  By  taking  the  decision  of  the  Board 
ai  final  when  it  should  he  agunst  any  line, 
they  would  only  be  postponing  that  line 
for  another  year }  hut  if  they  took  abso- 
lutely the  Report  in  favour  of  a  line,  it 
might  have  the  effect  of  inducing  Parlia- 
ment to  take  a  line  which  might  aiterwards 
he  found  not  to  be  the  best  adapted  to  the 
object  they  had  in  view.  He  wished  to  say 
one  word  more  on  a  subject  which  appeared 
to  him  to  call  fbr  a  comment  The  Rail- 
way Officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  seemed 
to  him  to  have  been  brought  up  before  the 
other  House  ef  Parliament  as  culprits; 
they  had  been  treated  most  unfairly,  and 
this  solely  because  of  certain  transactions 
en  the  Stock  Exchange  which  had  come  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  public  At  that 
plaoe  there  were  certain  gentlemen  who 


dealt  largely  in  railway  shares  j  and  he  was 
not  making  use  of  an  improper  word,  or 
one  which  was  beyond  the  limits  of  pro- 
priety, in  designating  these  transactions  at 
the  Stock  Eicbange  as  a  spedea  of  gam- 
bling, founded  on  their  I«o(dships*  estatei 
all  over  the  country.  There  baa  been  in« 
ferences  drawn  in  another  place,  that  be- 
cause rail  WSJ  shares  reaUzea  a  certain  pro- 
fit to  those  who  speculated  in  them,  this 
result  must  have  been  in  consequence  of 
improper  communication  having  been 
giren  to  individusls  on  the  subject  from 
the  Railway  Committee  of  the  *^oard  of 
Trade.  He  knew  this  inference  had  been 
drawn  in  a  certain  quarter  where  he  enter<- 
tained  the  highest  respect  and  personal  es- 
teem ;  but  it  was  in  his  opinion  altogether 
unfounded.     If  he  looked  at  the  matter 


with  open  eyes,  or  even  jirith  half  an  eire 

'  "  "irlj 

delivered  in  from  the  first  to  the  second. 


open,  if  he  found  the  Reports  regular] 


third,  fourth,  down  to  the  ninth,  and  V, 
moreover,  he  found  in  all  those  Reports— 
and  he  must  observe  that  persons  muA 
more  acute  upon  these  points  than  himself 
had  the  same  opportunity  for  observing  and 
for  d  rawing  their  conclusions — ^if,  he  re* 
peated,  he  found,  and  those  more  acme 
persons  found,  that  certain  principles  had 
been  adhered  to  by  the  Railway  Boavd  ia 
coming  to  a  decision  upon  the  sdienes  laid 
befora  them,  and  that  their  dedskms  and 
Reports  had  been  guided  hf  those  piiacH 
pies,  then  he  would  observe  to  their  Letd* 
ship  that  it  required  no  very  great  degiee 
of  intelligenoe  or  sagacity  to  infer  thai  the 
same  principle  whi&  had  detemuBed  the 
Railway  Ccmmittee  in  reporting  upon  the 
first  nine  schemes,  would  likewise  guide 
them  in  reporting  upon  the  tenth.  It 
surdy  did  not  call  for  any  ezoessive  b^ 
nuity  to  enable  an  acute  observer  toamvt 
at  this  conclusion ;  and  yet,  notwithstand* 
ing,  becauae  so  obvious  an  inference  had 
been  drawn,  and  a  successful  speculation  in 
railway  shares  had  ensued  in  oonsequenoo, 
the  Railway  Officers  of  the  Board  of  Tkndo 
had  been  roundly  accused  of  coUusioa* 
This  was  not  only  a  most  unfounded  con* 
dusion,  but  the  terms  likewise  in  whidi  il 
had  been  announced  wera  too  strong,  and 
it  was  altogether  a  most  unfur  and  un« 
warranted  accufation.  At  the  same  tim^ 
he  could  not  refrain  fiom  ezpressinff  his 
opinion  that  the  traffic  in  rauwaj  snares 
ought  to  be  put  an  end  to  by  the  Legisla- 
ture, or  by  some  means  bemg  placed  at  tht 
disposition  of  the  Executive  GovemmeBl 
for  stopping  it;  or,  if  such  a  power^did 
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not  wist*  it  ought  to  be  devised,  in  order 
to  enable  the  Government  to  prevent  such 
gambling.    This  was  a  subject  well  worthy 
the  attention  of  Parliament.     The  first 
railway  bill  that  ever  passed  through  the 
Legislature  was  called  a  Private  Bill.  What 
a  monstrosity  it  was  to  style  such  a  class  of 
measures  Private  Bills !     Was  an  intersec- 
tion of  the  whole  country  by  lines  of  rail- 
ways, increasing  the  speed  ai  travelling  by 
four  or  five  times,  and  causing  an  entire 
revolution  in  the  economy  of  the  people,  to 
be  classed  under  the  head  of  Private  and 
Personal  Bills?     Such  a  thing  was  mon- 
strous, and  if  the  railway  schemes  were 
continued  to  be  dealt  with  on  the  principle 
of  Private  Bills,  the  Legislature  would  ab- 
dicate one  of  its  most  important  functions. 
He  thanked  the  Government  most  sincerely 
for  what  had  been  done  in  this  respect.    It 
was  a  step  taken  in  a  light  direction,  and 
he  was  extremely  sorry  the  Railway  Reports 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  not  been  upheld 
in  another  quarter.     If  the  mischief  that 
had  been  done  in  this  respect  was  not  irre* 
parable  by  the  time  the  various  railway 
bills  caqie  up  to  their  Lordships'  House,  he 
trusted  that  a  sufficient  and  proper  degree 
of  respect  and  of  authority  would  be  given 
to  thoiw  Reports*    Not  that  in  his  opinion 
the  present  Railway  Board  was  the  best 
coostituted  body  for  effecting  the  objects 
which  it  was  sought  to  achieve.    It  was 
not  a  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  nor 
had  it  the  weight  or  authority  of  such  a 
body,  one  only  of  the  Privy  Council  being 
a  Blemb^r  of  the  Board ;  but  it  was  formed 
firom  a  subordinate  class  of  public  officers, 
who  oij^ht  not  in  his  opinion  to  have  such 
weighty  powers  intrusted  to  them.    He 
thought  the  power  ought  to  exist,  but  that 
such  a  body  of  men  as  those  constituting 
the  Railway  Committee  ought  not  to  be 
intrusted  with  the  power  of  dealing  with 
all  the  landed  property  of  England.     He 
considered,  therefore,  that  he  was  doing  no 
disservice  to  the  noble  Earl  sitting  on  the 
opposite  bench,  if  he  pressed  on  nim  the 
neoessity  of  reoonstituting    the  Railway 
Board,  and  of  appointing  to  act  in  that  ca- 
paci^  men  of  the  very  highest  wei|^ht  and 
authority  in  the  kin^om ;  by  which  step 
all  the  difficulties  which  surrounded  the 
legislative  progress  of  the  bills  in  question 
would  be  removed;  and  more,-- he  would 
venture  to  say>  that  a  Railway  Board  con* 
stituted  in  the  way  he  had  points  out,  and 
selected  from  the  daas  of  men  he  had  indi- 
cated, would  go  far  to  remove  all  necessity 
loc  kfislatbg  on  the  sulyect  of  railways. 


The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  could  give  no 
definite  reply  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
EaH  with  respect  to  the  period  when  the 
remaining  Railway  Reports  might  be  ex- 
pected to  be  laid  before  Parliament;  for 
the  labours  of  that  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  been  of  a  far  more  onerous 
description   than   was    generally    known. 
The  increase  in  the  numbers  of  railway 
projects  during  the  last  year  had  been  alto- 
gether unparalleled ;  and  such  a  simulta* 
neous  creation   of  schemes  would  proba- 
bly never  again  occur.     It  had,  therefore, 
been   utterly  out  of  the  power  of  that 
Board  to  do  that  which,  from  its  constitu- 
tion, it    was   originally   contemplated  it 
would,  and  which,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, it  ought  to  be  able  to  perform, — 
namely,  to  report  upon  all  the  schemes  in 
detail   previous   to   the  meeting  of  Par- 
liament, so  that  all  the    Reports   should 
be    ready    to    be  laid  upon   the  Tables 
of  both  Houses  on  the  first  day  of  their 
meeting.   'The  consequence  of  the  enor- 
mous pressure   of  this  class  of  business 
on  the  Railway  Department  had  been  to 
prolong    inquiries  that  were  still    going 
on  before  them.      The    Railway    Board 
had  been  reproached    for    the    tardiness 
of   its   proceedings,    in    not  having    re- 
ported on  all  the  projects  sooner ;  out  a 
similar  reproach  for    precipitancy   would 
have  been  justly    made    had   the   Com- 
mittee hurried  through  the  business  before 
them,  without  duly  weighing  each  scheme 
in  its  bearings  upon  the  whole  subject. 
He  must  further  call  their  Lordships'  at- 
tention to  the  fact,  that  the  preparation 
of  their  Reports,  and   their  drawing  up 
in  detail,   was  a    work   which  required 
time  to  perform  it  with  that  care  which  was 
requisite.    The  investigations  that  had  hi- 
therto taken  place  before  the  Railway  De- 
partment only  regarded  the  great  outlines 
of  each  class  of  railway  projects ;  and  it 
now  remained  for  the  Board  to  see   if 
the    objects   of  the   schemes    were    car- 
ried  into  operation   in   the   Bills  them- 
selves.    The  various  details  of  the  Bills 
were  extremely  voluminous ;  the  tariflTs— 
the  various  regulations  and  stipulations— • 
were  all   to  be  settled,  independently  of 
the  preliminary   investigations;    and,  of 
course,  subsequent  to  them.     But,  in  so 
far    as    those    preliminary   investigations 
were    concerned,    the    Reports    relating 
to  the  schemes  would,  he  might  assura 
the  noble  Earl,  all  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment very  soon ;  though  it  was  not  pos- 
sible for  him  to  name  the  day  on  which 
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tbey^wottld  be  ready.  With  respect  to 
the  noUe  Earl's  views  of  the  system  that 
ought  to  have  been  adopted,  he  did  not 
coincide  in  all  his  opinions;  nor  did  he 
adopt  his  views  with  respect  to  the  consti- 
tution of  a  General  Railway  Commission. 
He  would  not  say  it  might  not  have  been 
desirable  to  have  adopted  such  a  course  in 
the  first  instance;  but  he  thought  that 
the  time  had  passed  at  which  such  an 
arrangement  could  be  made  with  any  ad- 
vantageous results.  He  was  extremely 
gratified  to  hear  the  noble  Earl'^  statements 
and  remarks  with  regard  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Railway  Board.  Undoubtedly^ 
the  Members  of  that  Department  had  been, 
to  a  great  degree,  treated  as  culprits,  and  as 
such  they  had  been  condemned.  He  did 
not  complain  of  this;  all  lie  asked,  was 
•*-not  for  pardon— not  for  an  acquittal — 
but  only  to  have  as  full,  as  severe,  as  unli- 
mited, and  as  long  a  trial  as  was  necessary 
to  test  the  integrity  and  efficiency  of  the 
Railway  Board,  and  the  impartiality  which 
had  ffovemed  the  decisions  at  which  its 
Members  had  arrived. 

Lord     Campbell    having  said    a    few 
words  on  a  former  occasion  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject  before  the  House, 
would  take  the  present  opportunity    of 
stating  that  be  had   never  imputed  any 
blame  to  the  Railway    Committee    with 
respect  to  its  decisions,  nor  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  having  appointed  that  De- 
partment of  the  Board   of  Trade.      He 
believed  the  Government  had  acted  wisely 
JO  so  doing,  and  he  believed  also  that  the 
Railway  Board  had  carried  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  in  constituting  it  into 
full  efiect.     But  what  be  had  said,  and 
what  he  was  glad  to  find  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Fitzwilliam)  concurred  in  saying  also, 
was,  that  the  Railway  Board  was  wholly 
incompetent  to  perform  its  duties.    It  was 
not  constituted  under  the  authority  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament.    Its  powers  were  li- 
mited.    It  could  not  examine  witnesses. 
In  short,  it  was  founded  solely  on  the  au- 
thority of  a   Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  that   Resolution  being  to  the 
effect  that  railway  projects  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  preliminary  investigation  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.     But  that  lUsolution 
was  not  sufficient  to  warrant  the  consti- 
tution of  a  separate  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  nor  could  any  such  body 
as    the    Railway   Committee    have    any 
weight   until  regularly  appointed    under 
the  authority  of  Parliament.    He  must| 
bowerer,  protest  oioit   itrooglj   agaiost 


the    opinion  of  his  noble   Friend    (Earl 
Fitzwilliam),      whose      high      character 
would  give   a  great   weight  to  his  sen. 
tiroents  relative  to  the   decisions  of  the 
Railway   Board.     His  noble  Friend  had 
stated  that  the  decisions  of  the  Board, 
when  adverse  to  a  railway  project,  ought 
to  be  conclusive.    That  was  a  monstroaa 
conclusion  to  arrive  it,  and  he  cooid  not 
for  a  moment  coincide  in  it.     The  noble 
Earl  opposite  had  candidly  admitted,  that 
notwithstanding  all   the  evidence  before 
the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  neither  he  nor  his  coadjutors  could 
do  more  than  guess  at  the  various  ele- 
ments which  were  10  be  taken  into  const* 
deration  in  coming  to  a  decision  ;  and  that 
they  had  to  grope  in  the  dark,  doing  their 
best  in  the  meantime  to  arrive  at  an  equi- 
table and  beneficial  judgment.    He  (Lord 
Campbell)  had  no  doubt  whatever  that 
such  had  been  the  case ;  but  ought  it  to 
be  said   that  great  enterprises— aoch  at 
many    of   the  rejected  railways  were — 
sbould  be  crushed,  and  for  ever  deprived 
of  all  possibility  of  being  executed,  be- 
cause the  noble  Earl  and  bis  Colleagues 
had,  in  their  hurry  to  get  their  Reports 
presented  to  Parliament,  not  had  time  to 
report  on  all  the  elements  of  such  railway 
projects?     He  admitted  that  respect  was 
due  to  the  Reports  of  the  Railway  Board ; 
but  that  such  Reports  when  adverse  were 
to  be  final,  he  would  never  consent  to. 

The  Earl  of  Dalkousie  would  not  pro- 
long the  discussion,  but  must  take  the 
opportunity  of  putting  the  noble  Lord 
right  upon  one  subject.    The  noble  Lord 
bad  asserted  that  the  Railway  Committee 
had  no  authority  to  report  00  the  projects 
brought  before  it.    Such  was  not  the  fact. 
The  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  appointed  to  examine  and  re- 
port upon  the  general  question  of  railway 
legislation    reported    on    the    particular 
question  whether  the  projected  railways 
which  were  to  come  before  Parliament, 
should  undergo  a  preliminary  investigation 
by  the  Government  or  not.   This  question 
was  discussed  in  all  its  different  branches 
by  the  Committee ;  and  in  the  Report  the 
Committee  entered  into  the  arguments, 
and  detailed  them  at  length,  stating  that 
the  railways  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the 
examination  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
further  specifying  particularly  the  Railway 
Department  of  that  Board  as  the  proper 
authority  to  examine  them.   Not  only  was 
Ibis  laid  down  in  the  fifth  Report  of  tkt 
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Select  Committee ;  but  tbe  Report  entered 
into  a  consideration  of  what  tbe  duties  of 
the  new  Railway  Board  ought  to  be^  and 
it  defined  its  powers  and  functions.  The 
Report  even  went  further ;  and,  in  order  to 
prevent  any  usurpation  of  undue  power, 
it  laid  down  in  distinct  terms  what  the 
Railway  Board  should  not  do.  Therefore, 
not  only  was  there  a  line  marked  out  as  to 
what  the  Board  was  to  do,  but  also  as  to 
what  it  should  not  do ;  and  the  authority 
which  was  to  attach  to  its  Reports  was 
likewise  clearly  defined.  It  was  in  vain 
for  noble  Lords  to  assert,  after  such  a  pre- 
cise and  well-defined  line  as  thai  to  which 
he  now  referred  had  been  laid  down,  that 
the  Government  ought  not  to  have  done 
what  it  did.  The  Government  could,  he 
must  distinctly  assert,  take  no  other  course 
than  that  which  had  been  followed ;  and 
which,  he  reiterated,  was  precisely  the  one 
indicated  by  the  Resolution  founded  on 
the  Report  he  had  referred  to.  With  re- 
spect to  the  suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Fitzwilliam),  he  could  hold  out  no 
prospect  that  such  a  Commission  of  the 
Privy  Council  of  the  Lords  of  Trade,  or 
any  other  similar  body,  as  he  had  indi- 
cated, would  be  formed.  The  noble  Earl 
would  bear  in  mind,  with  reference  to  this 
subject,  that  to  constitute  such  a  Board 
would  be  to  interfere  with^  and  in  some 
respects  to  supersede,  the  authority  of  the 
Legislature  itself. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  Fthruary  24^  1845. 

MnrimB.]  BftLs.  PnAUc—S**  Maachwtcr  IMyltlon 
Stfpenditry  IC^Mntei 

PrkmU^-'V-  THwichgrtiir  and  Leeds  lUUway  (Buinlej 
Bnmdi,  and  Oldham  and  Heywood  Bnndiet  Extenaioo) ; 
Aihtoo*  Stalytaridga,  and  Lifcrpool  JunetioQ  Rallwar 
CArdwkk  and  Onida  Biids«  Bnuiehat){  HuU  and  Salby 
( Bridlington Bnneh)  Railway;  Lacdiand  Bradfoid  Rail- 
way; PudseyGaa;  Mandwrter  and  Binnlngham  (Aifaton 
Blanch)  RaUwiy ;  Lead*  and  Wast  Riding  Jttncdon  Rail- 
way I  Lnneaater  and  Cadiale  RaUway ;  Yock  and  Scar- 
borough  Railway  Deviation;  Kandal  and  Windcnnoce 
Railway;  West  Yoduhire  RaUway;  Leeda,  Dewibury, 
and  Mancheater  Junction  Railway;  Kingsfeoii-iipon-Httll 
Docks;  Ridunond  (Suney)  RaUwiy;  London  and  South 
Wcafeam  RaUway  (Na  1),  (McCiopolitan  Kxtanslon); 
nkmcre  and  Chester,  and  Binniqgham  and  Liyerpool 
lunelton  Canals  Union ;  Liyeipool  Docks ;  Birkenhead 
(Conunisaloaenr)  Docks. 

PvTiTioira  pRsaaariD.  By  Lord  Courtanay.  from  Al- 
pUngton,  fbr  the  Adoption  of  Meanires  for  the  Arranging 
of  Diffetinoai  in  the  Church  of  England^— By  Mr.  Oeoige 
Hamilton,  from  Protestants  of  Parishes  of  Forkhill,  and 
Moyglare  (Ireland),  for  Enoonngement  to  Church  Edu- 
cation SodieCy.— By  Mr.  Tanered,  from  Bantmry,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Malt^By  Lotd  J.  RusmU,  from 
Ite  Hem  of  BrjsDt  lad  Ga>«  SugK  RefiiMnof  Plymottthf 


for  time  to  dispose  of  Stock  on  hand.— By  Mr,  Sothertm, 
from  Devises,  tot  Redudng  the  Duty  on  Tobaoeob^By 
Mr.  Pattison,  from  Inhabitants  of  Sahit  BarthohMnew 
the  Great,  London,  against  the  Window  Tax.— By  Mr. 
BouTcrie,  firom  Dumbarton,  against  any  Altemtion  of 
Law  relating  to  Banking  (SooCland)^By  Mr.  W.  Ha- 
milton, from  Ida  of  Wight,  and  by  Mr.  Mackinnon,  from 
George  Edward  Dermot,  Lecturer  on  Anatomy  and  Sur- 
gery, against,  and  by  Mr.  R.  Clive,  from  Shrewsbury,  Mr. 
O.  W.  Hope,  from  Southampton,  and  from  Sheffield,  for 
Alteration  of  tiie  MedkaJ  Practice  BUI  (1844).— By  Mr. 
Barday,  haan  Sunderland,  and  Bfr.  Ord,  fhmi  Newcestle- 
upon-Tyne,  against  Increase  ef  Nayd  and  Military  Es< 
tablishmentk — By  Lord  Dalmeny,  'from  Dunftnnline, 
for  Alteration  of  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act^— By  Mr.  Aldam. 
team.  Tregaron,  Mr.  BroUierton,  firom  Harledx,  Mr. 
Bright,  from  StUton,  and  Mr.  B.  Hughes,  fkom  Llan- 
fecfaell,  for  Diminidiing  the  Number  of  Public  Houses.— 
By  Sir  John  Hobhouse,  fhnn  Proprieton  of  Nottli^ham 
Canal  Navigation,  and  by  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  from  Pro- 
prietors of  Deeme  and  Dove  Canal  Navigatton,  for  Rcgu- 
gulating  Charges  by  Railway.— By  Mr.  Lockhart  firom 
Pdsley,  for  Amdiomtin^  the  Condition  of  Schoohnasters 
(Soodand).— By  Mr.  Cobden,  Mr.  Masterman,  and  Mr. 
Pattison,  from  sevend  Parishes  in  the  County  of  Surrey, 
for  Redonptlon  of  Tcdls  on  Waterloo  and  other  Bridlgcs. 

Sugar  Duties  Drawbacks.]  Mr. 
WiUiams  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  had  recoosidered  the  deter- 
mination to  which  he  said,  on  Friday  last, 
he  had  come,  in  reference  to  the  Sugar 
Duties  taking  effect  from  the  day  on  which 
the  Resolution  should  pass?  The  reason 
he  asked  the  question  was,  that  several 
communications  had  been  received  by  him 
from  Sugar  Merchants,  complaining  of  the 
haste  manifested  by  Her  Majesty's  Go« 
vernment  in  coming  to  this  determination, 
inasmuch  as  that  those  merchants  had 
large  stocks  on  hand,  and  they  would, 
therefore  be  seriously  affected  by  the 
change,  if  a  drawback  were  not  allowed 
until  they  had  disposed  of  their  stock  on 
hand. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  received  daily  several  communica- 
tions upon  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question.  But  there  existed  great 
difference  of  opinion  amongst  those  who 
were  most  nearly  concerned.  1 1  seemed 
quite  certain  that  if  a  future  day  was 
named  for  the  duties  being  taken  off,  no 
sugar  would  be  taken  out  of  bond  in  the 
interval.  Therefore,  upon  full  consider- 
ation of  all  the  applications  made  to  the 
Government,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  say  nothing  further  at  present  than 
that  he  would,  on  Wednesday,  be  prepared 
to  say  what  course  he  intended  to  take  as 
to  fixing  a  day  for  the  Resolution  to  takt 
effect. 

Intbrkational  Coptrioht.]  Lord 
Mahon  wished  to  put  a  question  to  bit 
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right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  ibe 
Qov«romeDt,  respecting  the  negoliatioos 
which  had  been  carried  od  for  lome  time 
bftwten  the  Ooferoment  ^od  leveral 
Foreign  Powers  on  the  aubiect  of  iDtema- 
tiooal  Copyright.  Hii  right  boo.  Friend  the 
late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  bad 
said  last  Session,  that  some  diflFerences 
had  arissn  amongst  the  parties  between 
whom  the  negotiations  were  pending,  but 
that  notwithstanding,  there  was  reason  to 
hope  that  the  negotiations  would  be  brought 
to  a  satisfactorj  eonchision.  What  he 
now  wished  to  know  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  wee  what  progress  had  since  been 
made,  and  whether  he  hsd  any  objection 
to  lay  before  the  House  copies  of  any  cor- 
respondence that  might  have  recently 
passed  on  the  subject  ? 

Sir  R»  Peel  said,  that  negotiations  had 
been  entered  into  on  the  i^ubject  with 
France  and  Belgium,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  facilities  to  the  book  trade  in  those 
countries  and  in  this.  These  negotiations 
were  carried  on  for  some  time,  but  they 
did  not  lead  to  any  final  or  satisfactory 
result  Negotiations  were  afterwards  en- 
tered into  with  Prussia;  and.  after  a  cer- 
tain time,  it  was  alleged  on  the  part  of 
PfUMia  that  the  law  of  copyright  in  this 
country  was  defective,  ana  ot^ht  to  be 
amended.  Since  that  time  two  Bills  had 
passed  Parliament  to  amend  the  law  of 
copyright,  and  diminishing  the  objections 
raised  by  Prussia.  The  negotiations  with 
Prussia  were  now  renewed,  and  in  tlie 
event  of  their  being  brought  to  a  satisfac- 
tory conclusion,  similar  negotiations  might 
be  entered  into  with  other  countries.  If 
the  result  of  the  negotiations  with  Prussia 
should  not  be  satisfactory,  be  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
would  have  no  objection  to  lay  the  cor- 
respondence before  the  House.  In  a 
short  time  he  would  be  able  to  inform  bis 
noble  Friend  whether  the  negotiations  had 
been  brought  to  a  close. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  a  Com* 
nuttee  of  Waye  and  MeanSi  be  now  read, 


it  proper  to  move  an  Amendment,  which  is 
as  follows: — 


8t?0AR  DUTIB9.3  Hr.  Miiner  Gibmm 
rose  to  mote  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  givon  notiee,  and  said;  If  the 
Houee  will  sivw  ase  indulgence  for  a 
short  period^  I  will  endeavour,  as  briefly 
as  may  be  consistent  with  a  dear  ex- 
position of  the  views  I  entertain^  to 
mipkin  the  gioonds  why  I  have  thooghf 


"  That  no  arrangement  of  the  Suger 
will  be  satisfactory  and  permanent,  which  does 
DOt  involve  an  equalisation  of  Duty  on  Fo^ 
reign^snd  Colooial  Sugar.*' 

I  am  aware  that  there  la  an  objection  en- 
tertained  by  many  Members  of  Parliament 
to  the  moving  of  what  are  called  "  abstract" 
Resolutions ;  and  certainly,  if  I  were  asked 
the  question  whether  or  not  it  is  a  desirable 
course  to  move  an  abstract  Resolation  with- 
out indicating  any  practical  result  to  fel- 
low ;  I  should  answer  that  such  a  oouna 
would  not  be  the  wisest  for  a  Member  of 
Parliament  to  pursue.    But  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  ask  the  assent  of  the  House  to 
what  may  be  termed  the  *'  ahslraet  prin- 
ciple" contained  in  this  Resolution,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  pnndple  has  already 
received  the  AiU  and  unqiudifled  eoncoiw 
renoe  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown;  and, 
as  I  believe,  also  has  been  affirmed  hf 
the  great  majority  of  the  Membera  of  this 
House.    It  is  heomse  this  Kesolntion  k  n 
practinl  Resolution,  and  indicates  s 
of  arranging  the  Sugar  Duties  on 
thing  like  a  permanent  footing,  that  I  havn 
undertaken  to  submit  it  to  the  House*  Thn 
course  I  have  taken  is  fully  sanctioned  by 
nreoedent;  because  it  will  be  in  the  leeeU 
lection  of  the  House  that  when  tho  nokln 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool— 00  a  mode 
of  arranging  the  Sugar  Duties  having  been 
brought  forward  by  the  late  Eaeeutive 
Government — submitted  his  view  in  the 
form  of  a  Resolution ;  in  that  Resolution  ha 
Indicated  what  he  conceived  would  be  a 
fitting  mode  of  placing  thoso  Sugar  Duties 
on  a  permanent  footing.     The  point  to 
which  he  drew  the  attention  of  the  House 
waa  the  noeessity  of  maintaining  a  distine* 
lion  between  sunr  the  produce  of  slave 
labour  and  f^  labour  in  the  markets  of 
this  eountiy*    The  noble  Lord  contended 
that  it  would  be  ineeosistent  with  the 
oouree  hitherto  taken  hj  Parliament  with 
regard  to  the  Slavn  Tnds^  eo  lo  arrai^ 
the  duty  on  foreign  piodtice  as  to  jpvw  a 
direct  encouragement  to  the  Slave  TradOi 
But  though  the  noble  Lord  invited  ua  to 
take   that   course^  as  something  Ufcn  a 
permanent  settlement  of  the  Sugar  Du* 
tiei^  eapecienee  haa  proved  that  no  eet^ 
tlement  waa  efiected ;  tag  the  qnealien  of 
the  Soger  Duties  has  ever  sbee  been  in 
a  state  of  constant  suspense*    Snee  that 
period  the  eu^  trade  has  been  in  een« 
tlnual  nncertamtj  and   dqweesion;  and 
we  have  had  akoMlj  lo  psooomme  ew  efi« 
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qiqp  <m  several  distinct  measures  for  alter- 
ing the  taxation  on  sugar.  And  we  know 
wdl  that  nothing  is  so  prejudicial  to  the 
sugar  trade  of  the  country  as  to  suhiect 
the  dulj  to  continued  alterations.  The 
questiona  which  have  heen  put  to  the 
n^t  bon.  Gentleman  this  evening  are 
atrong  arguments  in  favour  of  something 
like  a  permanent  settlement  of  this  mat- 
t^  bewg  efiected.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry  has  heen  calling  upon  the 
Government  to  make  some  recompense  to 
those  parties  who  will  be  visited  with  a 
great  losa  in  consequence  of  their  having 
paid  a  higher  duty  than  it  is  now  proposed 
to  )evy  on  the  suear  which  they  held  as 
stock  m  hand ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Norwich  alio  put  a  question  of  a  similar  ten- 
dency to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
\fir  for  Coventry,  showing  how  much  the 
holders  of  duty-paid  sugar  would  be  affected 
by  the  alteration  of  the  duty.  But  I  think 
I  shall  have  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  the 
consent  of  the  House  to  a  principle  which 
is  palpable  and  oonsislent  with  common 
aense-^namelyj  that  we  should  endeavour 
to  |ilape  the  Sugar  Duties  upon  such  a 
footiw  as  would  be  likely  not  to  be  changed 
for  a  u>ng  time  tq  come.  I  am  aware  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  tell  me  that  there 
is  eonstitutional  difficulty  in  making  the 
Sugar  Duties  depend  upon  a  permanent 
Apt  of  Parliament.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  this  is  one  of  the  duties  which^  upon 
oonititutional  principles^  are  reserved  for 
1^  annual  vote  by  the  House;  but  it  does 
not  follow  that  it  should  not  be  arranged 
and  based  upon  such  a  footing  as  would 
make  it  probable  that  Parliament  would 
sanction  it  in  subsequent  years>  and  not 
sulgect  the  sugar  trade  to  the  injurious 
ooQsequences  ofire^uent  changes.  But  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  which  I  think  must  ne- 
cesorily  be  introduced  preliminarily  to  any 
arrangement  of  the  Sugar  Duties— is  the 
pro^tion  which  you  propose  to  give  to  the 
colonial  pronrietors.  I  ^Jl  your  attention, 
Sir^  not  to  tne  question  of  the  Slave  Trade 
or  of  slavery,  because  I  leave  that  to  be 
jliscussed  upon  some  future  evening  upon 
sBoral  and  philanthropic  erounds;  but  I 
call  your  attention  to  a  plain  question  of 
iustice  in  taxation^^to  a  matter  which  I 
think  I  can  n&ake  dear  to  every  man — 
namely^  that  it  is  not  consistent  with  our 
duty  as  leipJators,  when  we  are  resolving 
ourselves  mto  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Meaiis  for  the  sole  purpose  of  voting  a 


supply  to  Her  Majesty  to  meet  the  current 
Expenditure  of  the  country— that  it  is  not 
consistent  with  our  duty  at  the  same  time 
to  take  the  opportunity  of  levying  another 
tax,  as  it  were>  which  is  not  to  be  paid  to 
the  public  Eschequer,  or  to  be  applied  in 
defraying  the  expenses  of  the  country,  but 
it  is  to  be  appropriated  to  a  certain  class  of 
our  fellow-countrymen  who  have  not  yet 
made  out  any  good  claim  for  any  such  fa- 
vour, and  have  not  set  forth  any  intelU- 
ble  ground  why  we  should  take  this  legis- 
lative mode  for  making  compensation  for 
any  alleged  grievance.  But  it  is  proposed 
to  take  this  indirect  mode  of  putting  the 
hands  of  the  Colonial  proprietors  into  the 
pockets  of  the  people  of  England  at  a  mo« 
ment  when  we  are  professing  simply  to  be 
engaged  in  voting  money  for  the  Public 
Expenditure.  What  is  the  position  of  the 
House  at  this  time  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has 
invited  us  to  go  into  a  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  vote  a  Supply  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty. ^  I  make  not  the  slightest  objections 
to  accede  to  that  invitation.  I  think,  if 
you  are  to  raise  taxes  by  indirect  duties  on 
articles  of  consuinption,  a  duty  on  suffar  is 
a  very  simple  and  natural  one.  No  one 
could  object  to  sugar  as  a  subject  of  tax<* 
ation  for  the  purposes  of  revenue ;  but  it 
is  to  the  second  object  the  Government 
evidently  has  in  the  mode  of  imposing  this 
tax  that  I  object — namely,  by  imposing  a 
different  rate  of  duty  on  Foreign  and 
Colonial  Sugar,  to  divert  the  amount  of 
the  tax  paid  by  the  consumer  from  the  Ex* 
chequer  to  the  Colonial  proprietors.  It 
is  to  that  part  of  the  proposition  I  enter- 
tain an  insurmountable  objection.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  such  must  be  the  result  of 
the  measure  based  on  the  principles  sub» 
mitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
House.  Nothing  is  more  clear  than  this, 
that  if  you  impose  different  rates  of  duty 
with  reference  to  the  place  where  the 
sugar  is  grown,  then  the  amount  of  that 
dinerence  wiU,  in  many  cases,  go  into  the 
pockets  of  some  particular  class  of  per- 
sons, And  will  not  find  its  way  into  the 
Exchequer.  If  this  position  be  doubted, 
I  will  endeavour  to  make  it  clear;  and 
if  there  be  any  fallacy  in  mj  statement, 
I  hope  some  hon.  Gentleman  will  set  me 
right  I  will  take,  as  an  illustration,  two 
samples  of  sugar  in  bond  of  equal  intrinsic 
value— of  equal  value  I  mean  in  the  mar- 
kets of  the  world.  I  will  take  that  value 
at  24s.  the  cwt.  To  one  of  these  samples 
I  will  apply  a  duty  of  28#. ;  to  the  otoer 
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■ample  I  will  apply  a  duty  of  14^.  What 
is  the  consequence?  It  is  quite  clear  that 
if  the  sample  to  which  I  applied  28^.  he 
sold  in  the  market  of  this  country,  it 
must  fetch  52#. ;  because  that  is  the  sum 
of  24t.  and  28^.  It  is  also  equally  clear 
that  the  other  sample,  being  of  equal  in- 
trinsic Yalue,  must  also  fetch  in  the  mar- 
ket an  equal  price  with  the  first.  But 
to  this  second  sample  I  apply  the  duty 
of  14f.»  and  still  it,  in  the  same  markets 
must  fetch  52^. ;  but  if  you  deduct  14^. 
from  52i.y  what  is  left  ? — 38#.  The  sup- 
posed  intrinsic  value  of  the  sugar  is  24^. 
exclusire  of  duty.  Add  to  24f.  a  duty  of 
14t.9  and  that  makes  385.  But  in  the 
former  case,  the  intrinsic  value  is  also  24i. ; 
but  there  is  a  duty  of  28«.  which  makes 
52ti  Now,  deduct  d8s.  from  52^.,  and  that 
leaves  14^/  Here,  then*  is  a  difference  of 
I4f.  between  the  price  in  bond  of  Foreign 
and  Colonial  sugars.  How  does  this  dif- 
ference of  price  arise  ?  Certainly  not  from 
the  intrinsic  value  of  the  sugars,  irrespec- 
tive of  dutVy  because  both  Foreign  and 
Colonial  sugars  are  assumed  to  be  at  245. 
the  cwt.  l^e  difference  then  arises  from 
the  daty— that  on  Foreign  sugars  being 
28#.,  that  on  Colonial  being  145.,  and 
hence  a  difference  of  145.  But  to  whom 
does  this  difference  go?  Not  to  the  con- 
sumer, because  the  price  of  both  Foreign 
and  Colonial  is  the  same  in  the  market. 
Then  it  must  necessarily  go  to  the  grow- 
er  of  Colonial  sugar.  Now,  in  all  these 
cases,  it  is  clear  that  this  excess  of  price 
goes  into  the  pockets  of  the  Colonial  pro* 
prietors,  and  not  into  Her  Majesty's  Ex- 
chequer. The  question  is  not,  whether 
the  identical  duties  which  are  received  at 
the  Custom  House  go  into  the  public 
Exchequer;  but  whether  the  additional 
price  paid  by  the  consumer  in  consequence 
of  your  differential  duties  goes  to  the  Public 
Revenue.  If  not — and  my  argument  is 
that  it  does  not— then  I  contend  that  a 
gross  act  of  injustice  is  perpetrated  upon 
the  people  of  this  country,  for  which  they 
receive  no  adequate  compensation.  I  do  not 
know  whether  any  Gentleman  will  dispute 
that  such  is  the  effect  of  a  differential  duty. 
If  you  impose  a  rate  of  differential  duties, 
you  will  attach  to  the  value  of  every  de- 
scription of  Colonial  susar  the  full  amount 
of  the  difference  of  those  duties.  If  the 
■mount  of  protection  be  10^.,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is,  then  IO5.  will 
be  added  to  the  value  of  all  Colonial  sugar 
over  and  above  the  price  it  would  other- 
wise sell  for.    The  nght  bon.  Gentleman 


first  adds  145.  duty  to  the  price  of  Colo- 
nial sugars,  and  he  then  adds  IO5.  (accord- 
ing to  his  own  statement)  to  that  price,  by 
way  of  protection,  by  subjecting  Foreign 
sugar  to  an  extra  tax  to  that  amoonL 
What,  then,  is  the  real  extent  of  this  fraud 
— if  I  may  use  so  strong  a  term— upon  the 
Revenue,  as  resulting  nom  this  system  of 
protection  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  told 
us  the  other  evening,  that  he  expected 
230,000  tons  of  Colonial  sugar  to  be  con- 
sumed in  this  country  in  the  course  of  the 
next  year.  Now,  this,  at  a  duty  of  lOf.  per 
cwt.,  being  10/.  a  ton,  upon  230,000  tons, 
amounts  to  2,300,0002.  That  is  the  sum 
which  we  are  now  invited  to  take  from  Her 
Majesty's  Exchequer,  and  pay  over  to  the 
WestandEastlndiaproprietors.  2,S0O,00Ot, 
for  whch  no  explanation  has  been  given, 
is  to  be  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  this  country  and  be  paid  over  to 
our  Colonial  producers.  What  a  monstrous 
act  of  injustice  this  appears  to  be  upon  the 
face  of  it !  I  know  there  are  Gentlemen 
who  will  contend  that  there  are  good  rea- 
sons why  the  Colonial  proprietors  should 
thus  be  entitled  to  deduct  2,300,000/.  from 
the  Public  Exchequer  next  year.  I  know 
there  are  Gentlemen  here  who  would  con« 
tend  that  a  case  has  been  made  out  for 
such  a  transfer  of  the  public  money.  But 
I,  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  representing 
the  public  interest,  and  not  the  interest  en 
any  peculiar  dass,  am  entitled  to  ask,  what 
are  those  grounds  and  reasons?  I  am  en- 
titled to  ask  that  something  like  a  case 
should  be  substantiated  before  |the  claim 
is  assented  to,  and  that  the  House  should 
not,  in  a  blindfold  manner,  make  a  trans- 
fer of  so  large  a  sum  of  the  publie 
money  to  individuals  of  whose  right  or 
daim  no  notice  whatever  has  been  given  to 
the  House.  We  are  invited  to  give  money  to 
Her  Majesty's  Exchequer,  but  we  have 
since  been  asked  to  give  2,300,000/.  to  the 
West  and  East  India  proprietors.  Why  was 
oot  that  mentioned  also  in  the  invitation  ? 
Why  not  set  forth,  as  it  were,  in  your 
proposition  ?  The  Government  are  osten* 
sibly  doing  one  thing,  but  in  reality  are 
doing  another,  and  a  very  different  thing. 
I  diould  be  the  last  man  to  advocate  the 
principle  I  am  now  advocating,  if  I  thought 
that  any  injustice  would  be  done  to  oor 
Colonies.  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not 
attach  to  me  the  charge  so  freqnentfy^ 
thrown  out,  that  because  a  Member  of 
Parliament  advocates  Justice  in  national 
taxation,  that  therefore  he  must  nocm^ 
he  influenced  bv  iMM»wl8f  anjaMv 
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Atj  against  lome  particular  class  of  Bri- 
ti^  producers.  I  say  it  with  the  most  per. 
feet  confideDce,  that  there  is  no  man  in  the 
House  who  would  he  more  elad  and  desi- 
rous than  I  am  to  see  the  Colonial  proprie- 
tors prosperous,  and  that  all  the  interests 
connected  with  our  English  settlements 
should  go  on  prospering  and  flourishing. 
But  it  is  quite  consistent  with  such  a  desire 
that  I  should  he  anxious  to  prevent  any 
undue  tax  heing  imposed  upon  the  people 
of  this  country.  And  if  there  he  one  duty 
more  incumbent  on  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment than  another — or  if  there  be  one 
course  of  action  which  is  more  distinct  and 
legitimate  for  him  to  follow  than  another^ 
it  is  that  he  should  take  care  that  the  taxes 
levied  upon  the  people  of  this  country 
should  not  be  applied  to  private  and  indi- 
Tidual  uses,  but  scrupulously  devoted  to 
public  purposes,  and  faithfully  used  for 
meeting  the  National  Expenditure.  I  hope 
I  may  advocate  these  principles  fairly  and 
boldly,  without  laying  myself  open  to  the 
charge  of  being  actuated  by  any  peculiar 
animosity  against  the  West  and  East  India 
proprietors.  It  has  been  alleged  that 
there  are  grounds  for  transferring  these 
2,300,000/.  during  the  next  year  to  the 
Colonial  proprietors*  It  has  been  alleged 
that  by  the  legislation  of  this  country  in 
former  times,  you  acted  towards  the  Colonial 
proprietors  in  such  a  manner  as  to  give 
them  a  just  and  equitable  claim  upon  your 
Exchequer.  If  that  be  so,  I  should  prefer 
a  more  direct  mode  of  making  that  claim 
than  that  of  givine  a  compensation  to  the 
West  and  ]^st  India  proprietors  in  the 
form  of  a  monopoly.  I  believe  it  would  be 
more  satisfactory  also  to  the  public,  if  they 
eould  see  an  account  made  out— for  there 
is  nothing  which  the  British  people  like  so 
much  as  a  balance-sheet,  fairly  set  forth  in 
a  clear  and  perspicuous  manner— and  if  a 
just  claim  could  be  made  out,  they  would 
not  object  to  compensate  the  parties  from 
the  public  Exchequer.  I  contend  that  no 
such  claim  has  been  or  can  be  made  out ; 
and  that  whatever  difficulties  the  Colonists 
may  have  laboured  under  in  consequence 
of  what  may  be  termed  the  legislation  of 
this  country,  have  been  amply  compensated 
in  the  shape  of  the  vote  of  public  money  to 
the  amount  of  20,000,0002.  sterling.  I 
remember  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
distinctly  stating  that  we  were  entitled  to 
deal  with  the  West  India  interests  accord- 
ing to  our  judgment ;  that  we  had  pur- 
chased the  nghc  to  do  so.    When  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  used  that  expression,  I 
conceived  thai  he  alluded  to  the  twenty 
millions  granted  to  the  Colonies  by  the  Bri- 
tish Parliament.  With  regard  to  the  al- 
leged deBciencies  of  nesro  labour  in  the 
Colonies,  and  to  the  difficulties  said  to 
have  been  caused  by  legislation,  I  wish  to 
make  this  observation  to  the  House  :~-If 
2,300,000/.  are  to  be  given  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people,  1  would  ask,  is  it 
reasonable  to  give  it  to  other  than  those 
who  complain  of  these  grievances,  of  want 
of  labour,  and  impediments  caused  by  legis- 
lation? Have  the  East  Indies,  has  the 
Mauritius,  or  have  even  some  of  the  West 
India  Islands  themselves,  suffered  from 
want  of  labour  ?  Whyi  then,  do  you  propose 
to  give  to  the  proprietors  of  the  Colonies 
this  large  sum  of  money  indiscriminately  ? 
Many  of  them  never  pretended  to  have  any 
claim  upon  the  House ;  and  if  it  be  true 
that  some  of  the  West  India  Colonies  are 
deficient  in  negro  labour  in  consequence  of 
legislation,  is  that  a  reason  why  you  should 
give  this  monopoly  to  the  Mauritius,  the 
£ast  Indies,  and  those  islands  of  the  West 
Indies  which  have  no  such  deficiency  ?  If  we 
are  to  vote  this  2,300,000/.  in  this  indirect 
and  unsatisfactory  manner,  at  any  rate  let 
us  vote  it  to  those  who  have  a  claim  upon 
us,  and  not  indiscriminately  to  them  and  to 
parties  who  have  no  claim.  We  know, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr. 
Hastie)  will  substantiate  the  statement  j[ 
am  about  to  make,  that  there  is  no  part  of 
the  globe  in  which  labour  is  more  abund- 
ant and  cheaper  than  in  British  India ;  and 
I  believe  I  am  correct  when  I  state,  that 
at  the  present  moment  in  the  Mauritius 
there  is  a  surplus  of  labour,  and  that  per- 
sons are  wandering  about  for  want  of  em- 
ployment. So  great  is  the  number  of  Hill 
Coolies  who  have  arrived  there,  that  there 
is  not  sufficient  labour  for  them.  This  is 
a  point  which  must  not  be  lost  nght  of.  If 
it  be  right  to  vote  this  2,300,000/L  to  the 
Colonists  on  the  ground  of  a  deficiency  of 
labour,  it  cannot  be  right  to  give  it  to  the 
East  India  possessions,  to  the  Mauritius, 
or  to  those  islands  of  the  West  Indies  which 
have  a  sufficient  supply  of  labour.  It  must 
be  admitted,  too,  that  Barbadoes  is  at  the 
present  moment  overflowing  with  labour  ; 
so  likewise  is  Antigua.  Now,  all  these,  I 
contend,  ought  to  be  left  out  of  the  list  of 
share  of  2,300,000/.  This,  then,  will  very 
much  reduce  the  number  of  Colonial  pro- 
ducers who  can  have  any  fair  and  just 
claim  upon  the  Legislature  for  compensa- 
tion. The  list  of  exceptions  are  the  British 
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East  India  possesrions,  the  Mauritius,  Bar- 
badoesy  and  Antigua.  Let  us  now  consider 
whether  the  residue  of  Colonial  producers 
(after  striking  these  out  of  the  list}  are 
themselves  entitled  to  any  portion  of  this 
2^300,000^   Wliat  is  the  alleged  grievance 
with  reference  to  the  deficiency  of  labour? 
It  is  meant  to  be  said  that  labour  is  dear  in 
consequence  of  labour  not  being  abundant. 
It  is  meant  to  be  said  that  the  cost  of  the 
production  of  sugar  in  these  West  India 
islands  is  increased  by  the  difficulty  of  ob- 
taining labour,  except  at  a  high  rate  of 
wages.     These  are  the  allegations;   but 
what  are  the  facts  of  this  case  ?    We  must 
receive  very  cautiously  the  statements  of 
interested  parties  when  we  come  to  the 
question  01  the  cost  of  producing  sugar. 
Therefore,  if  I  take  any  evidence  on  this 
point,  I  will  confine  myself  solely  to  such 
evidence  as  must  be  deemed  credible  and 
important,  as  coming  from  persons  entitled 
to  oe  considered  authorities  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  at  the  same  time  totally  disin- 
terested.   What,  in  the  first  place,  then, 
was  the  cost  of  producing  a  cwt.  of  su^r 
during  the  time  of  slavery,  at  a  penod 
when  the  thought  of  the  emancipation  of 
slaves  was  not  very  substantially  or  confi- 
dentiy  entertained  by  any  portion  of  the 
community?     I  will  take  tne  year  1828, 
the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  taking  place 
in  18d4,   I  will  state  the  cost  of  producing 
a  ewt*  of  sugar  with  all  the  advantages  m 
ilaverr,  when  it  existed  in  its  most  unmi- 
tigated form.     The  authority  I  shall  auote 
Is  entitied  to  respect,  it  being  that  of  one 
of  the  public  officers  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment—Mr.  Porter,  of  the  Board  of 
Trad»— a  ffentieman  peifectiy  disinterested, 
and  who  has  written  a  very  able  book  on 
the  Culture  of  the  Sugar  Cane.    What 
does  he  say  as  to  the  price  of  producing  a 
cwt.  of  sugar  during  the  period  of  sla* 
very  f    Wby^  he  says  that  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing a  cwt.  of  sugar  previous  to  1888, 
when  slavery  existed  and  emancipation  was 
hardly  expected,  was  9s.  lO^d,    He  states, 
that  for  a  period  of  ten  years,  from  1819 
to  1889f  the  expense  of  cultivating  a  par- 
ticular estate  in  the  West  Indies,  including 
salt  provisions,  provision  grounds,  lumber 
Stores,  expenses  of  manufacturing  susar, 
and  the  salaries  of  overseers,  amounted  to 
96,851/.     The  number  of  slaves,  of  all 
ages   and  both  stteB,  averaged  at   140. 
The  produce  for  these  years  was  29,492 
cwt.  of  sugar,  and  164,285  gallons  of  rum. 
The  rum,  valued  at  Is.  6d,  per  gallon  (it 
is  now  2s.  4d.),  would  amount  to  12,321/., 


thus  leaving  a  balance  of  14,SS0/.  at  liie 
cost  of  cultivating  the  augar,  being  at  tke 
rate  of  9s.  10|d  per  cwt.  Thk  is  what 
Mr.  Porter  informs  us,  and  he  la  a  pear* 
fectly  disinterested  authority.  I  am  aware 
that  very  di&rent  statements  maj  be 
brought  forward,  made  by  West  India  gea- 
tiemen  before  Committees  oi  this  Hmias^ 
in  which  they  have  endeavoured  to  make 
out  that  the  cost  of  production  baa  in- 
creased tince  the  abolition  of  slavery  i  b«t 
I  contend  that  if  we,  as  Members  of  Far.. 
liament,  are  to  resort  to  authorities»  let  it 
be  the  authority  of  a  public  officei  a  maa 
of  great  experience,  and  poiicssing  tba 
confidence  of  the  Government— and  let  na 
not  refer  as  authorities  to  less  impartial 
sources,  or  persons  who  may  have  sone 
purpose  to  serve.  The  evidence  of  suck  a 
man  as  Mr.  Porter  is  worth  five  hundrai* 
fold  more  than  evidence  given  by  interested 
parties  before  a  Committee  of  ^lis  Hteuse. 
I  have  given  you  the  cost  of  the  eultivation 
of  a  cwt.  of  sugar  during  a  period  of  ala^ 
very— namely,  9s.  10^  I  will  now  give 
you  the  cost  of  producing  a  cwt.  of  augar 
since  slavery  has  been  abolished,  and  m$ 
also  upon  an  authority  which  Bust  hava 
great  weight  with  the  House.  I  mSl  give 
an  estimate  of  the  costs  on  two  eitatei 
which  are  at  the  present  mosMnt  aulgect 
to  all  those  difficulties  which  are  now  coow 
plained  of,  and  which  are  aUeged  as  tl» 
ground  of  tiiis  proposed  pioteetioa  to  tba 
colonist.  The  quotation  I  shall  make  is 
from  the  Jamaica  Royal  Agrieoltural  So* 
ciety's  Reporter  of  the  20th  of  June,  1844. 
It  is  a  quotation  which  has  appeared  in  a 
very  ingenious  periodical,  whicn  I  am  aura 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  cannot  fail  to 
have  reid,  namely,  the  JEeonomttl  news- 

Saper.    It  is  to  that  paper  that  I  am  in* 
ebted  for  my  information.    It  ia  a  hic% 
not  an  argument.  The  statement  ia  this:— 

''The  Clarendon  Agricultural  Society  gave 
a  priu  of  20/.,  or  a  piece  of  plate  of  that  value, 
to  the  manager  in  the  parish  making  the  great* 
est  quantity  of  togar  at  the  smtllest  cosl« 
from  the  1st  of  Jannary  to  the  31st  December, 
1843,  all  thiDgs  conndered.'' 

To  the  manager's  expenses  are  added  all 
other  expenses,  which  are  included  in  the 
estimates  of  the  cost  of  the  cwt  of  sugar 
during  the  time  of  slavery.  But  what  is 
the  sum  stated  in  this  report  as  tke  oost 
of  producing  one  cwt.  of  sugar?  On  one 
of  the  estates,  the  cost  was  lOf .  9dL ;  and 
on  the  other,  it  was  about  6#.  9hL  So 
we  have  a  good  authority  for  stating  that 
the  cost  or  producing  one  cwt.  of  aogar 


1053 


Sugar  Duties. 


{Feb.  24} 


Sugar 


1064 


in  the  West  India  iflands  during  the  period 
of  alarerj,  was  9#.  I0\d.t  indle  at  the 
present  moment  it  was  something  between 
lOif.  Si.  and  6s.  9|dL  I  want  to  know 
whr  that  can  possiUy  be  a  ground  for 
giving  the  West  India  proprietors  a  pro- 
tecting duty  of  IDs.  ?  yfhj,  lOs.  is  more 
than  the  whole  cost  of  the  sugar !  I  will 
take  the  protection  duty  at  lOs.,  as  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
himself^  though  rumour  is  saying  that  the 
measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wiU 

fire  a  larger  protection.  But,  taking  it  at 
Os.,  I  ask  upon  what  ground  is  it  that 
you  give  this  large  additional  price  upon 
erery  cwt.  of  sugar  produced  in  the  West 
India  Colonies?  I  repeat,  lOs.  is  more 
than  the  cost  of  all  the  labour;  so  that 
if  Braail  could  grow  sugar  for  nothing— -if 
their  sugar  rained  down  from  the  skies, 
without  the  slightest  effort  used  by  com* 
mon  industry  to  produce  it— still  this  pro- 
tection duty  of  10s.  on  Colonial  sugar  will 
subject  the  sugar  of  Bracil  to  a  disadvantage 
as  compared  to  the  produce  of  the  West 
Indian  proprietors.  Can  anybody  deny 
the  justness  of  this  argument  ?  Have  I 
not  established  this  fact  upon  sufficient 
authority  ?  If  it  be  so,  I  ask,  are  we^ 
without  any  further  inquiry,  or  without 
any  attempt  to  rerist  this  obnoxious  tax  in 
favour  of  ouz  Colonial  sugar,— are  we  calmly 
to  allow  yoa  to  take  the  poblic  money,  and 
not  call  upon  you  emphatically,  and  in  a 
spirit  of  remonstrance,  to  give  us  a  dear 
and  satisfactory  account  of  what  it  is  you 
mean  by  asserting  a  necesrity  for  imposing 
this  lOf  •  protection  duty  ?  If  you  say  it 
is  in  consequence  of  the  deficiency  of  labour 
faiyour  West  India  Colonies,  then  I  ask 
you,  is  that  the  fact?  Will  any  Member 
of  the  West  India  body,  get  up  and  state 
that  even  in  the  Colonies  which  suffer  most, 
they  find  any  real  difficulty  in  obtaming 
labour^  or  thai  they  mxtbr  any  difficulties 
(rom  the  fewness  of  labourers?  Why,  the 
noble  Lord,  the  present  Secretary  of  the 
Colonies,  who  now  sits  in  another  place, 
fold  us«  a  year  or  two  a^,  that  the 
vresent  quantity  of  labour  in'  the  West 
India  Cokmiea  was  sufficient,  if  that 
labour  were  properly  anplied,  and  if  the 
kbourers  were  properly  used ;  and  he 
went  on  to  say,  that  if  all  the  remains  of 
those  evU  praetioes  which  existed  during 
the  time  of  slavery  were  abolished,  and  u 
the  West  India  proprietors  would  attempt 
to  carr^  out  the  principle  of  emancipation 
in  a  fiuthful  and  true  spirit,  there  would 
not  be  any  difficulty— I  think  I  am  entitled 


to  infer  this  much  from  the  language  of 
the  noble  Lord— in  obtaining  a  continuous 
supply  of  labour.  These  were  his  words 
The  noble  Lord,  in  the  debate  of  the  34th 
of  February,  1842,  said,— 

*'  He  would  venture  to  say  Ibis,  with  re- 
spect to  the  expense  of  cultivation,  that  there 
was  no  siogle  instance  in  which  this  natural 
consequence  had  not  followed  as  effect  and 
cause,— namely,  that  when  they  gave  to  the 
negro  labourer  an  interest  in  the  amount  of 
work  to  be  performed,  and  in  the  amonnt  of 
produce  raised,  then  they  would  obtain  con- 
stant and  indostrious  labourers;  but  when 
they  did  not  give  that  interest  they  would  not 
obtain  them.  The  amount  of  competition  car- 
ried on  there  at  present  was  ruinous.  The 
planters  were  competing  with  each  other  in 
this  way,  by  employing  their  labourers  for  a 
certain  time,  ana  paying  them  accordingly; 
and  not  giving  the  labourers  an  interest  in  Uieir 
work,  bv  awarding  according  to  the  actual 
portion  done  This,  he  thon^f,  was  a  great 
cause  of  the  minoas  expense  which  the  planters 
were  now  subject  to  in  the  West  India  Colo- 
nies.*^ 

Thus,  then,  it  appears  that  the  reason  why 
you  cannot  get  labour  in  the  Colonies  con* 
tinuously,  and  why  you  cannot  get  the 
nesro  to  give  his  exertions  in  your  service, 
is  based  on  a  very  natural  ground-Hit  is 
that  you  will  not  reward  him  according  to 
the  work  he  does.  If  this  be  a  correct  state- 
ment—and I  have  it  on  the  word  of  Lord 
Stanley  himselfi  who  ought  to  be  an  au- 
thority with  the  West  India  proprietors--* 
for  the  noble  Lord  was  a  great  advocate 
for  the  220,000,00(M.  compensation  grant- 
why  then,  I  say,  that  if  you  were  to  adopt 
the  same  principle  with  respect  to  your 
British  labourers,  and  were  to  deal  with 
them  as  you  have  with  the  West  India 
labourers,  by  not  paying  them  according  to 
the  work  they  did,  I  very  much  doubt 
whether,  in  nuiny  branches  of  industry, 
you  would  not  find  the  same  difficulty  to 
obtain  continuous  labour,  as  that  which  you 
now  complain  of  in  the  Colonies.  It  was 
stated  the  other  nieht  at  a  public  meeting, 
that  besides  the  &ficiency  of  labouri  the 
West  Indies  laboured  under  another  evil— 
the  number  of  able-bodied  paupers.  If  so, 
it  presents  a  very  strange  anomaly ;  for  on 
the  one  hand  we  bear  tnat  there  is  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  labourers,  and  on  the 
other  thatthereis  such  a  surplusof  labourers 
that  parts  of  the  West  Indies  abound  in  able- 
bodied  paupers.  This  seems  a  mere  contra- 
diction, unless  we  can  suppose  that  there  is 
such  affinity  between  able-bodied  paupers 
aud  monopoly,  as  we  know  exists  between 
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Certain  chemical  substances,  which,  to  the 
Uninitiated,  appear  to  be  of  yerj  opposite 
natures.  If  these  able-bodied  paupers  exist, 
their  existence  arises,  in  my  belief,  from  the 
nefarious  system  pursued  in  the  West  India 
Coloniea  with  reference  to  the  manner  in 
which  labour  is  employed.  You  create  the 
greatest  repugnance  to  the  employer,  if  you 
persist  in  making  the  freeman  a  slave.  I 
doubt  whether  the  conditions  imposed  upon 
a  great  number  of  West  Indian  labourers 
are  not  inconsbtent  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Emacipation  Act,  and  with  the  notion  that 
the  negro  was  to  be  raised  to  all  the  rights 
and  priTileges  of  the  freeman.  There  is 
another  reason  why  you  experience  great 
difficulty  in  your  West  India  Colonies,  which 
was  formerly  adverted  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department, 
who  pointed  out  so  many  of  the  causes  of 
the  present  condition  of  aflairs  there.  The 
noble  Lord  pointed  to  the  ab^ntee  ^stem, 
which  prevails  to  such  an  extent,  that  as 
long  as  it  continues  it  is  in  vain  to  hope 
that  industry  would  be  productive  under 
any  system  of  monopoly  or  protection.  The 
great  bulk  of  West  India  proprietors  live 
away  from  their  estates,  and  are  ignorant 
of  all  the  branches  of  industry  necessary  to 
the  cultivationof  their  estates.  Those  estates 
are  left  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  overseers 
and  attorneys,  persons  who  have  no  interest 
in  the  permanent  value  of  the  inherit- 
ance, but  merely  in  getting  as  much  out 
of  the  soil  as  will  answer  their  own  pur- 
poses. Manufacture,  agriculture,  distillery, 
chemistry,  are  all  necessary  to  the  pro> 
duction  of  sugar — all  these  are  entirely  neg- 
lected by  the  only  person  who  has  a  real  and 
lasting  interest  in  the  successful  cultivation 
of  his  property.  I  may  ask  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Cobden), 
if  he  were  to  reside  in  Vienna,  and  leave 
his  print-works  to  be  conducted  by  attorneys 
and  agents,  bent  only  on  tilling  their  own 
pockets,  whether  he  would  find  it  possible, 
nowever  favourable  markets  and  prices 
might  be«  to  continue  his  business  with 
sudi  profit  as  ought  to  give  him  a  due  r^ 
turn  for  his  capital  ?  Yet  this  is  the  con- 
dition in  which  the  West  India  proprietors 
place  themselves.  An  English  landowner 
lets  his  estate  to  a  tenant,  and  it  has  at 
least  the  benefit  of  the  personal  presence 
and  exertions  of  that  tenant ;  but  tne  West 
India  proprietor,  who  is  landlord,  tenant, 
manufacturer,  distiller,  and  merchant,  all 
in  one,  comes  to  us  and  tells  us  that  his 
business  is  not  profitable,  and  that  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  people  of  this  country 


must  levy  a  contribution  on  the  great 
of  working  industry,  in  order  to  make  good 
a  deficiency  produced  by  his  own  absurd  and 
injurious  management.  Every  body,  I  thiak, 
must  admit  that  there  is  considerable  fone 
in  this  observation ;  but  I  would  not  dalm 
for  it  that  merit,  if  it  had  not  been  already 
made  by  persons  of  greater  authority,  and  1^ 
nobody,  perhaps,  oftener  than  by  the  noUe 
Lord  Uie  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  For 
my  own  part,  I  ^ould  be  sorry  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Weymou^ 
(Mr.  Bemal)  should  exchange  his  agre^ 
aUe  residence  (to  no  one  more  agreeable 
than  to  his  fnendK)  in  Eaton  Place  for  the 
island  of  Jamaica.  I  should  regret,  also^ 
that  he  should  be  exposed  to  the  influences 
of  that  unpleasant  climate ;  but  I  confess 
I  see  no  hope  for  the  West  India  body,  un* 
less  they  take  upon  themselves  the  ma- 
nagement of  their  estates  in  person,  instead 
of  trusting  them  to  those  who  have  not  the 
same  interests  as  the  proprietors.  There 
seems  to  me  no  hope,  unless  the  proprie- 
tors will  gird  up  their  loins,  and  quit  this 
country  in  order  to  attend  to  their  own 
business  abroad.  There  can  be  no  pro^ 
perity  for  the  West  India  Colonies  by  any 
arrangement  or  juggling  of  duties  in  this 
House.      No   majorities    here  will    give 

Srosperity  to  the  West  Indies;  and  no 
andng  attendance  at  the  Colonial  Office 
will  accomplish  any  such  end.  Nothing 
can  be  done  for  these  Colonies  but  by 
adc^ting  a  better  system  of  management 
—a  more  economical  application  of  laboar 
— an  introduction  of  better  modes  of  cul- 
tivation, by  the  application  of  science  and 
machinery.  The  noble  Governor  of  Ja- 
maica, Lord  Elgin,  has  stated  that  the 
mere  substitution  of  the  plough  for  the 
hoe  would  make  a  difference  of  50  per 
cent,  in  the  amount  of  production.  An 
all  the  authorities  I  have  taken  the  liberty 
of  quoting  to  go  for  nothing  ?  and  is  no- 
thing  to  be  done  for  the  West  India  Colo, 
nies  but  tlirough  protection  and  monopoly  ? 
But  I  would  ask  whether  the  most  con- 
vincing facts  may  not  be  brought  forward 
to  show  that  the  little  labour  in  the  West 
Indies  is  very  ill  applied  ?  Of  what  com- 
parative use  is  manual  labour  if  you  do  not 
make  it  more  productive  by  the  employ- 
ment  of  machinery  ?  It  has  been  long  a 
maxim  in  our  manufacturing  districts,  ttiat 
if  you  have  only  so  much  manual  labour 
you  must  increase  it  by  machinery;  and 
why  is  not  thb  principle  to  be  applied  to 
the  West  Indies?  There  has  been  no 
necessity  to  use  such  aiguments  to  our 
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aMnufdbinren  at  home ;  they  have  re- 
tamed  possession  of  the  markets  of  Europe, 
not  by  manual  labour,  but  by  having  dis- 
ooTored  that  it  is  expedient  to  unite  ma- 
chinery and  labour,  in  order  to  make  both 
adequately  productive.  That  must  be  done 
in  the  West  Indies.  I  observe  in  a  West 
Indian  journal  of  great  merit  and  consider- 
ation, the  speech  of  a  Captain  Dillon, 
in  which  he  urges  this  doctrine  in  an 
extremely  able  and  sensible  manner;  he 
asked  whether  it  was  not  more  advisable 
for  them  to  expend  part  of  their  Colonial 
income  in  purchasing  steam-engines,  and 
in  importing  new  machines  from  England, 
than  in  promoting  the  immigration  of  fresh 
labourers  ?  In  truth,  he  took  a  most  sound 
view  of  the  subject ;  and  it  is  a  fact,  that 
during  three  cencuries  there  has  not  been 
the  slightest  improvement  in  the  cultiva« 
tion  of  sugar.  I  have  been  told,  on  the 
best  authority,  that  the  steam-engine,  which 
has  proved  so  beneficial  an  aid  of  human 
labour,  has  not  been  generally  used  in  the 
West  Indies.  Upon  this  point  I  will  venture 
to  read  a  short  extract  from  a  West  Indian 
newspaper,  which  deservedly  possesses  con- 
nderable  influence  in  the  Colonies.  It  is 
called  the  IVesi  Indian^  and  the  editor  re- 
marks,^* 

''  We  have  repeatedly  declared  our  convic- 
tioDy  that  obstinate  perseverance  in  the  use  of 
manual  labour,  io  the  production  of  sugar, 
must  prove  ruinous ;  the  only  safe  alternative 
is  to  resort  to  a  plan  which,  in  a  great  mea* 
sure,  would  supersede  its  use.*' 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  obvious  resource 
has  been  entirely  neglected  in  the  West 
Indies ;  and  there  cannot  be  a  more  striking 
proof  how  unwilling  the  West  India  in- 
terest is  to  make  any  effort  to  render  labour 
productive,  than  the  fact  I  am  about  to 
mention.  At  present,  a  great  number  of 
labourers  are  employed,  in  consequence  of 
want  of  facility  of  locomotion,  and  the 
means  of  conveying  goods  from  one  part 
of  the  island  to  another ;  and  some  spirited 
individuals,  therefore,  proposed  a  railroad 
between  Kingston  and  Spanish  Town.  Not 
one  of  the  gentlemen  whose  interests  are 
protected,  and  whom  protection,  according 
to  their  own  account,  stimulates  to  im- 
provement, could  be  found  to  give  counte- 
nance and  support  to  this  undertaking. 
Who,  then,  were  the  parties  who  did  come 
forward  to  take  up  the  proposition,  and  to 
furnish  the  funds  ?  The  persons  who  have 
no  confidence  in  protection,  but  who  look 
forward  to  the  adoption  of  free  trade,  and 
to  exposing  the  West  Indies  to  free  compe- 
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petition  with  the  produce  of  the  world. 
These  were  the  parties  who  found  the 
money  for  the  railroad  between  Kingston 
and  Spanish  Town ;  who  relied  upon  the 
soundness  of  their  own  principles;  and 
who,  as  necessity,  according  to  the  old 
proverb,  is  the  mother  of  invention,  see 
the  time  not  far  distant  when  competition 
will  reduce  the  West  Indies  to  the  necessity 
of  introducing  improvements.  If  the  West 
India  proprietors  had  faith  in  their  own 
principles,  why  did  not  they  step  forward 
to  establish  this  railway?  If  protection 
affords  such  a  safe  investment  of  capital, 
why  did  they  let  others  step  in  to  reap  the 
advantage  ?  The  truth  is,  that  they  be- 
lieve there  is  to  be  a  speedy  end  to  protec- 
tion ;  and,  so  believing,  why  do  they  not 
give  it  up  at  once,  instead  of  keeping  trade, 
manufactures,  and  the  interests  of  the  pro- 
ducer in  the  West  Indies,  in  such  continual 
suspense  and  uncertainty  ?  I  am  persuaded 
that  the  West  India  Colonies  are  enervated 
by  protection;  and  the  reason  why  the 
railway  prq]ect  was  left  to  free-traders  was 
that  the  West  India  proprietors  are  ener- 
vated by  monopoly.  This  is  an  important 
fact,  which  ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  and 
nothing  tells  so  well  upon  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  upon  the  British  public, 
as  plain  and  stubborn  facts;  and  here  we 
see  that  not  a  single  protectionist  could  be 
found  to  take  a  step  in  the  matter,  while 
it  was  left  entirely  to  those  who  advocate 
the  principle  of  the  equalisation  of  duties. 
Is  there  not,  then,  some  ground  for  the 
assertion  that  monopoly  enervates;  and 
that  in  order  to  make  a  branch  of  industry 
flourish,  it  must  stand  on  the  sound,  solid 
basis  of  free  trade  and  competition  ?  I 
will  not  dwell  longer  on  this  part  of  the 
question,  because  I  fairly  admit  that  if  it 
could  be  shown  that,  in  the  West  Indies, 
plans  of  most  economical  cultivation  are 
adopted — if  it  could  be  shown  that  protec- 
tion has  worked  all  the  good  the  most  san- 
guine of  its  advocates  could  predict.  I 
should  still  say  that  it  was  an  injustice  to 
the  great  body  of  the  community.  I 
should  still  say  that  our  merchants  had  a 
right  to  supply  the  consumer  with  sugar  by 
the  operation  of  commerce  with  Brazil  and 
Cuba.  I  should  still  place  the  question  on  the 
broad  ground  of  justice  and  sound  policy. 
I  maintain  that  you  cannot,  with  any  show 
of  justice,  interifere  with  freedom  of  ex- 
change, and  that  if  we  had  an  ample  supply 
of  sugar,  and  at  the  prices  of  the  world,  it 
is  incumbent  upon  us  to  change  the  system, 
and  to  adopt  the  principles  of  free  trade,  in 
2M 
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justice  to  all  elasses  of  Her  Majesty*!  suh. 
jects.  I  know  that  such  an  abstnust  view 
of  the  question  is  not  palatable  to  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  nde ;  they  are  fond 
of  saying  that  although  protection  bears  on 
the  face  of  it  injustice  to  the  rest  of  the 
commerce  of  the  Empire^  yet  that  we  gain 
an  advantage  by  some  extension  of  import- 
ation, by  some  increase  of  trade,  by  some 
augmentation  of  power,  or  by  something 
which  has  a  tendency  to  satisfy  the  people 
that  national  interests  are  consulted.  Let 
us  take,  then,  a  short  view  of  this  allege- 
tion.  Can  it  be  said  that  we  augment  our 
imports  by  the  protection  afforded  to  the 
West  India  Colonies  ?  Here  I  ought  to 
say,  that  I  take  the  liberty  of  limiting  my 
statement  to  the  West  India  Colonies ;  be- 
cause I  well  recollect  that,  when  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Taunton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
brought  forward  the  question  of  the  Braail 
Trade,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  said,  that  protection  was 
not  meant  for  the  Mauritius,  nor  for  Bri. 
tish  India,  but  solely  and  exclusively  for 
the  West  India  Colonies*  I  shall,  therefore, 
direct  my  argument  to  that  point,  and  I 
ask  whether  protection  has  increased  our 
imports  from  the  West  Indies }  I  wlU  take 
a  period  previous  to  the  abolition  of  slavery, 
and  I  assert  that  your  production  was  d&- 
ereaslng  for  many  years  before  1834,  when 
Emancipation  was  carried.  Your  produc- 
tion and  your  importation  were  decreasing, 
in  spito  of  your  boasted  monopoly  and  the 
advantage  of  slave  labour.  It  is  not  to  be 
forgotten  that  this  protective  duty  was 
enacted  at  a  time  when  you  were  owners 
of  slaves,  and  the  employers  of  slave  labour. 
It  did  not  arise  out  of  any  new  theory,  or 
from  any  philanthropic  considerations  re- 
gulating taxation,  or  the  imposition  of 
duties;  but  it  was  adopted  during  times  of 
slavery  and  slave  labour.  Nevertheless, 
the  imports  from  the  West  Indies  had  been 
gradually  failing ;  and  what  has  been  the 
case  since?  Notwithstanding  the  vast  in- 
crease of  our  population — ^notwithstanding 
the  vastly  augmented  demand  for  sugar-* 
and  notwithstanding  our  vaunted  anxiety 
to  promote  the  comforts  of  the  labouring 
classes  notwithstanding,  I  say,  all  this, 
your  imports  have  been  nearly  stationary. 
They  may  have  varied  a  little  from  year  to 
year ;  but  I  believe  I  am  correct  in  stating 
that  there  was  a  larger  quantity  of  sugar 
imported  in  1834,  the  very  year  of  eman- 
cipation, than  during  the  year  ^  ^^^  *hA 
last  date  to  which  the  accounf 
made  up.    It  will  be  in  the  r 


the  right  hon.  Barooet  at  the  bead  of  Ae 
Government,  that  he  distinctly  infomed 
us  that  there  had  been  no  matenal  increaM 
in  the  quantity  of  sugar  imported  tnm  the 
West  Indies,  and  that  although  in  one 
year,  perhaps,  it  might  have  been  a  Utile 
greater,  still  that  upon  the  whole  the  im- 
port had  been  comparatively  stationary. 
And  when  we  consider  the  enormous  in* 
crease  in  population,  wJiat  a  real  deficiency 
does  this  establish?  The  same  limit^ 
amount  has  been  divided  between  such  an 
increased  number  of  persons,  and  how 
much  smaller  a  share  must  have  faUen  to 
the  lot  of  every  poor  person !  We  know 
that  the  middling  and  higher  classes  have 
not  diminished  their  consumption  of  susar, 
so  that  the  diminution  must  have  ftUen 
upon  the  poorest  dasses;,  and  so  far  their 
few  comforts  must  have  been  materially 
reduced.  Can  anything  be  more  unreason- 
able than  to  doubt  the  evil  inflicted  upon 
this  community  by  continuing  your  sup- 
plies of  sugar  mainly  from  the  protected 
West  Indies?  Let  us  look  at  the  price  of 
sugar  last  year  as  derived  from  continental 
price-currents ;  let  us  look  at  the  averue 
price  of  Colonial  sugar  in  bond  during  ^a 
last  year ;  there  were  none  but  CoTonial 
sugars  consumed  last  year,  excepting  a  veir 
snudl  quantity  of  dave-gcown  sugar,  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  cannot  keep  out  of 
the  market  It  may  be  said,  thereftne^ 
that  the  consumption  was  entirely  sugar  of 
our  own  Colonies,  and  what  was  the  aver^ 
age  price  here  and  abroad )  It  was  21x. 
per  cwt.  on  the  Continent,  and  34#.  at 
home.  Thus  there  were  ld«.  per  cwt. 
difierence  upon  no  smaller  a  quantity  Uuu 
207,000  tons :  ISi.  per  cwt.  is  13/.  per  ton« 
and  13/.  per  ton  upon  207,000  tons,  ac- 
cording to  my  calculation,  makes  a  dif- 
ference of  no  less  than  2,600,000/.  paid  by 
the  people  of  this  country  for  their  sugar 
beyond  the  price  paid  for  an  equal  quantity 
on  the  Continent.  Is  this  l^islating  for 
the  benefit  of  the  poorer  classes?  Is  this 
in  accordance  with  the  Queen's  Speeeh, 
that  we  were  at  last  to  oonsider  the  eoodU 
tion  of  agricultural  labourers  and  artisans 
in  the  various  branches  of  industry,  with  m 
view  to  promote  the  comforts  of  the  lower 
orders?  Are  you  prepared  to  "•^'^tiiiin 
that  the  working  man  in  England  shall  pay 
13#.  per  cwt.  more  for  his  sugar  than  the 
working  man  upon  the  C^tinent }  Is  that 
your  pretended  sympathy  for  the  sufieringa 
of  the  ur  vaunted  anxiety  that 
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dOI  tend  to  humiliate  us  in  the  eyes  of  the 
world?  It  is  humiHating  for  us  to  affect 
saeh  sympathy  for  the  working  dasses,  and 
to  show  such  real  anxiety  for  the  welfare 
of  protected  interests.  We  cut  down  the 
espenditure— we  pretend  the  deepest  re- 
gret at  the  sufferings  of  the  poor—we  are 
ttwdous  to  relieye  the  great  body  of  the 
tax-payers  from  their  burdeuj  but  we 
coolly,  and  without  explanation^  inflict  a 
xeal  impost  of  sereral  millions  a*year  on  the 
lower  orders  in  the  shape  of  protection  to 
the  West  Indies,  and  augment  the  miseries 
we  profess  to  feel  and  pretend  to  relieve. 
It  is  substantially  made  out  that  your  im- 
ports have  not  been  increased  by  protec- 
tion s  you  had  monopoly  and  slavery,  and 
your  imports  declined,  and  now  you  have 
monopoly  and  free  labour,  and  your  im- 
ports are  stationary.  But  some  may  assert 
that  exports  do  not  depend  upon  imports, 
and  that  our  exports  have  increased— 
that  we  have  a  larger  trade  with  the 
West  Indies  than  if  protection  were  abo. 
lished.  Is  this  the  fact  ?  Is  not  the  fact 
the  very  reverse  ?  Have  your  exports  in* 
ereased  under  the  protective  system  ?  Cer« 
tably  not.  They  were  as  great  in  1794 
MM  they  are  now.  It  may,  indeed,  be  al- 
leged that  in  1794  the  West  India  Colo, 
nies  were  the  mart  for  the  supply  of  our 
manufiictores  to  the  Spanish  Mdn,  and 
that  on  this  account  the  comparison  is  not 
fair :  I  will,  therefore,  take  the  last  twenty 
years,  and  ask  whether  your  exports  have 
materidly  increased?  Have  they  shown 
a  disposition  gradually  to  augment  ?  Quite 
the  reverse.  The  House  does  not  like  to 
be  troubled  with  tables,  but  let  us  look  for 
a  moment  at  the  exports  at  various  periods 
during  the  last  twenty  years.  At  this 
moment  they  were  not  so  great  as  in  1794, 
when  the  exports  amounted  to  3,682,073/. 
In  1804  they  were  4,381,736/.;  1814, 
6,315,000/.  1824,  4,887,086/.;  1829, 
6,612,085/.;  1842,  2,591,425/.;  and  in 
1843,  2,882,441/.;  The  difference,  there- 
fore, between  1824  and  1843  was  up- 
wards of  2,000,000/.,  so  that  this  bene- 
Ccial  system  of  protection  had  had  the 
efieot  in  twenty  years  oi  most  import- 
antly reducing  the  exports.  If  there  be 
trutJi  in  figures  this  point  is  incontro- 
vertible. I  sit  here  having  the  honour  to 
represent  the  borough  of  Manchester ;  and, 
as  a  Manchester  man,  if  you  prove  to  me 
that  the  West  Indian  is  a  better  buyer  of 
eotton  goods  than  a  Braailian,  I  will  say 
that  there  is  something  in  protection ;  but 
I  never  hend  it  stated  that  the  West 


Indian  pays  one  farthing  more  for  a  bale 
of  calicoes  than  a  BraAlian;  and  what 
is  the  benefit  of  protection  to  the  manu- 
facturer if  one  customer  pays  no  more  than 
another  ?  What  is  the  use  of  telling  me 
in  an  indefinite  way  that  protection  ia 
beneficial,  when  facts  cxy  out  loudly  that 
it  is  injurious  ?  I  have  satisfactorily  shown 
that  both  imports  and  exports  have  been 
lessened  by  it.  You  may  tell  mot  to  bo 
sure,  that  the  East  India  trade  has  in- 
creased under  a  system  of  protection  ;  but 
let  us  look  at  the  facts  a  little  there  too— « 
let  us  analyse  the  various  commodities,  and 
we  shall  find  that  instead  of  protection 
haying  done  good,  free  trade  has  done 
good.  The  increase  has  mainly  been  in 
articles  not  protected,  such  as  indigo  and 
wool,  while  in  sugar  it  has  been  com- 
paratively small.  I  see  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr. 
Hastie),  smiles  at  my  statement,  and  I  aaa 
ready  to  defer  to  him  as  unquestionably  a 
great  authority  on  such  matters;  but  I 
contend  that  the  improvement  of  trade 
with  the  East  Indies  establishes  the  advan* 
tages  of  free-trade  principles.  What  other 
argument  can  be  used  in  fiivour  of  mo- 
nopoly? I  may  be  told,  indeed  I  have 
been  told,  that  it  has  long  been  the  prac- 
tice to  piDteot  our  Colonial  interests— that 
it  is  part  of  our  English  polieyi  and  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  discontinued  at  oaoe.  If 
so,  how  inconsistent  is  the  right  hon*  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Robert  Peel^,  who  proposes  to 
admit  eotton  from  India  upon  the  saoM 
terms  as  eotton  from  the  United  States,  or 
from  any  other  part  of  the  world.  Only 
the  other  day  he  admitted  the  wool  of 
foreign  countries  upon  the  same  terms  as 
the  wool  of  Australia*  Were  not  those 
departure^firom  his  principle  of  protection? 
Consistent  in  iKTong  is  therefore  on  every 
aeeount  out  of  the  question,  and  protectioii 
resolves  itself  into  an  arbitrary  system, 
which  you  choose  to  adopt  whenever  yea 
have  the  power  to  enforoe  it.  I  believa 
that  the  right  hon.  Banmet  would  be  wil- 
ling to  put  an  end  to  it,  but  that  he  ia 
prevented  by  his  Parliamentary  sapporten 
who  have  placed  him  on  that  bendit  a  si- 
tuation he  is  reluctant  to  relinquish,  though 
he  retain  it  at  the  price  of  some  of  the 
best  interests  of  the  community*  I  have 
shown  it  b  not  for  revenue,  because  I  have 
shown  that  whilst  we  are  putting  a  taac 
upon  the  consumer,  we  only  pay  a  portion 
of  it  into  the  Exchequer*  and  the  re- 
mainder is  paid  over  to  private  individuala. 
Therefore^  this  protection  cannot  be  for 
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revenue^  for  it  defrauds  the  Revenue.  I 
have  shown  you  that  it  is  not  for  imports, 
fbr  the  quantity  of  sugar  imported  into 
this  country  under  it  has  not  increased.  I 
have  shown  it  is  not  for  exports,  because 
the  trade  with  our  Colonies  which  has 
been  protected,  has  been  a  stationary  trade, 
and  has  not  been  favourably  influenced  by 
your  protection.  I  have  shown  that  it  is  not 
for  consistency,  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  has  but  the 
other  evening  proposed  to  admit  Foreign 
and  Colonial  produce  upon  the  same  terms. 
I  have  shown  that  it  is  at  variance  with 
sound  principles,  which  principles  are  ad- 
mitted by  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
and'  assented  to  by  this  House.  I  have 
shown  that  it  is  at  variance  with  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  eminent  philosophers 
and  political  economists.  What,  then, 
must  we  presume  to  be  the  meaning 
of  this  protection  ?  It  is  only  an  ar- 
bitrary tax,  levied  on  the  people  of 
this  country  by  force  of  the  numbers 
who  support  the  monopoly  in  this  House, 
for  which  there  is  no  adequate  return. 
That  is  the  position  which  I  am  entitled  to 
take  upon  this  question,  unless  you  show 
me  that  my  arguments  are  ill-founded, 
and  I  have  been  misled  by  fallacies.  And 
I  say  that,  if  my  reasoning  has  been  falla- 
cious— if  I  have  assumed  anything  which 
I  ought  not  to  have  assumed — or  have 
been  misled  by  anything  like  false  reasoning 
•— I  call  for  the  refutation.  But  I  do  say, 
as  a  Member  of  this  House  representing 
an  important  manufacturing  district  — re- 
presenting a  great  body  of  the  industrious 
classes — ^if  you  fail  in  that  refutation  I 
am  entitled  to  ask  you  to  desist  from  this 
unworthy  system  of  legislation.  If  you 
fail  in  that  refutation,  I  ask  you  to  desist 
DOW,  and  I  believe  that  no  future  time 
will  be  better  fitted  than  the  present.  To 
Her  Majesty's  Executive  I  would  say  em- 
phatically, if  they  would  only  beard  some 
of  their  supporters,  and  resist  the  oppres- 
sion  practised  on  the  Executive  Govern- 
nent  of  this  country,  be  they  Whig  or 
Tory,  by  these  great  monopoly  interests 
—I  say  if  they  would  do  this,  although 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  for  a  short 
time  forfeit  the  Parliamentary  confidence 
of  a  few  of  his  supporters,  he  would 
be  backed  by  the  intelligence  and  pub- 
lic virtue  of  the  great  body  of  the  com- 
munity, and  considered  as  a  Minister  who 
bad  acted  in  a  manner  at  once  just  and 
fair  to  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
I  should  be  ud willing  to  do  bjustice  to  the 


West  Indies.  If  I  thought  this  propoai* 
tion  of  mine  had  the  slightest  tendency  to 
injustice,  and  did  not  show  a  due  regard 
to  the  interests  of  any  portion  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen,  I  would  not  be  the  man  to 
bring  this  question  forward.  But  because 
I  believe  that  the  interests  of  the  West 
India  proprietor,  the  merchant,  the  con- 
sumer, and  the  Revenue,  in  short,  of  all 
classes,  are  combined  in  the  abolition  of 
this  Colonial  protective  system,  because  I 
firmly  believe  this,  I  advocate  the  abolitioa 
of  all  distinctive  duties.  We  want  not  the 
example  of  foreign  countries.  We  have 
been  told  that  foreign  countries  are  more 
restrictive  than  Great  Britain,  and  that  if 
we  do  make  these  sacrifices,  sacrifices  of 
the  few  for  the  benefit  of  the  many — ^if  wc 
do  make  these  sacrifices,  we  have  been  told 
that  foreign  countries  are  acting  on  a  dif- 
ferent principle.  That  may  be  true  to 
some  extent ;  but  if  we  see  the  fallacy  of 
our  legislation,  don't  let  us  make  it  an  ar- 
gument, because  foreigners  choose  to  tax 
the  consumer  for  the  benefit  of  a  favoured 
few,  that  we  take  the  same  course.  But 
is  it  true  }  Have  we  not  some  bright  ex« 
amples  of  foreigners  not  adopting  the  same 
system  of  Colonial  protection  ?  Take  the 
case  of  the  Dutch  Government.  The  Go- 
vernment of  that  country  admits  the  sugar 
and  coffee,  and  all  the  produce  of  Java, 
upon  the  same  terms  as  the  produce  of 
Brazil  and  Cuba,  and  other  foreign  coun- 
tries. That  is  to  say,  at  the  same  rate  of 
duties.  And  what  is  the  consequence— 
what  is  the  practical  result  of  that  fair 
competition?  Why,  that  the  production 
of  sugar  by  free  labour  in  Java  has  gradu- 
ally increased  during  a  long  period  of  years, 
and  has  risen  from  10,000  to  50,000  tons. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  the  figures  here,  and  I  will 
take  the  liberty  of  stating  them  to  the 
House.  I  know,  however,  that  the  House 
does  not  like  tabular  statements,  and  I  will 
only,  therefore,  say,  that  from  1839  to 
1843,  the  prodoation  of  sugar  in  Jav»  in- 
cieased  from  91,227  cwts.  to  929,583,  or 
neariy  1,000,000  cwts.  Here  is  an  in- 
crease with  fair  competition  with  the 
sugars  of  Braxil  and  Cuba^^free  labour 
against  slave  labour,  a  competition  which 
you  are  unwilling  shall  take  place  in  this 
country.  Here  is  a  bright  example  which 
may  satisfy  you  that  free  labour  produce 
may  compete  with  slave  labour  produce ; 
and  1  call  upon  you,  if  you  have  any  wish 
to  see  the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  car- 
ried out  in  all  parts  of  the  world,  not  to 
sanction  that  dangerous  doctrine^  that  the 
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labour  of  the  free  man  cannot  compete 
with  the  labour  of  the  slave.  Fhave  now 
done^  but  before  I  sit  down  I  will  thank 
the  House  for  the  indulgence  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  me.  If  I  have  said 
one  word  that  may  at  all  be  supposed  to 
show  a  feeling  of  animosity  to  any  peculiar 
interest  or  class*  I  wish  most  distinctly  to 
deny  that  I  had  any  such  intention.  My 
object  is  simply  to  see  a  sound  system  of 
legislation  adopted^  and  with  that  single 
remark  1  conclude  by  moving  my  notice  as 
an  Amendment  upon  the  Order  of  the 
Day.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
formally  moving  the  Amendment  stated 
at  the  commencement  of  his  speech. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  he  did  noi  regret,  but 
rejoiced,  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), in  a  moment  of  inspiration,  had 
taken  this  cause  out  of  his  hands ;  the 
magnitude  of  his  constituency,  and  the 
ability  with  which  he  advocated  their  com- 
mon principles,  entitled  him  to  discharge 
the  duty  upon  which  he  had  voluntarily 
and  properly  entered.  He  regretted,  how- 
ever, that  those  who  occupied  the  Bench 
below  (the  front  Opposition  Bench)  had 
not  earlier  brought  this  important  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House ;  and 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  instead  of  moving  an  Amend- 
ment with  regard  to  the  relative  propor- 
tions of  dutjfj  did  not  meet  the  whole 
question  by  boldly  moving  the  equaliza- 
tion of  the  duties  on  Foreign  and  Colonial 
sugar.  He  should  rather  bate  seen  that 
noble  Lord,  instead  of  engaging  in  a 
system  (if  he  might  so  call  it)  of  flirtation 
with  free  trade,  entering  into  the  holy 
bonds  of  matrimony  with  her.  When  he 
thought  of  the  position  of  that  noble  Lord 
and  of  free  trade,  he  was  sometimes  in- 
clined to  quote  the  lines  often  cited 
before^ 

**  Libertas :  que  sera  tamen  respexit  inertem ; 
Candidior  postquam  tondenti  barba  cadebat  *• 
Respexit  tamen,  et  longo  post  tempore  venit.*' 

But  the  principles  of  free  trade,  adopted 
first  of  all,  perhaps,  by  Members  of  the 
extreme  Opposition,  supported  afterwards 
by  the  Whig  Members  of  the  House,  and 
finally  taken  under  the  protection  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  were  working 
their  way  silently  and  securely,  and  must 
eventually  triumph.  The  evil  of  this  pro* 
tective  system  was  proved  by  the  state- 
ment the  House  had  just  heard  ;  and  that 
statement  was  confirmed  by  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  J.  D,  Humei  and  Mr.  M'Oregor, 


by  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Porter,  and  al- 
lowed by  every  writer  on  finance.     The 
enormous  pressure  of  this  taxation  upon 
the   people  would   scarcely   be  credited. 
The  House  had  no  right  to  riestrict  the 
free  trade  in  sugar.    The  Foreign  trade 
of  this  country  went  on  increasing;   its 
Colonial  trade  did    not  increase  id  an* 
equal  ratio;  what  right  bad  they  to  ex- 
clude their  people   from   that  increase? 
Let  the  House  look  at  the  relative  propor- 
tions of  the  trade  of  this  country,  and  of 
America  with  Cuba.     The  United  States 
carried  on  a  trade  with  Cuba  double  that 
of  this  kingdom,  and  solely  in  consequence 
of   these   unjust   and    oppressive  duties. 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  Brazil   and 
China^— the  two  parts  of  the  world  with 
which  most  especially  their  trade  might 
be  extended.     An    enormous   duty   was 
placed   upon  the  tea  of  China,  and  the 
sugar  of  Brazil,  and  thus  the  operations  of 
trade  were  limited  and  restricted.     But  it 
might  be  urged,  in  the  case  of  sugar,  that 
this  duty  was  kept  up  because  of  the  ex- 
istence of  slavery.     Did  they  think  they 
could  put  down  slavery  by  fiscal  regula- 
tions ?  Why,  suppose  that  when  first  their 
great  manufacturers  introduced  the  cotton 
and  tobacco  of  America  into  this  country, 
they  had  been  objected  to  because  they 
were  the  produce  of  slave  labour ;  would 
the   rejection  on   this  ground   have  de- 
stroyed slavery  in  the  United  States  ?   He 
believed  there  •  was  only  one  great  eman- 
cipator, and   that  was  commerce.    That 
was  the  only  legitimate  means  for  destroy* 
ing  slavery,  or  the  Slave  Trade,  in  any 
portion  of  the  world.  The  unhappy  traffic 
in  human  beings  was  more  undermined  by 
the  slightest  influence  of  commerce,  than 
by  all  their  gunboats,  or  by  any  naval  ar- 
mament.    The  merchants  of  Liverpool 
and  of    London,  who  traded  with  the 
western  coast  of  Africa,  were  doing  more 
to  put  down   the  Slave  Trade    by  en- 
couraging commerce,  than  all  the  surveil- 
lance of  the  coast  by  all  the  naval  powers 
of  Europe.    The  real  remedy  for  slavery^ 
which  was  ostensibly  held  forth  as  the 
cause  of  these  high  duties,  was,  therefore, 
the  extension  of  commerce.  But  he  should 
be  told  that  they  were  bound  to  maintain 
the  existing  protection  of   Colonial   in- 
terests.    What  had  been  the  result  of  all 
their   protection  ?    Lethargy  —  complete 
paralyzation  of  the  powers  which  ought  to 
be  called  out  and  developed  in  the  West 
Indies,    His  boo.  Friend  the  Member  for 


KMT 


Sugar  Duties, 


{COMMONS} 


Sugar  Dutiu. 


lOM 


Manchester  had  alluded  to  what  was 
going  on  there.  He  had  spoken  of  the 
Kingston  and  Spanish  Town  railway.  Now 
he  happened  to  be  connected  with  that 
very  railway,  and  conld  confirm  what  he  had 
said*  A  near  relative  of  his  happened  to 
be  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  that  railway,  and  he  would  take  the  op- 
portunity of  remarking,  that  so  far  from 
finding  the  poor  negroes  unwilling  to 
work,  he  bore  testimony  to  their  industry, 
fi>r  they  were  the  workmen  employed  in 
the  execution  of  the  undertaking.  There 
was  great  promise  that  the  enterprise 
would  be  a  successful  one,  and  well  repay 
the  British  capital  embarked  in  it.  One 
of  the  greatest  maladies  of  the  West  Indies 
was  the  gigantic  evil  of  absenteeism.  Talk 
of  the  absenteeism  of  Ireland,  what  was 
that  compared  with  the  West  Indies,  at  a 
distance  of  3,000  miles  from  the  residences 
of  BO  manj  of  the  proprietors  of  the  land. 
How  was  It  possible  that  the  proprietors 
of  land  in  the  West  Indies  could  ever 
exercise  that  paternal  care  over  their  pro- 
perty which  was  so  necessary  to  develope 
its  resources  ?  There  was  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cumberland  below,  and 
he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend  whether  the 
system  of  agencies  and  overseers  was  that 
best  calculated  to  bring  forth  the  energies 
of  our  Colonies  ?  He  knew  that  the  most 
sound  thinking  men  amongst  the  West 
India  proprietors  saw  the  evil  of  absen* 
teeism ;  and  he  also  knew  that  many  of 
them  were  sending  out  at  this  moment  ex« 
cellent  agriculturists  from  England,  who 
understood  the  chemical  properties  of  the 
soil,  and  the  proper  application  of  manures, 
and  agricultural  machinery;  they  were,  in 
fact,  applying  all  the  modem  refinements 
adopted  in  our  present  system  of  agricul- 
ture to  the  development  of  the  West  In- 
dies. These  were  the  men  who  would 
call  forth  the  energies  of  the  West  Indies 
and  increase  their  produce,  and  not  the 
protectiottiits.  This  species  of  competi* 
tion  in  the  West  Indies  was  but  an  echo 
from  this  country ;  and  when  it  came  into 
full  operation  It  would  produce  great  re- 
sults. Competition  was  the  only  means 
of  putting  down  slavery  and  developing 
the  resources  of  the  West  Indies,  and  not 
fiscal  regulations  and  naval  armaments. 
But  he  might  be  told  that  they  had  now 
introduced  to  the  notice  of  Parliament  a 
mode  of  settling  the  question  of  the  Sugar 
Duties.  Did  they  call  their  present  plan 
a  settkmeBt  of  the  questwn  ?  Why,  if  the 


system  which  they  introduced  last  year, 
which  drew  the  distinction  between  free 
and  slave-labour  sugar — if  that  was  not 
a  settlement  of  the  question,  he  should 
like  to  ask  if  the  present  scheme  was 
anything  like  an  approximation  to  it? 
A  more  intricate  scheme  ^-  one  which 
had  perplexed  the  sugar  traders,  ac- 
customed as  they  were  to  all  the  per- 
plexities of  fiscal  duties— a  more  com(^i- 
cated  scheme,  he  would  say,  had  seldom 
been  propounded ;  and  he  did  not  know 
any  one  in  the  trade,  whose  authority 
could  be  relied  upon,  who  did  not  say  that 
the  discriminating  duty  now  attempted  to 
be  created  would  be  vain^  and  could  not 
be  carried  out  with  success,  and  that  the 
ad  valorem  would  not  tell  in  favour  of 
the  poor  consumer.  He  knew  not  by 
what  means  the  clear  intellect  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  induced  to  adopt 
such  a  complicated  scheme  as  this ;  per- 
haps it  might  be  attributed  more  to  the 
credulity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  than  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet;  and  it  might  have 
sprung  from  the  West  India  proprietors, 
seeing  that  it  would  operate,  if  at  all, 
beneficially  to  themselves.  He  thought  it 
was  vain  to  draw  a  distinctmn  betwcea 
different  kinds  of  sugar ;  there  would  be  a 
mixture  of  clayed  with  Muscovado,  and 
all  kinds  of  ingenious  devices  would  lie 
resorted  to  whkh  would  surely  defeat  the 
object  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  recollect  the  at- 
tempt to  establish  this  distinctive  mode 
of  duty  as  to  tea ;  but  it  wu  found  that 
different  kinds  of  tea  were  so  inter- 
mingled, that  it  was  impoMible  to  main- 
tain the  discriminating  duties,  and  the? 
were  finally  abandoned.  He  (Mr.  Ewart) 
ventured  to  predict  a  similar  fate  for  the 
proposed  discriminating  dutica  on  sugar. 
The  true  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  be  to  adopt  as  low  a  duty  u  be 
could,  without  any  distinctioo  as  to  que^ 
lity.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  Ibr 
Manchester  was  influenced  by  no  faetions 
motive :  it  was  for  the  consumer  aloae  that 
he  advocated  this  equalisation  of  the  duty, 
and  it  was  only  by  a  low  duty  that  justice 
would  be  done  to  the  eonauner.  None  ef 
the  present  nseasares  were  likely  to  be  sec* 
oessful.  The  present  duties  wese  fraught 
with  injustice-— they  imposed  an 
amount  of  taxation-— they  limited 
they  did  not  put  down  riaverf  or  the 
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Slave  Trade— they  did  not  really  advance 
the  interests  of  the  West  India  colonists, 
neither  did  they  settle  the  question,  but 
kept  it  in  a  state  of  perpetual  agitaiioo, 
mora  detrimental  to  the  colouists  than  any 
other  part  of  the  community.  While  the 
qneation  was  in  its  present  state  of  agita- 
tioo«  it  was  impoaaible  that  the  Colonies 
could  prosper,  and,  as  be  had  before  said, 
the  diacriminating  duties,  od  the  authority 
of  the  most  experienced  of  the  sugar  mer- 
cbantSy  could  not  be  satisfactory,  and  he 
believed  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  think  they  could  be  lasting.  With 
tbeae  oonvictiona  he  should  second  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  ;  and  be  was 
convinced  that,  althoogh  for  a  few  years 
die  present  inlse  system  might  be  carried 
on,  it  wonld  at  last  sink  under  the  weight 
of  public  condemnation,  so  fraught  as  it 
waa  with  uncertainty  and  injustice, 

Mr.  Jama  said,  that  after  the  allusions 
wluch  bad  been  made  to  him  hj  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries,  it  might  not  be 
imwoper  for  him  to  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
mddng  a  few  remarks  early  in  the  debate. 
In  thelast  Session  of  Parliament  he,  as  one 
of  the  West  India  Proprietors,  was  amongst 
those  who  ventured  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  justice  and  sympathy  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  behalf  of  the  distressed  West  India 
interest;  and  it  was  most  gratifying  to 
find  that  the  appeal  had  not  been  altoge- 
ther made  in  vain.  He  was  anxious  co 
avail  himself  of  this,  the  first  opportunity 
which  had  been  afforded  to  him,  to  offer 
respectfully  his  thanks  to  the  right  hon. 
fiaronet  for  the  relief  which  he  had  felt  it 
to  he  consistent  with  his  public  duty  to 
offer  to  the  West  India  interest— a  relief 
which  he  could  assure  him  was  much 
wanted  hy  that  body.  Whether  it  would 
he  su£Bcient  to  enable  them  to  cultivate 
their  estates  with  much  profit  he  did  not 
know ;  but  he  did  hope  that,  at  least,  it 
would  he  the  means  of  securing  them  from 
those  extremely  heavy  losses  which  they 
had  had  to  sustain  by  keeping  their  estates 
in  cultivation  for  the  last  two  or  three 
year^  in  the  hope  of  the  arrival  of  better 
times.  With  respect  to  the  question  before 
tiie  House,  he  certainly  gave  credit  to  the 
hon.  Gendeman  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester for  the  best  intentions  in  bringing 
tUs  subject  forward.  He  believed  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  object  was  to  give 
cheap  sogar  to  the  people,  and  not  to 
court  pupidarity.  But  he  must  confess 
that  the  hon.  CScntleman  was  not  veiy  par- 


ticular as  to  the  means  by  which  he  could 
effect  his  object.  He  (Mr.  James)  beeged 
to  remind  him  that  the  resolution  orthe 
Government,  when  it  was  carried  into 
effect,  would  give  cheap  sugar  to  the  people. 
It  would  he  ll5. 3 J.  per  cwt.  cheaper  than 
at  present,  or  between  Id*  and  2d* 
per  pound,  and  that  without  inflicting 
injustice  on  any  one.  If  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  moved  were  carried 
into  a  law,  it  would  inflict  a  most  grievous 
injustice  upon  millions  of  human  beings. 
It  would  he  the  means  of  rendering  slavery 
and  the  Slave  Trade  more  profitable  than 
ever ;  and  thus  would  inflict  more  torture 
on  the  African  race,  and  fresh  injustice  on 
the  colonists.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
made  the  Motion  had  said  that  it  would  he 
very  convenient  not  to  discuss  this  question 
of  slavery  or  the  Slave  Trade  at  piesent; 
but  that  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  James)  to 
be  the  most  important  part  of  the  wh^o 
question.  To  leave  out  the  question  whe* 
tner  they  should  encourage  slavery  or  not, 
would  be  like  perfomung  the  play  of 
Hatnlei,  and  leavmg  out  the  character  of 
Hamlet,  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  tslk^ 
about  the  great  relief  which  was  about  to 
be  given  to  the  West  Indian  planter,  which 
he  estimated  at  2,300,000/.,  but  he  must 
be  permitted  to  doubt  whether  that  would 
be  the  case.  He  did  not  know  where  the 
hon.  Member  obtained  his  figures  from, 
but  he  should  think  that  amount  of  relief 
was  much  overrated.  Both  the  hon.  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment  had  said 
that  the  estates  could  not  be  cultivated  by 
agents.  He  agreed  with  them  that  the 
presence  of  the  proprietor  was  most  do- 
sirahle,  in  proof  of  which,  as  he  had 
stated  last  year,  his  son  rerided  on  his 
West  India  property.  It  had  been  said 
that  sugar  cost  6s.  or  7s*  per  cwt— - 
now  it  cost  no  such  thing.  He  believed 
that  it  would  be  produced  for  5s.  or 
65.  a  cwt. ;  but  even  at  that  cost  estates 
did  not  produce  any  profit.  The  freight  was 
55.  per  cwt.,  and  notwithstanding,  they 
wanted  to  bring  the  su^r  of  the  West  In« 
dies  into  competition  with  the  sugar  of  the 
East  Indies,  which  was  frequently  brought 
home  as  ballast.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther hbhon.  Friend  the  Memhor  for  Man- 
ehester,  who  had  brought  forward  that 
Motion,  was  a  cotton-spinner  or  a  master- 
manufacturer  ;  but  whether  or  not,  he  must 
know  that  the  manufacturers  of  Manchester 
paid  some  thousands  of  pounds  weekly  as 
wages  to  their  work-people.  Now  what 
would  the  hoa.  Member  think  if  it  wai 
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proposed  to  put  those  manufacturers^  pay- 
ing that  amount  of  wages^  into  competition 
with   other  manufacturers  who   paid  no 
wages  at  ail?      Now  this  was  precisely 
what  he  wanted  to  do  with  respect  to  the 
unfortunate  West  India  planters.    If  they 
agreed  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Memher, 
the  effect  would  be  to  bring  back  the  Slave 
Trade  in  a  more  cruel  and  more  horrible 
form  than  ever.    That  was  the  proposal ; 
but  he  was  sure  there  was  too  much  good 
sense  and  too  strong  feelings  of  justice  in 
that  House  ever  to  sanction,  he  would  not 
•ay  so  iniquitous,  but  at  all  events,  so  un- 
just and  unfair  a  proposition.     His  hon. 
Friend  had  again  reminded  them  of  the 
compensation    which  they  had   received. 
That  subject  had  often  been  discussed.     He 
wanted  to  know  if  the  constituents  of  his 
hon.  Friend  had  been,  by  an  Act  of  that 
House,  placed  in  such  a  situation  as  that 
their  mills  and  machinery  would  be  of  no 
value  to  them,  would  they  be  satisfied  to 
receive  half-a-crown  in  the  pound  as  com- 
pensation for  a  loss  of  that  kind?     He 
would  venture  to  say  they  would  not  be 
satisfied.      Now  they    (the  West    India) 
interest  had  received  exactly  that  kind  of 
compensation.    They  had,  indeed,  received 
some   compensation  for  their  slaves,   but 
they  had  received  no  compensation  what- 
ever for  their  lands.     Now,  land  could  not 
be    tilled   without    labour.     How  would 
the  hon.  Member's  constituents  feel  if  an 
Act  of  Parliament  had  been  passed  to  de- 
prive them  of  the  use  of  their  mills  and 
machinery  ?  It  was  really  difficult  to  speak 
with  any  patience  on  the  subject     If  the 
West  India  interest  had  had  justice  done 
them,  some  step  should  have  been  taken 
towards  the  close  of  the  apprenticeship 
system  to  ensure  them  a  supply  of  labour. 
The  want  of  labour,  or  sufficient  supply, 
was  the  reason  why  they  had  been  in  such 
a  state  of  difficulty  for  the  last  ten  years. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  had  said 
that    we    used    slave-grown    coffee,    and 
slave-grown  cotton,   and  why  not   slave- 
grown  sugar }  Sugar  required  an  immense 
deal  of  labour  for  its  cultivation,  which 
was  not  the  case   either  with   cotton  or 
eoffee.     The  objections  to  the  admission  of 
slave  sugar  was  not  so  much  because  it  was 
produced  by  slaves,  as  because  it  would 
tend  greatly  to  stimulate  the  Slave  Trade. 
Much  had    been  said  about  the  price  of 
sugar  and  the  prospects  of  the  West  India 
planter.     Now,  the  cost  of  producing  a 
hogshead  of  sugar  in  Jamaica  was  al^ut 
double  the  price  at  which  it  could  be  pro- 


duced either  in  the  Brazils  or  Cuba  $  and  if 
the  West  India  planters  were  to  be  placed 
on  equal  and  direct  competition  widi  the 
planters  of  Brazil  and  Cuba,  the  conae- 
quences  would  be,  that  they  would  be 
driven  out  of  the  market,  the  cultivation 
of  their  estates  must  cease,  and  they  would 
be  altogether  ruined.     If  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motion  was  carried  into  effect,  there  woald 
be  such  a  demand  for  slave  sugar  to  suppljr 
this  country,  that  all  expectations  of  in- 
ducing Foreign  States  to  emancipate  their 
slaves  would  be  hopeless.    After  all  the 
exertions    of   this   country   for    the   last 
thirty-five  years,  under  all  Governments^ 
Whig  and  Tory — after  expending  about 
35,000,000/.  of  money  in  the  attempt  to 
put  down   the    detestable  and  nefarious 
traffic  in  human  beings — the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  if  it 
were  carried,  would  make  that  traffic  more 
flourishing,  and  give  it  such  an  impetus 
that  no  power  on  earth  could  control  or 
put  it  down.     He  remembered  that  for- 
merly  Lord   Brougham  observed  in  the 
debate  on  the  case  of  Missionary  Smith, 
''  man   can  have  no  property   in   man." 
That  maxim  was  greatly  admired  at  the 
time ;  but  now  a  feeling  appeared  in  some 
quarters  to  adopt  the  exactly  opposite  prin* 
ciple.      He  could  not  sit  down  without 
alluding  to  one  most  respected  friend  of  his 
who  had  not  changed  his  opinions  on  this 
question :  he  meant  Dr.  Lushington,  and 
who  still  remained  as  much  as  ever  opposed 
to  every  thing  which  would  promote  the 
Slave  Trade.    The  true  question,  however, 
was  confined  within  a  very  narrow  limit- 
it  was  this,  that  those  who  wished  to  cany 
out  efiectually  the  abolition  of  slavery  and 
the  Slave  Trade  should  support  the  plan  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  while  those  who  wished  to 
support  and  keep  up  a  traffic  in  slaves 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  Ricardo  thought  that  if  he  wished, 
like  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  to  speak  in  favour  of  one  dass,  he 
might  easily  find  means  to  make  out  a  case. 
The  abolition  of  the  export  duty  on  coals 
was  a  matter  of  some  importance  to  his 
constituents ;  and  the  earthenware  of  fo- 
reign countries  might  be  brought  into 
competition  with  their  earthenware,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  regulations  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  allowing  coal,  day,  and  iron 
to  be  exported  firee;  but  his  constituents 
were  not  so  ungenerous  as  to  look  to  their 
own  interests  alone ;  they  were  willing  to 
trust  to  their  own  resources,  considering 
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that  to  be  the  only  real  element  of  success ; 
they  were  too  independent  and  too  honest  to 
look  for  their  prosperity  to  the  subsidies  of 
their  fellow-countrymen.  But  they  had  a 
right,  he  thought,  to  ask  what  was  the  reason 
why  so  much  was  taken  off  one  class  of  per- 
sons to  be  laid  upon  them ;  they  could  not 
understand  what  supernatural  attribute  be- 
longed to  sugar  and  its  twin  sister,  com,  that 
they  should  be  excepted  from  the  same  opera- 
tion that  had  been  practised  on  almost  every 
article  else  that  passed  throught  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  hands.  They  could  not 
understand  what  ''  divinity  doth  so  hedge" 
these  articles  that  should  except  them 
from  the  fate  of  other  articles  of  commerce ; 
they  could  not  understand  how  the  prin- 
ciples which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
proceeded  upon  with  respect  to  other  arti- 
cles could  be  made  consistent  with  the 
manner  in  which  he  meant  to  deal  with 
sugar.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  talked  of  the  duty  on  raw  cotton  in 
bringing  forward  his  Budget,  said — 

"  I  know  it  will  be  said  that  this  trade  is 
now  in  a  flourishiog  coodition ;  but  we  must 
not  disregard  the  formidable  competition  to 
which  it  is  exposed ;  we  roust  consider  how 
materially  this  cotton  manufacture  has  contri- 
buted to  the  strength  of  the  country,  bow  ma- 
terially it  aided  in  enabling  us  to  go  through 
successfully  that  great  conflict  in  which  we 
were  some  thirty  years  ago  engaged— what 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  persons 
there  are  who  are  indebted  to  it  for  their  oc- 
cupation and  subsistence.  Seeing  and  consi- 
dering these  things — seeing  the  amount  of 
duty  imposed  upon  the  coarser  fieibrics — seeing 
the  extent  of  competition  to  which  they  are 
exposed — seeing  the  importance  of  this  manu- 
fiicture  to  the  commercial  greatness  of  this 
country,  we  are  prepared  to  advise  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  duty  upon  cotton  wool.  The  esti- 
mated loss  to  the  Revenue  by  the  abolition  of 
the  duty  on  cotton  wool,  laking  as  a  guide 
the  amount  received  last  year,  will  not  be  less 
than  680,0004'' 

In  that  instance  there  was  no  compromise 
as  to  cotton  from  the  East  Indies— no  tem- 
porising in  order  to  see  if  we  could  obtain 
redprood  advantages  from  the  United 
States— no  slave  labour  or  free  labour 
considerations  urged — no  compromise  of 
any  kind  made ;  but  total  abolition  of  the 
duty  was  resolved  upon.  In  future  times 
Would  any  one  who  took  up  Hansard-^ 
that  record  which  could  not  be  disputed  of 
proceedings  in  Parliament— believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  announced  to  the 
House  of  Commons  the  measure  respecting 
sugar,  whilst  the  words  in  which  he  had 
proposed  the  total  abolition  of  the  cotton 


duty  were  still  ringing  in  the  ears  of  hon. 
Members.  Any  person  reading  that  speech 
would  say  that  no  two  measures  were  ever 
more  opposed  or  distinct  from  each  other 
than  the  principles  which  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  acted  upon  in  dealing  with  cotton 
and  sugar,  and  that  while  the  one  was 
simple,  effective,  and  just,  the  other  was 
complicated,  weak*  and  unjust,  and  above 
aU,.as  he  sincerely  believed,  altogether  im- 
practicable. The  one  measure  went  upon 
the  principle,  that  by  affording  fresh  faci- 
lities to  your  imports  you  will  increase 
your  exports ;  and  the  adoption  of  the  other 
involved  the  sacrifice  of  one  of  the  best 
markets  in  t^  world  for  our  manufacturing 
produce.  By  the  one  you  take  off  a  duty 
which  interferred  with  the  extension  of 
your  manufactures  without  waiting  to  see 
whether  any  modification  of  the  'J^uiff  of 
the  United  States  can  be  got  in  return  ; 
and  by  the  other  you  inflict  a  deep  injury 
on  the  Brarils,  on  account  of  some  differ- 
ences in  philanthropic  tenets  and  philan- 
thropic feelings.  If  any  proposition  has 
ever  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
which  warranted  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester»  it  was  the  one  brought  forward  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  proposed  as  an  amendment, — 

''  That  no  arrangement  of  the  Sugar  Duties 
will  be  satisfactory  and  permanent,  which 
does  not  involve  an  equalization  of  duty  on 
Foreign  and  Colonial  sugar." 

The  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
unnecessarily  complicated.  He  (Mr.  Ri- 
cardo)  found  that  there  were  no  less  than 
nineteen  different  descriptions  or  rates  of 
duty  to  be  levied  on  sugar ;  according  to 
that  plan,  he  could  almost  have  imagined 
that  the  400  and  odd  duties  that  were  to 
be  taken  off  had  been  transplanted  into  the 
paper  which  detailed  the  plan,  and  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  hon.  Members.  The  plan 
was  full  of  distinctions  without  differ- 
ences, and  differences  without  distinc« 
tions;  of  ad  valorem  duties  that  would 
be  inoperative,  together  with  numberless 
useless  and  vexatiously  minute  details. 
There  was  too  a  needless  sacrifice  of  re- 
venue without  any  corresponding  advan- 
tages. He  was  ignorant  of  the  source  from 
whence  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  obtained 
his  information,  nor  did  he  know  what  aid 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  provided  for 
carrying  his  scheme  into  execution ;  but  if 
any  man  would  tell  him  in  practice  where 
Muscovado  ended,  and  clayed  sugar  b^jan— • 
if  be  could  mention-  aoy  test  bf  which 
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dftjfld  fugur  oould  be  distinguuhed,  or  by 
wUdi  it  oould  be  asoerudned  if  sogur  had 
been  clayed  at  all;  then  that  man  was 
■Mre  aequainted  with  the  trade  than  any 
of  the  eminent  merchants  who  had  passed 
their  lives  in  it,  with  whom  he  had  mohen 
OB  the  question*  If  the  right  hon*  Baro- 
net had  found  such  a  man  in  England,  for 
the  aerrice  of  the  Custom  House,  it  was 
matter  of  congratulation  to  him,  for  such 
a  man  would  be  wanted  immediately.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  take  care  at  once 
to  engage  him  and  secure  his  services  for 
the  Custom  House.  The  Government  said 
their  officers  had  certified  that  they  oould 
distinguish  them ;  but  the  brokers  of  most 
experienoe  in  the  sugar  trade  fledared  that 
oould  not  be  done.  He  had  received  several 
letters  from  mexchants  most  extensively  en- 
gaged in  the  trade,  who  all  described  the 
acheme  as  extravaeant  and  absurd*  He 
would  trouble  the  House  with  an  extract 
from  one  of  their  communications,  the  cir* 
cular  of  an  extensiTe  wholesale  broker  who 
aaid,-* 

'^  It  is  almost  ludicrous  to  find  oniselves 
thus  travelling  backward  io  commercial  legis- 
lation ;  neither  Mr.  Vaasittart,  nor  any  of  bis 
predecessors,  ever  sought  to  introduce  aoy 
measora  more  aonoyiog  or  vexatious  in  its  ope- 
ration than  this  U  \\ke\y  to  be.  Every  mat  or 
bag  of  sugar,  say  upwards  of  700,000  to  the 
port  of  London  idone,  will  require  to  be  speci- 
ally examined  and  decided  upon  by  a  Custom 
House  ofltoer^'who  must  stand,  'test in  hand,' 
to  pronounce  authoritatively  upon  a  differen- 
tial doty  against  the  importer  to  the  extent  of 
17  per  cent,  on  the  14i.  per  cwt.  rate/^ 


hon*  Friend  the  Member  for  Manches* 
tor  had  spoken  of  the  immense  sacrifice 
made  by  the  people  of  this  country  as  re- 
gaided  the  pnce  of  sugar ;  he  thought  that 
Us  hon.  Fnend  said  that  the  di£S»enoe  be- 
tweea  the  price  of  sugar  in  this  country 
before  it  passed  through  the  Oovamment 
tnmpike,  and  the  cost  of  it  on  the  conti- 
nent, was  ld#.  the  cwt,  or  18/.  a  ton.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Ricardo)  made  the  diffivenoe  in 
prioe  even  moie  than  this.  He  found  that 
last  year  the  average  price  in  bond«  accord* 
ing  to  the  OazeUe,  was  34s.  per  cwt*,  while 
the  average  price  per  cwt.  on  the  Continent 
was  only  aOr.,  thus  showinff  a  diffSwenoe  in 
the  amount  of  sacrifioe  made  by  the  Eog* 
lish  eonsomer  of  14«.  the  cwt.,  or  14/.  per 
ton.  The  amount  of  the  consumption  of 
sugar  in  this  country  is  20,700,000  cwt. 
Thus  the  unneoessaiy  expenditura  or  sacri- 
fioe  to  Englandf  in  the  purchase  of  sugar 
alone— without  cootributinff  till  that  wen 
«iid  one  fiHrduBg  t»  the  Rerenue^was 


2,895,000/.  He  had  rxaminfJ  the  matter 
as  to  the  effect  d  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
plan  ;  he  had  taken  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
mans  own  figures  as  to  the  estimate  of  the 
consumption  of  sugar  for  the  next  year,  and 
he  made  out  the  foQowing  result  Theri^^ 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  we  should  con- 
sume 15,000  tons  white  clayed  fiireign  at 
the  natural  price  of  the  world,  subject  to 
the  highest  duty  of  28#.  per  cwt. ;  5,000 
tons  of  brown  clayed,  or  Muscovado,  at  a 
duty  of  235. 4d, ;  70,000  tons  white  dayed 
Cohmial,  at  a  duty  of  16/.  4d ;  and  164,000 
tonsof  Colonial  Muscovado  or  brown  dayed, 
at  a  duty  of  14s.  These  different  rates  of 
duties  bein£  thus  chargeable  would  act  as 
protective  duties ;  thus  the 

15,000  tons  at  the  38s.  duty  woali 
be  at  its  nainral  price,  and  theie 
would  be  ao  loss. 

5,000  tons  at  the  23x.  4d.  doty  will 
establish  a  relative  protection  to  the 
extent  of  At,  8d.  per  cwt.,  or £23,333 

70,000  tons  at  the  16s.  Ad.  duty 
will  establbh  a  protection  to  the  ex« 
tent  of  lis.  8d.  per  cwt.  on  the  oati^ 
ral  price  of  the  world  ;  and  of  7s.  on 
the  protected  foreign  Musooi«do;  the 
whole  protection  will  be  equal  tO|  at 
lis.  8d. 816,666 

160,000  tons  at  the  14f.  duty  will 
establish  a  protection  to  the  extent  of 
14s.  per  cwt.  on  the  natural  price, 
2».  Ad.  per  cwt,  on  the  clayed  Colo- 
nial, and  9s.  8d.  per  cwt«  en  the 
for^gn  Muscovado  ;  the  whole  pro- 
tection beiog  at  14t 2,240,000 

£3,079,909 

Showing  a  greater  eacriica  to  be  asade  fcf 
the  En^ish  cottsnmer,  under  the  propeaed 
plan  of  the  Ministers,  than  was  madettuder 
the  previous  arrangements.  Then,  an  to 
the  Revenue,  he  thoueht  that  there  could 
hardly  be  a  question  uat  if  there  was  an 
equalised  duty  on  ail  sugar  that  the  Eevenua 
would  be  greatly  increased,  for  it  oould  ha 
shown  to  demonstration  that  whenever 
there  had  been  a  reduction  b  the  price  of 
sugar,  the  consumption  had  incnaaed^  not 
moely  in  proportion  to  the  reduction,  hut 
in  a  much  neater  ratio.  Thui^  if  thi^ 
took  Mr.  M'Culloch's  estimate  of  the  aL 
lowance  in  worUiooses  at  341hs.  per  head 
per  annum,  which  might  yery  fairly  be 
taken  as  alow  average  of  the  power  of  cost* 
sumption  of  the  whde  population,  the  pa- 
pulation being  28,000,000 ;  the  conaaoA* 
tion  of  sugar,  in  the  proportion  which  be 
had  stated,  would  be  952,000^000  IhiL 
Now,  taking  an  equalised  dolgr  of  1^  per 
lb.,  or  14si  per  cwt»  die  amoaat  which  tfao 
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right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  levy  as  the 
new  dutj  on  West  India  sugar^  the  re» 
▼enue  or  amount  of  duty  would  be 
5^960,000/.  Deduct  from  this,  in  round 
numberst  four  millions,  which  the  right 
hoD.  Baronet  estimated  as  the  amount  of 
revenuei  there  would  remain  1,950,000^ 
If  to  this  were  added  the  charge  of  the 
extra  cost  price  of  sugar,  which  lias  been 
taken  at  3,079,000/.,  it  will  give  as  the  re- 
sult 5,029,000/.  as  the  amount  of  loss  to  the 
consumers  of  sugar ;  and  this  amount  might 
Tery  easily  be  transferred  to  the  Revenue  of 
the  country,  instead  of  being  thrown  away, 
as  it  was  to  be  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
measure.  The  consumers  would  not  suffer 
more  by  paying  this  amount  to  the  Public 
Revenue  than  by  paying  it  to  the  West  In* 
dia  proprietors,  to  whom  this  amount  would 
be  paid  without  any  corresponding  advant- 
agew  This  amount  was  very  neariy  equal  to 
the  receipt  of  the  Income  Tax  ^  it  equalled  in 
ftct  the  estimate  of  the  sum  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  took  as  the  expected  revenue  from 
that  tax.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  it 
would  be  more  consistent  with  the  ri^t 
hon.  Baronet's  character  as  a  financier* 
and  mora  politic  in  him  as  a  Minister,  if 
he  had  come  down  to  that  House,  and  in- 
stead of' asking  them  to  continue  the  In- 
come TaX|  in  order  to  enable  him  to  reduce 
the  duties  upon  sugar*  he  announced  his 
intention  of  reducing  the  duties  on  sugar, 
to  enable  him  to  diroense  altogether  with 
the  Income  Tax.  He  knew  that  such  a 
proposition  would  be  met  by  considerable 
grumbling  from  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  by  some  angry 
speeches  from  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House;  but  let  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet depend  upon  it  that  public  opinion 
was  the  true  source  of  power-— that  it  alone 
would  retain  him  in  the  situation  he  now 
•eeupied— and  that  with  it  he  might  safely 
set  at  nought  all  the  growlings  or  grumlh> 
lings  that  mi^ht  be  raised  against  those 
ooncessions  which  the  necessities  of  the  time 
denuuided.  He  believed  that  the  right 
koB.  Baronet  would  willingly  make  those 
ooncessions  if  he  weronot  afraid  of  his  Par- 
lianentary  migority.  He  saw  signs  of  such 
«  disposition  in  every  commercial  arrange- 
aoent  whieh  the  right  hon.  Baronet  mide, 
excepting  those  wfich  related  to  com  and 
•ogar.  He  quitted  his  ordinary  path  as 
logaided  these,  and  entered  into  a  com- 
promise with  Uie  monopolists  of  them,  un- 
worthy of  his  great  station,  and  his  great 
financial  reputation.  He  hoped  the  West 
ladiaa  proprietois  would  see  the  necessity 


of  yielding  in  time— that  they  would  begin 
to  find  out  that  the  ball  was  rolling,  and 
that  nothing  that  they  could  do  would  suf- 
fice to  stop  it,  and  that  they  would  at 
lenffth  discover  that  their  better  course  was 
to  foUow  the  example  of  the  English  ma- 
nufacturers to  trust  to  their  own  ingenuity 
and  their  own  resources,  and  at  once  give 
up  the  absurdity  of  protection  and  mono- 
poly. Capital  so  unnaturally  employed, 
was  like  a  house  built  upon  sand,  and  all 
their  protection  and  discriminating  duties 
would  not  prevent  it  from  fallinff.  His 
advice  to  them,  then,  was,  to  yidd  grace- 
fully, in  a  time  of  prosperity,  that  which 
would  be  forced  fran  them  at  a  period  of 
adversity. 

Sir  G.  Clerk :  After  the  repeated  dis- 
cussions which  have  taken  place  upon  this 
subject,  and  feeling  with  the  hon.  Membtt 
for  Manchester  how  very  little  abstract 
discussions  aro  suited  to  the  taste  of  this 
House,  I  shall,  upon  the  abstract  part  of 
the  question,  touch  lightly  indeed.  The 
hon.  Members  for  Manchester  and  Stoke* 
upon-Trent,  who  have  addressed  the  House 
with  so  much  ability,  although  they  b^n 
with  observations  directed  against  the 
maintenance  of  all  protective  duties  what- 
soever, found  it  moro  convenient  to  confine 
their  subsequent  observations  to  the  subject 
matter  now  before  us-— as  to  whether  any 
protection  should  be  granted  to  the  Gdoniid 
produoera  of  sugar,  than  to  amie  the  ques- 
tion upon  genend  grounds.  The  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  Stoke-upon-Tient 
said,  if  particular  interests  were  to  be  con- 
sidered in  dealing  with  the  proposed 
chances,  that  he  might  put  in  a  claim  on 
behatt  of  his  constituents.  The  removal 
of  the  duty  on  coal  will  afiect  them  little 
indeed*  and  he  might  easily  tite  credit  for 
bein^  generous  upon  such  a  point.  But  I 
should  like  to  know  what  sort  of  a  recep- 
tion the  hon.  Crentleman  would  receive 
firom  his  constituents,  if  he  were  to  propose 
to  them  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  French 
porcelains  and  china.  |^Mr.  jRicarcb  ob- 
served that  he  had  told  them  so  a  thousand 
times.^  With  respect  to  the  removal  of 
the  export  duty  on  coab,  he  suspected  the 
eftct  would  be  experienced  at  distant 
parts  of  the  country,  and  not  by  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
removal  of  the  export  duty  upon  coal  they 
may  readily  agree  to,  because  it  cannot 
affect  them  much ;  but  their  readiness  to 
agree  to  that  proposition  does  not  at  all 
prove  that  they  are  prepared  to  give  up 
all  proteotiQik  f  Mr.  Jttodnfe  had  ^rom 
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of  the  removal  of  the  protecting  export 
duties  on  china^  stone^  and  clay.  J     I  will 
not  dwell    upon  that  point.    The    hon. 
Gentleman  says^  thai  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's proposals  regarding  the  Sugar  Duties 
are  inconsistent  with  uie  removal  of  the 
duty  upon  cotton^  wool^  and  other  raw  ma- 
terialsy  which  form  the  hasis  of  most  of  our 
important  manufactures.     Those  questions 
must  he  considered  each  upon  its   own 
grounds,  and  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
sugar,  it  is  our  duty  to  look  to  the  peculiar 
condition  of  our  colonists  in  the  West  In- 
dies, and  to  see  whether  it  is  such  as  to 
justify  us  in  continuing  protection  to  them 
—in  continuing  protection  to  a  particular 
article— in  the   produce  of  which   great 
masses  of  people  are  engaged,  and  a  great 
amount  of  capital  is  invested.    I  admit  that 
the  protective  system  may  be  carried  too 
far ;  that  it  has  already  been  greatly  abused 
in  attempting  to  bolster  up  manufactures  not 
suited  to  the  cMme  or  circumstances  of  the 
country.     But  in  the  complicated  state  of 
this  country,  both  as  regards  her  institu- 
tions and  her  finance,  with  the  pressure 
upon  her  of  a  great  debt,  it  becomes  a  dif- 
ferent question  whether  you  will  remove 
all  protection  from  her  domestic  industry. 
It  by  no  means  follows  that  protection  is  to 
be  given  to  every  article  te  the  same  extent. 
There  are  branches  of  manufactures  in  this 
country  for  which  we  possess  peculiar  advan* 
tages,  and  it  would  be  absurd  to  say  that  they 
could  be  benefited  by  any  system  of  protec- 
tion.  That,  however,  does  not  apply  gene- 
rally to  all ;  and  when  you  come  to  consider 
the  peculiar  case  of  the  West  Indies  I  must 
say  that  I  think  they  have»  in  their  present 
situation,  a  strong  claim  upon  this  House. 
Recollect  what  was  the  situation  of  those 
Colonies  until  a  recent  period.     Under  a 
system  of  cultivation  which  had  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Legislature  of  this 
country,  I  mean  the  system  of  slave-labour, 
supplied   by  the  importation  of  negroes 
from  Africa,  our  West  Indian  Colonies 
were  enabled  to  produce  not  only  a  suffi- 
cient supply  of  sugar  for  this  country, 
but  were  enabled  to  export  besides  large 
quantities  of  that  article  to  the  continent  of 
Europe.    This  country,  most  wisely  and 
justly,  about  forty  years  ago,  put  an  end  to 
the  traffic  of  slaves  in  our  Colonies,  and  ten 
years  ago  it  determined  that  slavery  should 
no  longer  exist  in  any  part  of  the  British 
dominions.    About  that  time  the  House 
came  to   a  resolution  to  the  effect  thatj 
however  desirable  it  might  be,  and  how- 
ever praiiewortby  the  cdgect}  to  seek  the 


immediate  abolition  of  slavery,  yet,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  must  be  prepared 
for  the  results  of  such  a  step^  and  expect 
that  for  a  certain  time  the  production  of 
sugar  would  be  greatly  diminished,  and 
that  they  would,  in  consequence,  be  obliged 
to  pay  an  enhanced  price  for  it.     The 
House  in  effect  said  at  that  time,  you  can- 
not expect  both  the  blessings  of  liberty  to 
your  fellow-subjects  in  the  West  Indies, 
and  cheap  sugar.     Now,  let  us  see  what, 
up  to  a  late  period,  was  the  efiect  of  that 
step?    Let  me  first  observe,  that  in  the 
years  1831-2,  the  quantity  of  sugar  brought 
from  the   East  and  West  Indies  greatly 
exceeded  the  quantity  which  was  required 
for  the  consumption  of  the  cpuntry ;  and 
that  in  price  it  was  quite  as  cheap  as  it 
could  be  had  from  Brazil  or  Cuba.    If 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  look  to  the  averafle 
price  in  1831,  they  will  see  that  it  coiud 
not  exceed  23s.  a  cwt.      In   1834,  the 
amount  imported  from  the   West  Indies 
alone  was  3,800,000  cwt,  and  in  1839, 
when  the  Parliament  had  declared  that 
slavery  should  no  longer  exist  in  our  Bri- 
tish possessions,  the  produce  of  sugar  fdl 
off  from  3,800,000  cwt.  to  2,500,000  cwt. 
This  reduction  on  account  of  the  chanee  in 
the  condition  of  the  labourer  in  the  West 
Indies,  was  followed  by  two  or  three  moat 
unpropitious  seasons,  by  which  the  produce 
was  still  further  greatly  diminished^  so 
that  in  1841,  in  which  year  the  amount 
of  produce  had  reached  its  minimum,  the 
whole  quantity  of  sugar  from  the  West 
Indies  amounted  only  to  107,000  tons,  in- 
stead of  200,000  tons,  the  amount  pro- 
duced  under  different  circumstances   ten 
years  before.    In  1843,  it  rose  to  125,000 
tons ;  and  we  have  reason  to  believe  that 
the  quantity  sent  home  from   the  West 
Indies  in  the  present  year  will  not  be  less 
than  140,000  tons.      Now,  Sir,  after  hav^ 
ing  tried  so  great  an  experiment  in  the 
years  1838-9,  the  success  of  which  has  ex- 
I  ceeded  in  many  respects  our  most  sanguine 
expectations,  that  experiment  having  been 
unattended  with    any  outbreak    ur  any 
breach  of  the  peace,  notwithstanding  the 
difficulties  to  be  struggled  with  at  the  time, 
is  it,  I  ask,  wise  for  this  House  now  to 
interfere  and  say  that  those  who  suffered 
by  that  experiment  shall  no  longer  be  en- 
titled to  any  protection  ?    There  does  ap« 
pear  to  me  to  be  an  inconsistency  between 
the  aiffuments  used  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  oddressed  the  House  in  support 
of  the  Amendment,  and  the  nature  m  the 
AmenAnent  itself.    If  it  is  tm^  u  Ihi 


1081 


Sugar  Dutiei. 


{Pbb.24} 


Sugar  Dutiet. 


1082 


hon.  Member  for  Mancfaeater  has  said^  that 
in  the  course  of  next  year  we  shall  pay  a 
bonus  to  the  West  Indian  proprietors  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  2^300,000/^ 
or  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke- upon- 
Trent  calculated  it,  of  3,300,000/.,  if  such 
is  iheiT  belief 9  they  will  be  guilty  of  a 
great  dereliction  of  duty  if  they  do  not 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the 
question,  which  was  brought  forward  in 
1842  and  1843,  that  there  shall  be  an  im- 
mediate abolition  of  all  distinctive  duties 
between  sugar  the  produce  of  our  Colonies, 
and  suear  the  produce  of  any  Foreign 
State.  I  know  that  advocates  of  free  trade 
have  brought  forward  that  question  to  di- 
vide the  House  on  it.  But  I  know  also 
that  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
them,  likewise  professing  free- trade  prin. 
dples,  felt  that  there  was  something  so 
peculiar  in  the  situation  of  our  West 
Indian  Colonies  as  to  preclude  them  from 
going  the  length  of  voting  for  the  abolition 
of  such  distinctive  duties.  And  I  do  not 
think  from  the  appearance  of  the  House 
to-n^ht  [there  were  about  fifty  Members 
present]  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester has  any  reason  to  hope  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  or  those  Gentlemen  who  generally 
act  with  the  noble  Lord  upon  this  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
has  stated  that  because  we  give  a  differen- 
tial  duty  of  10^.  a  cwt.  it  follows  that  the 
whole  of  that  duty  must  be  paid  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people  of  this  country; 
while  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stoke-upon-Trent,  if  I  understand  his  cal- 
culation rightly,  maintains  that  upon  the 
sugar  that  comes  in  at  2Ss.  duty  there  will 
be  no  loss  to  the  people,  but  that  upon 
every  sugar  that  comes  in  at  a  lower  rate 
of  duty  there  wiU  be  a  loss  proportionate 
with  the  amount  of  duty,  and  which  in  the 
aggregate  he  calculated  at  1,000,000/.  He 
said  that  if  the  sugar  to  be  consumed  in 
this  country  was  admitted  at  a  duty  of 
28^.,  it  would  make  no  matter  to  the  con- 
sumer whether  it  came  in  at  that  duty,  or 
whether  he  paid  the  amount  in  some  other 
shape  to  the  West  Indian  proprietor.  Now 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  it 
difficult  to  convince  his  constituents  that  the 
immediate  removal  of  a  duty  of  20^.,  or 
15^.  upon  the  manufactures  of  earthen- 
ware would  be  of  no  consequence  to  them. 
And  yet  he  undertakes  to  tell  his  consti- 
tuents that  they  can  purchase  the  article 
of  sugar  just  as  cheaply  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  puts  on  it  a  duty  of  28«., 


as  if  he  only  puts  on  a  duty  of  lOs.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  entered  into 
a  statement  of  the  expense  of  cultivating 
sugar  in  former  times,  and  quoted  the  re- 
sult of  some  prizes  given  for  the  cultiva- 
tion of  sugar  upon  a  late  occasion,  showing 
that  the  expense  of  cultivating  it  in  the 
West  Indies  was  not  so  great  as  was  alleged. 
But  the  hon.  Member  forgot  to  inform 
the  House  that  the  account  he  quoted  em- 
braced only  the  expense  of  labour  in  the 
field.  He  must  be  perfectly  aware,  or  if 
he  is  not  I  must  say  that  his  information  ia 
most  erroneous,  that  that  amount  has  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  general  expense  of 
management ;  that  in  fact  it  contained  no 
charge  for  the  premises*  for  the  capital  ex- 
pended, for  work  at  the  mill,  or  taxes, 
being  confined  to  the  expenses  connected 
with  the  land.  The  hon.  Member  seems 
to  think  too  that  the  West  Indian  planters 
are  encumbered  with  surplus  labour,  that 
they  give  low  wages,  and  hold  out  no  in- 
ducement to  the  emancipated  negroes  to 
work,  and  opposed  themselves  in  every  in- 
stance to  the  introduction  of  an  improved 
mode  of  culture  and  machinery.  Now«  al. 
though  my  information  is  not  veiy  exten- 
sive, it  is  80  completely  the  reverse  of 
that  which  the  hon.  Grentleman  has  placed 
before  the  House*  that  I  am  really  at 
a  loss  to  understand  from  which  quarter 
he  derived  his  information.  It  is  cer- 
tainly not  what  he  may  have  gathered 
from  ,the  discussions  which  have  taken 
place  upon  the  subject  in  this  House, 
because  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  has  in  some  of  those  discussions 
referred  to  the  extreme  comfort  in  which 
the  negro  of  the  West  Indies  was  now 
placed,  on  account  of  the  high  wages  he 
received.  I  understand  that  be  now  re- 
ceives 2«.  a  day*  instead  of  6t,  or  7s,  a 
week  under  the  old  system.  I  moreover 
believe  that  the  complaint  has  rather  been 
on  the  part  of  the  planters,  and  to  this 
efiect — that  owing  to  the  great  difficulty  of 
obtaining  labourers  they  were  obliged  to 
pay  too  high  a  rate  of  wages.  I  think, 
too,  that  it  was  rather  umair  that  the 
system  of  apprenticeship  should  have  been 
prematurely  put  an  end  to  before  measures 
were  taken  to  supply  the  planters  with  a 
sufficient  amount  of  labour.  I  do  trust, 
however,  that  even  in  that  respect  an  im- 
provement is  taking  place,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  take  place,  in  the  West  Indies. 
But  certainly  if  there  be  any  West  Indian 
Gentlemen  in  this  House,  any  Gentlemen 
who  may  have  the  misfortune  to  have  large 
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Mtates  in  Jamaica^  or  other  West  Indian 
islands^  I  think  they  must  have  been  sur- 
priied  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Man* 
Chester  state  that  the  estates  ought  to  be 
in  a  more  flourishing  condition  now  than 
in  the  time  of  slave  labour.  So  far  from 
that,  I  believe,  that  the  present  is  the  only 
year  from  which  they  will  have  derived  Is. 


to  the  West  Indies.  That  is  a  trade  whjdi 
is  not  liable  to  those  allematkma  which 
any  misundemtanding  with  other  conntries 
may  create.  It  ia  one  alto  carried  on  by 
the  shipping  of  this  country  ;  and  we  mutt 
recollect  that  it  is  the  pottettion  of  that 
Colonial  Empire  which  idone  can  tecure  to 
us  a  comn^erdal  marine  oi  a  magnitude 


of  benefit  from  those  estates^  which  for-  |  sufficient  to   enable  us  to  maintain  our 
merly  yielded  them  very  large  profits.    I    maritime  pre-eminence.    No  nation 
know  that  the  Members  for  Manchester 
and  Stoke-upon-Trent  are  of  opinion,  that 
it  is  in  vain  for  the  West  Indian  body  to 
look  for  any  improvement ;  that  they  may 
as  well  despair ;  that  they  are  going  from 
worse  to  worse ;  and  that  the  best  thing 
they  can  do  is  at  once  to  give  up  protection 
and  abandon  the  cultivation  of  sugar  alto- 
gether.   I  would  ask  whether  they  would, 
under  similar  circumstanees,  give  the  same 
advice  to  the  coal  proprietors?    I  would 
ask  them  even  what  do  they  suppose  would 
be  the  price  of  sugar  if  their  policy  was 
adopted.     I  would  ask  them  whether  they 
expect  that,  under  existing  circumstances, 
sugar  would  come  into  this  country  at  19s. 
or  20#."— whether^  after  having  destroyed 
our  own  Colonies,  and  thereby  given  a 
most  extraordinary  stimulus  to  those  coun- 
tries where  slave  labour  continues,  and 
slavery  ttiU  exists,  they  suppose  we  would 
have'  sugar  much  cheaper  than  at  present  ? 
If  they  do  I  think  they  would  be  sadly 
mistaken.    On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that 
by  continuing  a  moderate  protection  to  the 
Wett  Indian  planters,  who  are  producing 
an  increased  and  increasing  quantity,  you 
will  secure  to  the  consumer  a  low  price, 
while  you  will  avoid  inflicting  any  injury 
on  exitting  interests,  and  avoid  giving  a 
ttimulus  to  the  continuance  of  slavery.     It 
baa  been  said  that  the  West  Indies  have 
always  been  a  drag  upon  this  country ;  that 
for  theirmonopoly  we  arepaying2,000,000/. 
or  3,000,000/.  a  year  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  labourers  and  artisans  of  this  country 
unnecessarily ;  and  that  it  would  be  in- 
finitely better  for  this  country,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  says,  that 
the  whole  of  these  islands  should  be  blotted 
out  of  the  map  of  the  world.     I  believe 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  sin- 
gular in  that  opinion,  for  I  believe  that  the 
West  Indies   are   very  valuable  to  this 
country.    If  we  look  at  the  Retumt  laid 
before  the  Houte,  we  see  that  of  the  large 
amount  of  56,000,000^  or  58,000.000/.  of 
exportt  which  go  to  our  Eatt  Indian,  our 
Wett  Indian,  and  our  North  American 
Coloaiet,  about  one«fifth  of  the  whole  goet 


out  the  Colonies  which  this  country  ^ 
sesses  will  ever  be  able  to  rival  us  in  our 
commercial  marine.     But  you  may  depend 
upon  it  if  you  by  your  legislation  make  the 
West  Indies,  as  has  been  expressed,  "  a 
drag  upon  the  country,"  instead  of  being  a 
benefit,  you  will  wish   that  they  were 
blotted  out  of  the  map  of  the  world.    You 
may  depend  on  it  that  the  injury  that 
would  be  done  to  this  country  would  not 
alone  consist  in  our  loss  of  trade  to  the 
amount  of  about  3,000,000/.,  but  it  wouU 
materially  afiect  our  shipping  interests, 
and  a  blow  would  be  struck  at  the  maritime 
power  of   this  country  which  it  would 
never  recover.    The    hon.    Member   for 
Manchester  stated,  that  our  imports  have 
fallen  off*  from  the  West  Indies,  while  our 
exports  have  not  decreased.    It  is  porfeetly 
dear,  that  if,  as  an  immediate  oonsequenee 
of  your  legiidation,  the  produoe  of  these 
islands  fell  from  200,000  tons  of  sugar  to 
100,000  tons,  that  sufficiently  accounts  for 
your  imports  falling  ofi^,  whilst  those  in  the 
West  Indies  could  not  import  many  articles 
into  the  West  Indies  whidi  were  to  be  paid 
for  by  their  own  products;  and  it  is  only 
remarkable  that  the  export  of  the  manu« 
factures  of  this  country  to  the  British  West 
Indies  has  not  fallen  off  in  a  great  propor- 
tion.   But  I  do  trust,  as  the  West  Indies 
improve  in  their  condition,  and  are  better 
supplied  with  labour,  or  as  the  emancipated 
negroes  apply  themselves  more  diligently 
to  the  cultivatiott  of  the  estates,  that  we 
shall  see  a  very  great  improvement  in  those 
islands,  and   consequently,  have  an  im- 
proved export  trade  there.  The  same  reason 
has  operated  against  the  Introduction  of 
machinery  to  some  extent.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cumberland  will  be  surprissd  to 
hear  that  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  in- 
troduce mschinery  into  the  West  Indies— 
that  steam  engines  have  never  been  heard 
of  there.    I  rather  think  that  thirty  years 
ago,  on  passing  throu|;h  a  laroe  estaUhdi- 
ment  at  the  other  side  of  Westminster- 
bridge,  I  saw  it  full  of  steam-eogines  for 
the  West  Indies.    But  the  want  of  eapitd 
has  diminished  the  exertions  Aat  weie 
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fofOMiiy  made  in  ihit  tetpcQU    The  boo. 
Member  for  Dumfries  qxike  of  the  state  of 
lethargy  which  arises  from  the  enjoyment 
of  a  monopoly  and  the  want  of  oompeti* 
lion ;  but  many  of  the  West  Indian  pro* 
pri^ors  have,  out  of  their  other  capital^ 
been  sending  out  every  improvement  in 
machinery  in  the  forlorn  hope  that  some  of 
these  improvements  would  lead  to  profit.  I 
wish  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  appears  to 
be  so  well  acquainted  with  Mr.  Porter's 
book,  would  look  at  the  patents  and  im- 
provements in  machinery  for  sugar«making 
in  the  West  Indies.   I  think  there  are  very 
good  reasons  why  persons  who  are  most 
anxious  to  devote  any  spare  ci^ital  they 
may  possess  to  the  improvement  of  their 
estates,  should  not  have  that  great  overflow 
of  capital  which  seems  to  oppress  Liverpool 
and  Manchester,  to  lay  out  in   railway 
speculations.    A   railway  had    been  laid 
down  between  Port  tLaytl  and  Spanish 
Town.    If  the  capitalists  of  Jamaica  had 
been  investing  capital  in  that  railroad  for  a 
return,  the  argument  of  the  hon<  Member 
for  Manchester  would  have  been  supported ; 
as  it  was,  the  fact  was  against  him.    The 
hon.  Member  said  to  the  West  India  pro- 
prietora— "  You  are  absentees,  and  don't 
know  what  is  going  on."    I  diould  think 
it  is  juat  as  likely  that  the  hon.  Member 
far  Cumberland  wiU  take  care  that  his 
West  Indian  estate  is  properly  managed, 
as  that  the  railway  directors  living  in 
Liveipool  and  Manchester  will  take  care 
that  the  railway  there  is  properly  manaced. 
With  renrd  to  other  topics  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  Dumfries  and  Stoke- 
upon-Trent,  I  think  it  would  be  extremely 
unfiur  to  attempt  to  discuss  detached  por- 
tions of  the  plan  of  the  Chaneellor  of  the 
Exchequer  until  be  has  the  opportunity  of 
elating  the  whole  plan  before  the  House. 
It  would  also  be  anticipating  a  great  part 
of  the  discussion  to  take  place  on  Wednes- 
day nighti  and  would  be  unfair  to  the 
BoUe  Loid  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London,  who  I  am  sorry  is  not  in  his  place. 
[Mr.  Hanrei :  Ministers  are  absent  too.]] 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  will  agree 
with  me,  that  in  the  absence  of  the  noUe 
Lord  the  Member  far  the  City  of  LondoUf 
it  would  be  improper  to  anticipate  any  part 
of  the  discussion  on  any  of  those  important 
pointy  reoarding  which  the  noble  Lord 
placed  a  Notiee  on  the  Books  for  Wednes- 
day.   Under  these  circumstances,  I  feel 
thasi  have  no  right  to  ofier  any  answer  to 
those  parts  of  the  qpeeoh  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber m.Stoke*upon-Trent  which  can  only 


be  properly  discussed  when  we  dehate  the 
noble  Lord's  Motion.  I  have  no  wish  to 
trespass  longer  on  the  House ;  I  have  en* 
deavoured  to  show  that  it  has  ever  been 
the  policy  of  this  country,  and  one  on  which 
1  trust  it  will  continue  to  act,  to  give  a 
fair  protection  to  the  domestic  industry  of 
this  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, the  Member  for  Manchester,  may  se- 
lect some  extreme  case  to  show  where  pro* 
tection  has  not  been  beneficial,  but  we  must 
look  to  each  question  by  itself.  I  may  refer 
to  what  has  been  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;  for,  though  he  has  main- 
tained the  principle  of  protection,  he  has 
carefully  looked  at  every  article,  to  be  en<« 
abled  to  afford  a  relaxation  of  duty  to  the 
consumer  without  doing  injury  to  the  pro- 
ducer ;  because  I  am  convinced  that  much 
injury  would  be  done  by  carrying  out  any 
exploded  system  of  monopoly  in  the  hope 
of  bolstering  up  any  trade  for  which  the 
altered  circumstances  of  the  country  are 
not  adapted.  Looking  at  the  whole  plan 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  submit  on  Wednesday  evening,  and 
the  effect  which  it  will  produce  to  the  con^ 
sumer -«- seeing  that  the  people  of  this 
country  will  have  sugar  at  a  much  cheaper 
price  than  they  have  had  it  for  the  last 
thirty  years,  and  that  this  will  be  eflboted 
without  the  slightest  injustice  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  sugar  either  in  the  East  or  in  the 
West  Indies,  and  believing  that  a  greater 
consequent  consumption  will  give  a  fresh 
stimulus  to  the  industry  and  energy  of  the 
West  India  proprietors— I  think  we  may 
look  to  the  West  Indies  coming  back 
to  their  ancient  prosperity — to  the  condi- 
tion in  which  they  were  ten  or  twelve 
years  ago,  when  they  supplied  the  whole 
amount  of  sugar  required  by  our  population, 
and  had  some  5,000  cwt.  to  spare  for  ex« 
portation.  Lookinff  forward  to  this  result 
of  the  measures  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
mentf  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to  know  what 
practical  result  is  desired  if  the  House 
should  agree  to  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  do  not  understand  what  hon. 
Members  fncture  to  themselves  by  submit- 
ting that  Resolution  to  the  House.  An  at- 
tempt has  always  been  made  to  raise  an- 
cient prejudices  against  persons  holding 
West  India  property ,  on  account  of  the  sys- 
tem of  slavery  which  prevailed.  I  do 
think  that  it  is  rather  unfair  to  the  West 
India  proprietors,  who  have  submitted 
without  complaint  to  changes  in  their  pro- 
perty, and  have  been  exposed  to  suffering 
and  losses  to  an  extent  of  whieh  many 
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Gentlemen  opposite  cannot  be  aware— it 
u  very  unfair  whenever  this  question  is 
brought  forward  that  they  should  be  held 
up  to  the  obloquy  of  the  country.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  do  trust  that  the 
House  will  not  support  the  Motion  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Manchester. 

Mr.  VilUers  said,  it  was  rather  remark- 
able that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
just  sat  down  should  have  proposed  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke-upon- 
Trent  to  satisfy  himself  and  the  House  as 
to  the  soundness  of  his  opinion  on  the 
question  then  before  them,  by  visiting  his 
constituents  and  ask  ins  them  whether 
they  agreed  to  the  doctnne  of  free  trade  or 
not.  If  it  was  meant  to  decide  whether 
the  doctrine  of  free  trade  or  that  of  im- 
peding commerce  was  the  wisest  by  such 
a  test,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
might  already  enlighten  them  a  good  deal 
on  the  point  after  the  recent  visit  he  had 
made  to  his  constituents :  he  could  tell  them 
how  far  he  considered  the  constituencies 
of  this  country  appeared  disposed  to  sup- 
port those  views  of  obstructing  trade  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  advocated.  He  per* 
ceived  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  recog- 
nised his  allusion  to  his  late  reception  by 
his  constituency.  The  weather  was  still 
in  about  the  same  state  as  when  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  had  experienced  the  feelings 
of  his  constituents  towards  him ;  and  if 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ricardo)  went  down  as 
he  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  had  invited  him  to  do,  he 
scarcely  thought  he  would  meet  with  similar 
proofs  of  the  opinion  of  his  constituents,  in 
consequence  of  his  avowal  of  the  doctrine 
of  free  trade.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
much  improved  his  chances  of  a  more  fa- 
vourable reception  from  his  constituents  by 
the  opinions  which  he  had  just  expressed, 
and  the  speech  which  had  just  been  deli* 
vered  by  him.  With  every  respect  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  personally,  he  did  not 
think  that  he  had  much  raised  himself  by 
that  speech.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  address  was  not 
a  fair  average  speech  for  a  functionary  of 
a  Government ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  to  be 
that  sort  of  a  speech  which  might  have 
been  drawn  at  any  time  from  a  pigeon- 
hole of  the  Board  of  Trade,  where  it  might 
have  lain  untouched  for  the  last  twenty 
years,  and  brought  out  to  be  used  in  the 
absence  of  an  answer  or  an  argument 
suited  to  the  question.  It  was  really  a 
tissue  of  common-place  of  vague  general- 
ity, of  that  sort  of  evasion  of  the  question 


by  deckmation  which  they  knew  was  in  me 
in  that  House,  when  time  was  to  be  occu- 
pied and  no  answer  to  be  given.  For  as  far 
as  any  answer  to  the  specific  question  wkiek 
his  hon.  Friend  hadbrought before  the  Hooae 
was  concerned,  he  did  think  that  there 
never  was  an  occasion  when  a  Gentleman 
of  mature  years,  and  holding  so  responsible 
a  position  as  that  filled  by  the  right  bon. 
Baronet,  did  occupy  so  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  without  applying  himself  to 
the  matter  really  before  them.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  throughout  contented 
himself  with  alluding  to  things  whidi  had 
never  been  referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend^ 
while  he  altogether  avoided  any  answer  to 
the  questions  which  had  been  put  to  him 
-—questions  which  must  be  satisfied  and 
answered  before  that  discussbn  oould  oeaae 
in  that  House.  The  right  bon.  Gentle.* 
man  said  he  objected  to  these  sort  of  abstract 
questions,  and  he  said  he  would  sift  what 
was  practicable  from  that  which  was  ah. 
stract.  He  said  he  would  tell  the  Hooao 
what  the  claims  of  the  West  India  plan* 
ten  were  for  those  enormous  wmfirea 
which  the  people  of  England  were  called 
upon  to  make  in  their  favour.  He  (Mr. 
Villiers)  had  some  recollection,  and  hia 
hon.  Friend  had  shown  that  he  had  also 
some  recollection  of  former  circumstancei 
connected  with  those  interests,  which  if  he 
mistook  not,  opened  a  pretty  wide  field 
for  their  gratitude  to  this  country ;  and  he 
had  anticipated  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  actually  inform  tiie  House  what  fresh 
or  peculiar  claims  the  West  India  proprieton 
had  still  upon  this  country— upon  what 
such  claims  were  rested,  and  how  the  debt, 
if  really  due,  arose,  which  was  said  yet  to 
be  owing  to  them.  He  had  expected  to 
hear  some  reason  assigned  for  the  sacrifice 
which  the  country  was  called  upon  to  make 
in  their  favour—that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  condescend  to  tell  them  what  it 
was  they  were  paying  for;  for,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  said,  the  people  of 
this  country,  when  they  are  called  upon  to 
pay,  they  1U»  to  see  tbe  bUl,  to  know  what 
it  is  they  pay  for.  Now,  he  would  ask  any 
Gentleman  present,  who  heard  the  speech 
of  the  right  bon.  Baronet  — -  and  he  had 
been  treated  with  great  attention  through* 
out— whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
left  on  his  mind  any  shadow  €i  an  idea 
of  what  the  claims  of  these  Gentlemen 
were,  or  whether  they  had  any  chum 
whatever  to  the  2,300,000i.  a  year,  which 
it  was  proposed  to  vote  to  them.  He 
put  it  to   the  House  whether  they  eoald 
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lemember^-and  he  called  upon  them  to 
tax  their  memories  to  the  utmost— whe- 
ther they  could  at  all  comprehend^  from 
anything  that  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Bfuronety  why  this  enormous  sacri- 
fice should  he  made,  or  what  claim  the 
West  India  proprietors  had  upon  the  coun- 
try to  entitle  them  to  draw  so  large  an 
amount  from  their  pockets.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said  he  could  not  understand 
what  his  (Mr.  Villiers')  friends  proposed 
to  themselves  by  moving  such  an  Amend- 
ment as  that  before  the  House.  He  could 
tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  reply,  that 
they  propowd  to  bind  that  House  to  a  prin- 
ciple which,  if  adopted,  would  be  the  means 
of  doing  justice  to  the  country,  which 
justice  was  withheld ;  and  they  farther  pro- 
posed by  this  Amendment  to  learn,  if  pos- 
sible, why  this  justice  was  withheld.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  that itshouldnot now 
be  rendered;  that  protection  had  always 
been  a  scheme  of  policy  in  this  country ; 
that  the  Cobnies  had  always  been  pro- 
tected ;  and  that  protection  to  the  West 
Indies  had  always  been  maintained  by  the 
Government.  Why,  that  was  the  lan- 
guage that  was  then  being  constantly  ad- 
dressed by  the  friends  of  Government  to 
the  First  Minister.  They  said,"  You  want 
to  destroy  the  scheme  of  policy  adopted  and 
acted  upon  by  this  country  for  ages :  you 
are  disturbing  it  every  day;"  and  the  fact 
was,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  never  spoke  on 
these  subjects  without  expressing  some  sen- 
timent utterly  at  variance  with  the  policy 
which  these  Gentlemen  said  had  been  so 
long  adopted,  and  in  truth  preparing  them 
for  its  entire  abolition.  What  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  held  out  to 
them  last  year  in  r^^ard  to  the  West  India 
interests,  he  was  departing  from  this  year. 
He  was  now  disturbing  the  protection 
which  he  had  established  not  twelve  months 
before;  in  fact  he  was  constantly  changing 
the  terms  and  the  grounds  of  this  protec- 
tion ;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
G.  Clerk)  turned  round  on  them,  and 
thought  it  was  an  answer  to  all  that  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend,  to  say  that  it 
was  a  part  of  a  grand  scheme — that  the 
Government  intended  to  continue  and  per- 
petuate the  protection  which  had  so  long 
been  maintained  by  the  country.  Now,  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
thought  that  would  be  accepted  by  the 
country  as  any  answer  to  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  ?  Would  it  not  be  dmost  bet- 
ter for  him  and  his  Government  to  have 
VOL.LXXVII.    {2S2} 


said  nothing  at  all ;  to  have  allowed  it  to  be 
thought  that  they  meant  well,  but  that 
they  had  not  power  to  do  what  was  right; 
or  that  they  did  not  like  to  commit  them- 
selves to  a  principle  of  justice,  or  to  have 
declared  that  they  would  have  perhaps 
carried  out  the  principle,  but  that  they  did 
not  like  to  commit  themselves.  What  was 
the  good,  he  wished  to  ask,  of  bringing  for« 
ward  worn-out  doctrines  which  they  bad  ex- 
ploded themselves ;  which  were  utterly  op- 
posed both  to  the  wants  of  the  country  and 
the  policy  which  they  were  themselves  pur- 
suing ?  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  excuse  him  for  saying  that  his  doing 
so  was  casting  ridicule  upon  the  commercial 
measures  the  Government  contemplated 
proposing  this  Session.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  something  in  the  course  of 
his  speech  about  his  wiw  that  the  hon. 
Members  for  Cumberland  and  Weymouth 
were  present,  because  they  knew  something 
of  the  matter  before  the  House.  He  must 
say  he  thought  that  wish  was  quite  natural 
on  the  part  of  ^e  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
the  inference  was  certainly  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  precisely  the  re- 
quisite information  himselr,  but  still,  under 
Uiose  circumstances,  it  was  natural  to  turn 
to  those  who  might  possibly  aid  him  in  his 
difficulty.  They  had  property  in  the  West 
Indies,  and  they  might  possibly  know  what 
reason  there  was  for  enhancing  its  value  by 
an  Act  of  that  House,  at  the  expense  of  the 
community.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
evidently  knew  of  none  himself,  and  he 
believed  that  it  was  in  that  sense  that  the 
new  Sugar  Bill  was  framed;  that  it  was  in 
utter  ignorance  of  the  real  state  of  those 
Colonies  which  it  purported  to  protect.  Thia 
was  one  of  the  things 'of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  complained.  He 
believed  the  fact  to  be,  that  the|plan  of  the 
Government  was  not  adapted  to  the  interest 
even  of  those  whom  it  was  meant  to  pro- 
tect. He  should  like  to  have  some  statisti- 
cal information  with  respect  to  the  West 
India  islands  before  they  finally  legislated 
on  the  matter.  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  these  Colonies  and  dependencies 
were  all  exactly  in  the  same  state  or  not^ 
and  how  the  mystical  sum  of  lOr.  6d.  had 
been  discovered  exactly  to  suit  all  cases 
and  all  the  countries  to  which  it  was  to 
be  applied,  and  thus  render  justice  to 
all  parties.  300,000/.  was  to  be  taken 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  England, 
and,  as  the  case  stands  at  present,  without 
any  information  being  given  aa  to  ihe  rea- 
son of  this  great  sacrifice.     There  was 
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nothing  yet  laid  or  proved  to  show  iherii, 
that  if  the  Colonies  were  nifiering,  that 
thii  would  Iw  tlie  cure  for  their  case.  Bat 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  look  at  the 
condidon  of  this  country  at  the  time  the^ 
were  called  upon  to  submit  to  this  enormous 
tax.  The  Government  had  imposed  a  tax 
that  pressed  with  great  injustice  upon  the 
precarious  incomes  of  the  industrious  and 
prnduetivB  clasMs ;  and  whj  could  thej  not 
remove  it?  Because  they  were  unable  to 
spare  that  amount  of  revenue.  Nnw,  he 
wanted  everf  individual  in  the  country  to 
look  at  the  question  in  that  tight.  They 
were  shout  to  low  an  amount  equal  to 
3,300,00(M.  of  the  income  of  the  country. 
Thb,  not  lost,  might  be  applied  to  the 
further  reduction  of  taxation.  Here  was 
an  unequal  and  an  impolitic  tax  levied 
upon  incomes  arising  out  of  trades  and 
professious— that  tax,  so  described,  could 
be  dispensed  wllb.  Wbat  prevents  il? 
Nothing  but  an  enormous  protective  doty 
on  sugar  to  be  presented  to  the  West  India 
planters— not  only  causing  the  consumer  to 
pay  raore  foraugar,  but  by  the  same  mesTis 
preventing  the  Revenue  deriving  the  benefit 
of  a  duty  levied  on  a  larger  amount.  He 
would  wish  to  know  whether  that  view 
of  the  case  was  disputed.  Not  one  word 
that  had  fallen  ftotn  the  right  bon.  Ba- 
ronet could  let  him  know  whether  it  was 
Ot  not.  Here  was  a  positive  waste  of 
atan  than  two  millions,  whidi  might  be 
applieil  in  commuting  other  taxes.  This 
country  wanted  to  have  the  duty  on  tea 
niacei,  io  as  to  lower  the  price  of  that 
necessary  artide  to  the  people,  who  were 
anxious  to  have  it  cheap,  wbile  it  would 
greatly  facilitate  exchange  with  the  dis- 
tant and  important  market  recently  opened 
to  us^  The  country  was  also  anxious  to 
bsve  other  taxes  reduced.  The  right  hnn. 
Baronet  had  told  them  if  be  bad  more  sur- 

Slui  revenue  he  would  apply  it  as  he  had 
one  the  remainder.  But  why  had  be  not 
a  greater  lurplus  to  devote  to  the  redue- 
lion  of  taxation?  Because  the  amount 
which  should  be  expended  in  relieving 
trade  and  the  eonsumera  generally,  was 
awallowed  up  in  meeting  a  claim  unac- 
counted for  and  undefended  on  the  part 
of theWeitlndia  proprietors.  [Mr.  fiemaf: 
And  the 'East  India  interests  also.^  His 
faon.  Friand  the  Member  for  Weymouth 
had  reminded  him  that  the  protection  was 
extended  to  the  East  India  inlereati  ai  well 
as  to  thoM  of  the  Wett  Indies.  That  wss 
one  of  the  Ainnthatbe(Mr.Villiers)  and 
fcisfrtendiGompaineilof.  Tbconlygni' 


upon  which  this  protection  was  ever  pre- 
tended to  be  defended,  did  not  apply  at  all 
to  the  East  Indies.  The  Government  nld 
that  the  sugar  producers  in  ibe  West  Indiei 
had  not  labour  cheap,  and  oa  this  acnrant 
the  protection  must  becontinaetl :  but  then, 
how  does  this  apply  to  the  East  ladlea? 
What  was  the  rate  of  wages  there?  He 
believed  it  did  not  eiceed  id.  a  day  at 
the  utmost.  Now,  under  such  cdrvum- 
atances,  what  possible  reason  could  they 
have  for  protecting  the  East  India  interests? 
They  had  there  no  vested  rights  —  they 
had  no  old  interests  to  be  maintsined^-on 
the  contrary,  the  Government  waa  creating 
an  interest  therein  protection* which  would 
at  some  future  time  be  pleaded  for  its  con- 
tinuance. Th'ey  were  tempting  capital  l« 
be  invested  there  with  the  view  to  the 
protection  that  would  as  readily  be  in- 
vested without  it.  There  was  not  an  ex- 
cuse for  the  favour  which  the  duty  pn»> 
mised  to  them,  being  under  no  disadvantage 
not  experienced  by  other  countries,  and 
having  labour  actually  cheaper  than  in  any 
other  country  ;  and  yet  these  were  the  par- 
ties who  were  to  lie  protected  at  the  ex- 
pense and  loss  of  the  English  people. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  thought  hta 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  CumberllTid 
bad  been  wise  and  somewhat  Ingeakoua 
in  his  mode  of  argument.  He  found  diat 
he  could  not  reply  to  the  case  of  bit  boD. 
Friend  who  had  brought  forward  the  Mo- 
tion, and  he  therefore  changed  the  imm  n 
qui(j:ly  as  he  could.  The  hon.  Member  tat 
Cumberland  had  started  the  whtde  quatkm 
of  slavery,  which  bis  hon.  Friend's  MotioD 
did  not  neces»ri)y  raise.  His  boo.  Friend 
asked  why  they  should  put  on  a  protecting 
duty  of  lOf.  Gd.  to  favour  particular  pro- 
prietors, and'which  they  did  against  tba 
sugar  of  Java  and  Manilla,  wliidi  wai 
raised  by  firee  labour.  No  answer  had 
been  given  to  that  queftum.  Where  waa 
the  applfcaUlity  ef  t&e  slavery  a^ument 
in  those  countries,  or  in  those  named  hi 
the  Bill  providing  for  the  higher  duty  to  be 
imposed  upon  them  f  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cumberland  told  them  to  think 
of  the  horrors  of  slavery.  He  Mid,  tint 
was  what  concerned  him,  and  nnt  any  mcR 
selBsh  anxiety  about  his  own  estate,  and  he 
begged  them  to  consider  that  the  qnestksi 
was  one  simply  of  humanity.  He  would 
wish  to  know  from  his  hon.  Friend  wliat 
aid  would  be  riven  to  the  came  of  sbTCtV 
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He  would  with  lo  know  on  what  priaeipie 
his  hon.  Friend  could  justify,  upon  his  own 
▼lew  c^  the  caae,  the  voting  for  these  dis- 
tiuetife  duties  between  eountiies  in  which 
ft«e  labour  existed.  IF  they  had  any  con- 
ftdence  in  these  distinctive  duties  between 
slave-grown  suoar  and  free-grown  sugar 
as  a  means  of  abolishing  slavery^  let  them 
give  equal  encouragement  to  countries  in 
whish  slaveiy  did  not  exist.  They  said 
Ibey  were  anxious  to  give  aa  example 
to  the  world  that  free  labour  was  better 
than  slave  labour— that  the  former  was 
more  eoonomicalj  and  that  by  encourag- 
ing it  they  wished  to  lead  to  the  entire 
abolition  of  slavery.  He  said^  that  the  ex- 
periment bad  already  been  made  in  the 
markets  of  Europe^  and  that  the  sugars 
pvoduoed  by  free  Iti^ur  could  compete 
with  those  by  slave  labour ;  and  that  every 
day  the  sugars  of  Cuba  and  Java  were  sell- 
faig  together  in  the  same  market  at  the 
same  price.  With  what  excuse,  then — with 
what  pretence  of  sincerity,  could  they  put 
forward  as  their  motive  for  imposing  that 
distinctive  duty,  the  ground  of  discouras- 
ing  slavery^  when  they  put  on  the  ad- 
ditional duty  on  free-labour  sugar?  It 
was  quite  clear  that  slavery  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  policy  of  these 
protecting  duties.  It  would,  he  would  main- 
tain, be  Mr  morehoDOuraUe  on  the  part  of 
Uie  Oovemment  to  avow  their  real  motives 
atonee.  He  believed  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  O,  Cletk)  had  admitted  that  the  pro- 
ieetion  was  continued  for  the  purpose  of 
favouring  the  West  India  planten,  though 
he  had  altogether  abstained  from  telling 
them  the  grounds  on  which  that  fevour 
was  granted.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  to  have  some  confused  notion 
aliout  a  great  Colonial  empire,  and  he  said 
something  about  the  dominion  of  this 
eountry  being  best  supported  by  a  con- 
tinuation^ of  these  protecting  duties ;  but 
here  again  he  never  showed  us  how  that 
would  DO  the  case.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman distinctly  stated  that  the  West  India 
planters  were  suffering  from  the  abolition 
of  slavery.  He  would  contend  that  there 
was  no  pretext  for  that  statement  Whe- 
ther enjoving  protection,  or  during  the 
period  of  slavenr^  the  cry  which  the 
planters  invariably  raised  was  that  they 
were  suffering,  and  required  more  favour 
and  more  protection  from  the  mother 
eountty.  That  was  the  axgument  which 
they  eternally  used  during  the  agitation 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery,  when  Cropper, 
and  Maoaulay,  and  Stephens,  and  othere^ 


were  exerthig  themselves  to  eflbct  that 
most  philanthropic  object;  and  who  in^ 
variably  and  equally  denounced  monopoly 
and  slavery  as  alike  the  bane  of  those  pes- 
sessbns.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
have  been  more  careful  on  another  ground 
how  he  used  this  argument.  He  would 
take  leaver  to  remind  him  that  there  was  a 
Member  of  the  Cabiiiet  at  the  present  mo« 
ment  who  said,  twelve  years  since,  that  the 
real  cause  of  distress  in  the  West  India 
Colonies  had  been  the  existence  of  idavery  { 
and  yet  here  was  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  belonging  to  the  same 
Government,  declaring  at  the  present  day 
that  the  West  India  proprietors  were  dis- 
tressed, and  sequired  protection,  because 
slavery,  had  been  abolidied— and  arguina 
as  if  no  protection  would  be  needed  u 
slavery  was  re-established.  This  was  one 
way  that  monopolists  had  of  deluding  the 
country-— they  impute  to  their  opponents 
rash  objects,  and  represent  them  as  careless 
of  existing  rights,  of  not  duly  considering 
the  consequences  of  what  they  recommend. 
In  this  case  it  is  sought  to  show  that  the 
monop<^ts  have  been  called  upon  to  make 
some  great  sacrifice ;  and  that  they  on  this 
side  were  utterly  heedless  of  the  advantages 
which  had  been  surrendered,  and  of  the 
time  required  for  the  transition  from  a  happy, 
prosperous,  and  contented  state,  to  one  of 
comparative  deterioration.  Now,  it  Is  im* 
portantfor  the  country  to  see  and  to  un» 
aerstand  that  this  is  a  wholly  false  and  fal- 
lacious view  of  the  case:  That  these 
planters  have  for  the  last  fifty  years  and 
upwards,  with  the  Slave  Trade,  or  without 
it,  with  slaves  or  without  them,  been 
equally  complaining  of  their  condition,  and 
equally  damorous  for  more  favour  from  this 
country.  Many  years  since,  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Assembfy,  in  Jamaica,  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into 
the  cause  of  their  great  and  overwhdming 
distrem,  reported  uat  there  bad  been,  in 
the  course  of  a  limited  period^  177  estates 
sold  for  debt,  and  fifty.five  thrown  up; 
while,  at  the  end  of  that  period,  ninety- 
two  estates  remained  in  the  hands  ^f 
creditors.  He  quoted  from  the  Work  of  an 
author  who  wrote  in  the  interest  of  the 
proprietors,  Brjran  Edwards,  the  historian 
of  the  West  Indies,  and  he  gave  the 
result  of  the  inquiries  of  that  Cximmittee 
which  he  had  just  stated  to  the  House. 
[AMem&er.*  What  is  the  date?!  1792. 
Now  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just 
spoken,  had  not  given  them  any  such 
gloomy  details  as  lesulting  fron  |be  abo- 
2Na 
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Uthing  of  slavery.  He  was  luve  the  hon. 
Member  far  Cumberland  would  have  men- 
tioned ity  if  Jamaica  had  been  in  that  state 
at  present.  He  was  sure  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth  was  not  going  to  say  that 
things  were  quite  so  bad  at  present.  [Mr. 
Bemal:  I  am  not  goine  to  say  anything.] 
His  hon.  Friend,  he  thouffht^  was  quite 
jight  on  this  occasion ;  he  deemed  it  more 
prudent  to  say  nothing.  He  sees,  I  am 
Sure,  that  the  case  is  no  longer  defensible. 
He  knows  that  he  was  stating  the  case 
correctly,  when  he  said,  that  these  com- 
plaints of  the  planters  had  been  uttered 
under  all  circumstances.  In  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons appointed  in  18d2»  it  is  remarked 
that  it  appears  from  the  Committee  of 
1807. 

'^Tbat  daring  the  late  war,  and  while  still 
supplied  with  slaves  from  Africa,  the  planters 
complained  of  inadequate  returns,  ana  of  un- 
equal competition  in  foreign  markets.  These 
results  were  then  ascribed  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  war,  which  have  long  ceased,  and  were 
necessarily  independent  of  the  causes  now  aU 
leged.  Your  Committee  are  well  aware  that 
this  similarity  of  complaint,  and  discrepancy 
of  assigned  reasoni^  must  occasion  some  dis- 
trust of  the  accuracy  of  those  which  are  now 
put  forward,'* 

Again,  in  1824,  an  inquiry  into  their  con* 
dition  took  place,  and  a  further  inquiry 
in  18dd«  all  tending  to  the  same  results. 
In  that  year  it  was,  he  believed,  that  they 
got  the  Earl  of  Ripon's  view  of  the  mat- 
ter. He  would  read  an  extract  from  his 
despatch,  which  was  prior  to  the  abolition 
of  Slavery  :— 

'^The  eiistence  of  severe  commercial  dis- 
tress (he  says)  amongst  all  classes  of  society 
connected  with  the  West  Indies,  is  unhappily 
but  too  evident.  Yet  what  is  the  just  in- 
ference from  this  admitted  fact?  Not  that 
the  body  should  yield  to  despair,  but  thaf 
we  should  deliberately  retrace  the  steps  of 
that  poliey  whieh  has  led  to  so  disastrous 
an  issue.  Without  denying  the  concurrence 
of  many  causes,  it  is  obvious  that  the 
great  and  permanent  source  of  that  distress 
which  almost  every  page  of  the  history  of 
the  West  Indies  reconis,  is  to  be  found 
in  the  institution  of  slavery.  It  is  vain  to  hope 
for  long-continued  prosperity  in  any  country 
in  which  the  people  are  not  dependent  on 
their  own  voluntary  labour  for  support,  in 
which  labour  is  not  prompted  by  legiiimste 
motives,  and  does  not  earn  its  natural  reward 
I  cannot  but  regard  the  system  itself  as  the 
perennial  spring  of  those  distresses  of  which, 
not  at  present  nerelyi  but  during  the  whole  of 


the  last  fifty  yesrs,  the  complaints  have  beea 
so  frequent  and  so  just," 

There  was  the  language  of  the  Earl  of 
Ripon,  a  Member  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, who  was  Colonial  Minister  at  the 
time,  and  as  such  had  opportunities  of 
knowing  the  condition  of  the  West  Indiea. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wouU 
consult  that  noble  Lord  before  Wednesday; 
ask  him  if  he  is  of  the  same  mind  still,  or 
whether  he  agrees  with  him  (Sir  G.  Clerk) 
that  slavery  was  a  great  advantage  to  the 
planters,  and  its  abolition  is  the  cause  of 
their  distress;  and  state  the  result  to  the 
House  on  that  day  for  which  he  appeared 
so  anxious  to  reserve  himself.  Theextracta 
from  this  despatch  tallied  exactly  with  all 
the  authentic  reports  of  the  past  state  of 
their  Cobnies— exactly  with  all  the  au- 
thentic reports  which  were  received  from 
these  Colonies  at  present.  The  right  bon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  stated  in  that  House  that  the  expe.. 
riment  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  had 
answered  in  a  more  striking  manner  than 
any  other  experiment  ever  made.  The 
slaves  seemed  fit  for  freedom — were  dis- 
posed to  work  for  proper  wages,  and  with 
adeouate  motives  were  good  workmen. 
In  BarbadoeSff  at  this  present  moment^ 
the  emancipated  n^^roes  were  working 
for  reasonable  wages ;  were  all  of  them 
doing  well,  and  the  island  was  prosperoua. 
What  the  West  India  proprietors  needed 
was  not  protection  by  Act  of  Parliament 
to  promise  them  high  prices,  but  that  greater 
care  should  be  taken  of  their  estates  ;  that 
their  estates  should  be  better  managed  ; 
and  that  an  end  should  be  put— by  in- 
creased and  personal  attention— to  the 
gross  fraud,  waste  androbberyj  whidi  must 
then  take  place,  when  the  agent  and  the 
principal  were  4,000  miles  apart  For 
a  long  series  of  years  had  these  islands, 
under  a  system  of  protection  and  of  sla- 
very, been  suffering,  dwindling,  wither- 
ing; this  next  year  they  were  &ely  to  be 
more  prosperous  than  they  had  been  for 
the  last  twelve  years.  And  why  }  because 
there  has  been  of  late  an  apprehension  that 
this  system  of  protection  cannot  last,  and 
something  like  care,  skilly  and  energy,  has 
been  shown  in  the  management  of  proper, 
ties— and  this  is  what  the  proprietors  should 
aim  at,  instead  of  continuing  this  baneful 
system  of  protection,  which  inillicu  a  serious 
bjury  upon  this  country,  and  ultimately 
upon  their  own  property,  and  let  them  see 
to  the  improvement  of  their  own  estate^ 
or  let  those  have  them  who  irill  super- 
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intend  them.      Let  them  adopt  the  ex- 
ample of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Cumber- 
land,  who  had  lately  aent  out  one  of  his 
own  family  to  manage  his  estates  in  Ja- 
maica;   and  who  could,  doubtless,  fully 
confirm  his  (Mr.  Villiers')  statement,  that 
in  Jamaica,  as  well  as  in  other  West  India 
islands,  the  absent  planters  were  subjected 
to  every  species  of  loss,  by  ignorant,  or 
indolent,  or  dishonest  agents.     He  had  au* 
thority  for  stating,  that  agents  had  sent 
over  to  their  employers  the  most  appalling 
accounts  of  the  state  of  afikirs,  with  the 
intimation  that  unless  they  are  prepared  to 
transmit  large  sums  of  money  to  be  ex- 
pended—-in  a  manner  tantamount,  it  is 
broadly  suggested,  to  throwing  it  into  the 
aea    the  estate  had  better  be  abandoned. 
The  owner,  utterly  horrified,  gives  direc- 
tions to  sell  the  estate  for  what  it  will 
fetch,  and  it  is  accordingly  sold  for  next  to 
nothine;  and,  in  some  cases,  the  agent 
himself  or  some  friend,  has  been  the  pur- 
duuer;  or,  if  proper  attention  had  been 
siven  to  the  property,  it  need  not  have 
Seen  sold.    There  is  so  much  ignorance — 
so  much  dishonesty— 'in  the  statements  that 
are  made,  that  it  is  impossible  to  credit 
anything  one  hears  on  the  subject  of  these 
West  Indian  estates.    A  gentleman  who 
had  recently  retqmed  from  examining  his 
own  property  there,  told    me    that  the 
safest  rule  was  not  to  believe  one  word  that 
was  stated  on  the  part  of  absent  proprietors. 
He  said  his  family  had  been  connected  with 
certain  estates  for  upwards  of  100  years ; 
and  that,  in  consequence  of  the  desperate 
representations  made  of  the  state  of  things, 
he  had  gone  out  himself  to  see  what  was  to 
be  done.     He  said  he  could  hardly  believe 
his  eyes  when  he  got  there ;  when  he  saw 
the  waste,  the  ignorance,  the  backwardness 
of  everything  connected  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  proper^.    Nothing  could  be 
more  barbarous  tnan  all  that  he  saw ;  and 
he  satisfied  himself  veiy  soon  that  the  dis- 
tress was  not  necessary— >that  the  proper- 
ties might  be  rendered  profitable— and  that 
all  the  desponding  statements  sent  to  this 
country  were  gross  exaggerations ;  and  he 
gave  me  one  proof  of  his  sincerity,  that 
instead  of  abandoning  hia  estates,  as  he  ex- 
pected to  do^  he  addra  to  them  by  making 
fresh  purchases  of  some  that  were  for  sale. 
This  was  the  brother  of  a  gentleman  having 
a  great  commerdal  establishment  in  Lon- 
don, and  standinff  in  the  highest  repute  in 
the  city.    It  is  clear,  then,  from  this  state- 
ment, and  all  that  one  hadv  heard  besides, 
that  the  real  remedy  for  the  diitresMS  of 


these  islands  is  better  management— >more 
skill— adopting  improvements— and  by  per- 
sonal residence,  or  by  superintendence  on 
which  they  could  rely,  preventing  fraud. 
If  labour  is  necessarily  dear  in  some  of  the 
islands,  this  would  tend  to  cheapen  the  coit 
of  production,  and  render  estates  proBtable 
that  are  perhaps  worthless  at  present.  Let 
the  House  then  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  This  would  notify 
to  the  proprietors  that  they  must  still  fur- 
ther depend  upon  their  own  resources  than 
they  are  doing  at  present ;  and  as  the  ex« 
pectation  of  this  has  already  done  more  for 
their  properties  than  anything  that  has 
been  before  attempted,  so  will  the  thing 
itself,  when  it  really  occurs,  restore  them, 
or  rather  place  them  in  a  more  healthy 
state  than  they  have  been  before.  It  is 
clear  that  neither  slavery  nor  protection  are 
needful  for  their  prosperity.  Every  pre- 
diction respecting  emancipation  has  been 
falsified  by  experience ;  and  as  the  day  for 
abolishing  protection  approaches,  those  de* 
pendencies  are  in  a  more  healthy  state 
than  they  have  been  for  many  years  before. 
To  support  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion  was 
to  promise  a  great  boon  to  the  community 
at  home.  It  afibrded,  therefore,  an  excel* 
lent  opportunity  to  those  Gentlemen  in 
that  House  who  were  ever  expressing  their 
solicitude  for  the  sufferings  of  particular 
classes  in  the  country ;  whose  names  were 
prominent  in  the  lists  of  public  charities ; 
who  received  extraordinary  credit  for  their 
sympathy  with  the  poor— to  prove  their  sin- 
cerity in  voting  for  a  measure  that  might 
greatly  reduce  the  price  of  an  article  of  al« 
most  necessary  consumption ;  and  which 
certainly,  the  subjects  of  their  solicitude 
all  desired  to  consume.  And  not  only  by 
benefit  conferred  in  this  way,  but  as  a  way 
of  extending  the  business  of  the  country, 
extending  the  demand  for  unemployed  la. 
hour.  Next  week  a  large  portion  of 
the  aristocracy  was  going  to  dance  for 
the  good  of  Uie  distressed  needlewomen* 
Let  the  House  and  the  country,  mean- 
time, bear  in  mind,  what  these  poor  crea- 
tures—in common  with  the  rest  of  the 
community— paid  every  week  fi>r  sugar 
beyond  what  they  ought  to  pay,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  West  India  sugar  growers; 
every  week  did  the  metropolis  pay  4,000/. ; 
every  week  did  the  rest  of  thecountry  paf 
50,000/.  more  than  they  need  do,  being  thk 
sum  paid  for  sugar  beyond  the  sum  which 
ought  to  be  paid,  and  beyond  the  sura  which 
would  be  paid  for  sugar,  were  his  hon. 
Friend's  Motion  carried.    This  calcula* 
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turn  waf  no  mere  vagaespeculatioii.  Itwai 
a  caiculatiini  catefuUy  madei  and  published 
in  a  weekly  newspaper^  and  wbidi  no  one 
liad  venturad  to  oontro?ert.    He  would  ask 
die  country,  then,  to  decide  whethor  they 
were  not  justified  in  bringing  this  matter 
before  Parliament,  By  the  means  proposed 
in  the  bon.  Gentleman's  Motion,  the  right 
bon.  Banmet  opposite  might  be  enabled  to 
reduce  a  great  part  of  his  Income  Tax, 
^TPtifiMli  Goondmbly  the  duties  on  the 
lower*priced  teas,  and  give  increased  em- 
ployment to  a  large  dass  of  the  commu« 
nity,  nay,  indirectly  to  the  whole  commu- 
nity.   He  trusted  then  the  House  would, 
cm  this  occasion,  shake  vff  the  OQUventional 
indifierence  with  which  it  was  too  much 
in  the  habit  of  receiving  practical  Motions 
€l£  this  kind  if  they  did  not  emanate  from 
the  bead  of  one  of  the  party.    Let  them 
oonnder  the  impolicy  of  dways  presenting 
these  Colonies  as  an  obstacle  to  the  en- 
joyment, by  a  great  mass  of  the  people, 
of  some  articles  of  general  desire  ^  and  for 
the  support  <^  which  they  are  to  be  heavily 
taxed.    It  was  only  the  other  night  that 
they  beard  that  it  was  the  number  and 
wants  of  our  Colonies  that  made  the  main* 
tenance  of  so  large  an  Army  requisite.  On 
this  account  our  regiments  were  placed  for 
long  periods  in  plsioes  where  th^r  suAr* 
iags  were  so  great,  where  the  mortality 
was  so  fearfulj  that  in  this  House  die  Sec- 
retary at  War  had  refused  to  make  a  Re- 
turn, shewing  the  amount  of  death  and 
disease  among  the  troops,  lest  tbedetui 
should  produce  too   great  a  disgust  and 
diook  to  the  public  mind.    This,  dien,  was 
surdy  price  enough  to  pay  for  these  de- 
pendencies (whose  value  as  such  be  was 
sot  going  then  to  question),  without  caus- 
ing the  people  farther  to  waste  annudly 
a  huge  auffl  in  what  they  paid  for  tlieir 
modufits;  and  to  fivepo  great  rdief,  which, 
but  for  diis  tax,  mi^t  be  extended  to 
them  at  home.    He  implored  the  House 
to  consider  these  things  befisre  they  deter- 
mined to  persist  in  a  course  which  limited 
trade  and  muleted  the  people  to  eo  large 
an  aiMunt,  and  fee  the  beneit  of  a  cms 
whose  claims   on  this  country  dicy  had 

Mr.  P.  W.  MikM  said,  he  could  hardly 
expect,  after  the  assertions  whidi  the  bon. 
Member  fiir  Wolverhampton  had  jnat  made, 
that  any  one  would  believe  what  he,  a  West 
Indiaa  psoprietor^  mifpht  stale.  But  he 
believed  it  wes  an  adflsuted  fiwt  dmt  these 
Cokmiea  had  for  a  lonff  tine  past  been  md^ 
feeing  under  severe  oistvasi,  dmt  capital 


was  employed  without  profit,  and  also  that 
the  proprietors  were  in  many  cases  brought 
to  the  very  verge  of  ruin.    But  he  truatad 
that,^  now  that  the  right  hon.  Banmet  had 
given  evidence  of  his  dispodtion  to  affind 
relief  to  the  West  Indian  interests,  not  only 
by  this  measure  which  he  had  brought  for- 
ward, but  also  by  his  measure  for  the  adnda- 
don  of  laboiuers  last  year,  he  trusted  that 
some  remuneration  would  at  last  be  obtained 
for  the  amount  of  capital  employed;  that 
was  all  they  adced  and  all  they  could  expeet 
to  have.    He  had  listened  with  the  greateat 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester,  who  appeared  to  think  that 
great  fortunes  were  now  to  b^  made  out  of 
the  West  Indian  estates.    He  ooold  aawre 
bim  that  that  was  not  the  case;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  doubted  his  asserdon,  he  had 
a  good  mind  to  oSet  him  to  take  one  or 
two  of  them  out  of  his  hands.    The  hon. 
Member  looked  upon  the  reductiou  of  duty 
which  wa9  about  to  be  made,  merely  as  a 
benefit  to  the  proprietors,  without  aiqreor- 
respondinffreducdon  in  price  to  the  con- 
sumers.   That  was  easily  said ;  he  denfated 
whether  it  could  be  as  easily  proved*    The 
West  Indian  proprietors  would  not  oftyect  to 
it  if  it  were,  it  lud  also  been  stated  thist  the 
proposed  duty  in  favour  of  Muscovado  sugar 
was  a  direct  premium  upon  the  dovenly 
manufacture  of  the  ardde,  and  a  direct  boon 
to  the  West  over  die  East  Indian  auidvalas& 
He  thought  anybody  who  knew  anythiBg 
of  die  matter^  would  know  that  this  was 
notthe  case ;  for  it  would  be  move  finr  tlie 
advantage  of  the  West  Indian  proprietoea 
to  send  over  sugar  at  the  higher  mte  of  do^ 
than  at  the  lower.  Not  only  would  they  diua 
save  the  loss  of  weight  upon  the  voyage 
home,  but  they  would  be  able  also  to  citieot 
more  sugar  from  the  bulk  produced;  wbdat 
the  East  Indians  mig^  alaob  if  they  choas^ 
send  home  their  sugar  at  the  aaase  loir 
rate.    But  notwithstanding  the  psoposed 
reduction  of  du^,  it  wodd  require  the 
utmost  economy  Mid  the  best  Managrinent 
on  the  part  of  die  peopiieters  to  fslAliah 
for  themselves  any  depee  of  pieit.    He 
w  that  in  former  times  zeeUessnem 


knew  that  in  former  times  zeeUessnem  of 
the  most  extraordinary  chaBBcter  pievailed* 
He  admitted  that;  but  dmn  hon.  Gemtk- 
men  ou^  to  know  dmt  the  ptsasuw  «f 
nccesd^  had  long  dnoe  put  an  end  to  it; 
and  if  diev  iodkad  to  the  aoeeuniB  fieon 
these  islands,  they  would  see  that  the  ealaftea 
were  mau^  now  on  a  gwaliy  ledueel 
scale.  He  iiigMtted  the  right  hen.  Baronet 
at  dieJieadef  Her  Mnieaty's  Oosmoaaart, 
had  iiated  that  he  dil  not  imend  thsae 
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duties  to  last  lon^r  than  July^  1846.  He 
thought  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
reconsider  the  question,  he  would  see  the 
necessity  of  continuing  them  for  a  longer 
periodi  not  only  on  account  of  the  present 
circumstances  of  the  West  India  Coloniesi 
but  because  this  continued  change  of  duties 
prevented  the  confidence  of  persons  in  trade 
^rom  being  established.  If  they  continued 
thus  to  make  annual  changes,  it  would  pre- 
Tent  eapital  from  being  employed,  or  ma- 
chinery from  being  sent  out.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  said  that  there  was  no 
machinery  used  on  these  islands.  He  had 
been  there,  and  he  cuuld  state  that  there 
were  few  estates  on  which  machinery  was 
not  employed.  Such  a  large  increase  in 
the  amount  of  supply  of  sugar  as  the  right 
hon*  Baronet  anticipated  would  require  an 
increase  in  the  imports,  not  only  from  the 
East  Indies,  from  Java,  or  from  the  Mauri- 
tius, but  also  from  the  West  Indian  Co- 
lonies^ while  the  uncertainty  as  to  the 
permanency  in  the  amount  of  duties 
would  paralyse  trade,  and  prevent  the 
poorer  estates  from  being  brought  into 
cultivation.  With  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion more  immediately  before  them — tho 
equalisation  of  the  duty  on  Foreign  and 
Colonial  suffars— >he  could  not  agree  to  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  had 
s^id,  that  the  question  of  slavery  did  not 
enter  into  this  subject ;  but  he  (Mr.  Miles) 
did  not  know  how  he  could  have  read  the 
Motion  of  the  hon*  Member  for  Manchester, 
which  was  to  this  effect:— "That  no  ar- 
rangement of  the  Sugar  Duties  will  be 
satisfactory  and  permanent,  which  does  not 
involve  an  equalisation  of  duty  on  Foreign 
and  Colonial  sugar."  It  seemed  to  bim« 
that  if  the  Motion  meant  anything,  it 
^eant  that  they  were  to  admit  ^ave  at  the 
same  rate  of  duty  as  Colonial  sugar.  So 
long  as  this  country  thought  it  neccssaiy  to 
continue  its  efforts  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade ;  so  long  as  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  go  to  the  expense  of  maintain- 
ing a  large  force  on  the  coast  of  Africa 
for  ,the  suppression  of  that  trade,  so  long 
would  it  he  unjust  and  impolitic  to  admit 
slave-grown  sugar  at  an  equal  rate  of  duty 
with  that  grown  in  our  Colonies,  or  with 
free-labour  sugar  grown  in  foreign  coun- 
tries. But,  independent  of  this  argument 
of  slavery,  which  to  him  appeared  suffi- 
ciently conclusive— he  must  confess  that 
he  adhered  to  the  argument  in  favour  of 
protection  to  our  home  interests,  whether 

Srioultural   or  manufacturing;  and    he 
ought  that  the  West  Inma  Colonies 


ought  to  be  treated  as  an  integral  part  of 
the  Empire,  and  that  the  Government 
were  bound  to  protect  them  ;  and  if  protec- 
tion was  to  be  given  at  all,  he  did  not  see 
how  they  could  be  offered  less  than  that 
which  was  now  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Last  Session  an  important 
measure  was  passed  for  the  admission  of 
free  labourers  into  the  West  Indian  Colo- 
W^hether  that  measure  might  not 
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have  been  introduced  earlier  —  whether 
greater  facilities  might  not  have  been  given^ 
or  might  not  still  hs  given,  they  were  not 
called  upon  at  present  to  discuss.  It  was 
not  improbable  that  that  experiment  would 
succeed.  If  they  might  judge  by  the  ac- 
counts received  from  Demerara,  and  parti- 
cularly from  the  report  made  by  the  Sheriff 
of  Demerara  to  Governor  jLight,  who 
stated  that  without  disparaging  uie  negro, 
the  Coolie  worked  better  than  the  negro 
did — he  thought  the  experiment  would 
succeed ;  and  if  it  did,  he  did  not  see  why 
the  West  Indian  Colonies  should  not  send 
an  increased  supply  of  sugar  at  as  chei4p  a 
rate  as  any  country  employing  slave  labour. 
But  he  thought  it  would  be  unjust  at 
present  to  overwhelm  the  energies  of  the 
West  Indian  Colonies,  by  bringing  in  a 
mass  of  slave-grown  sugar  which  would 
come  into  direct  competition  with  them. 
He  believed  it  was  an  admitted  fact  that 
a  labourer  working  for  a  fair  rate  of 
wages,  and  for  his  own  benefit,  would 
do  more  work  than  a  slave,  even  though 
working  under  the  lash  of  a  slave-driver. 
If  he  might  judge  from  the  opinions 
of  the  Ministers  of  other  countries — he 
alluded  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Calhoun  to 
the  American  Minister  at  Paris  —  they 
would  find  that  other  nations  were  now 
arguing  as  to  the  impossibility  of  discon- 
tinuing the  Slave  Trade,  and  on  the  failure 
of  the  experiment  in  the  West  Indies.  It 
was  said  that  the  consumer  in  this  country 
paid  a  higher  price  for  his  sugar  than  he 
ought  to  do.  Whose  fault  was  thatP  Not 
the  fault  of  the  West  Indian  proprietors. 
Emancipation  was  by  onr  own  act,  not 
theirs;  and  though  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  might  laugh  at  the  trifling 
amount  of  exports  which  were  sent  from 
the  West  Indies  to  tliis  country,  yet  he 
thought  that  ought  not  to  be  looked  upon 
as  a  light  question ;  for  if  the  three  milHons 
of  exports  to  the  West  Indies  were  thrown 
back  upoB  the  home  market^  it  would  glut 
it  instantly.  He  said  then  that  the  coun- 
try would  derive  a  benefit  from  the  pro- 
posed moMure ;  and  he  was  asking  no  mor« 
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than  what  was  fdr  and  right  when  he 
asked  the  oountxj  to  give  them  a  trial.    He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  do  the  West 
Indian  proprietors   the  injustice  of  sup- 
posing, when  they  talked  of  reducing  the 
wages  of  their  lahourers,  that  they  meant 
to  grind  down  their  wages  to  the  lowest 
degree,  and  leave  them  nothing  hut  a  hare 
subsistence.    What  they  want^  was  a  fair 
day's  work  for  a  fair  day's  wages,  and  a 
constant  supply  of  it ;  not  to  see  the  la«* 
hourers  leave    off   their  employment  in 
whole  gangs  at  twelve  o'clock,  and  then 
go  (and  idle  their  time  in  the  neighbouring 
villages.    They  wished  to  put  a  stop  to 
this  practice;   to  induce  the  uegroes  to 
pursue  an  industrious  and  frugal  mode  of 
life,  and  to  show  them  how  much  a  system 
of  constant  moderate  labour  was  to  be  pre- 
ferred over  a  life  of  idleness.    Rather  did 
they  wish  to  bring  over  lam  supplies  of 
foreign  labourers;  it  was  the  conviction 
they  wished  to  establish  in  the  negro  mind 
—that  if  the  first  supply  of  Coolies  was  not 
sufficient,  there  was  an  unlimited  supply 
in  reserve.    It  was  the  knowledge  of  this 
fact  on  which  they  depended  for  inducing 
the  negroes  to  work,  and  not  so  much  upon 
the    actual    amount   of    labourers.      He 
trusted,  therefore,  whatever  outcry  there 
might  be  raised  in  or  out  of  this  House, 
that  Ministers  would  not  depart  from  the 
line  of  policy  they  had  hitherto  pursued 
on  this  question  —  that  they  would  use 
all  legitimate  means  to  suppress  the  Slave 
Trade.     Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
accustomed  to  taunt  their  Friends  with 
inconsistency  in  voting  against  the  intro- 
duction of  dave-grown  sugar,  while  they 
allowed  the  use  of  slave-grown  cotton,  and 
slave-grown  tobacco;  he  thought  by  the 
same  rule  of  consistency  those  Members 
who  supported  the  present  Motion  ought 
to  vote  next  for  strilangout  from  the  Navy 
Estimates    the   large   sums  which  were 
annually  expended  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  the  supplies  for  which 
were  cheerfully  granted  by  the  House,  and 
which  he  believed  did  not  meet  with  a  dis- 
sentient voice  in  the  country ;  for  he  be- 
lieved that  the  prevailing  opinion  among 
the  peojple  of  England  was  that  there  was 
no  sacrifice  to  which  they  would  not  cheer- 
fully submit  for  the  suppression  of  this 
traffic,  rather  than  give  any  support  to  the 
continuance  of  it. 

Viscount  Howick  said :  I  think.  Sir,  the 
House  can  hardly  have  failed  to  ob- 
serve that  the  bon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  fat  dowoi  being  %  great  Weit  India 


proprietor,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wbo 
spoke  before  him,  being  a  Member  rf  tbe 
Government,  have  both  explicitly  admitteda 
fact  which  has  been  alleged  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  viz.,  that  by  the  existing  system 
of  protective  duties  with  regard  to  sugar, 
a  tax  is  levied  upon  the  people  of  this 
country  beyond  that  which  is  received  into 
the  Exchequer.  As  to  the  amount  of  this 
tax,  which  has  been  calculated  by  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  who  made  the  motion  before  us 
at  2,300,000/.,  they  have  not  explained 
their  opinion ;  but  the  remarkable  fact  that 
a  very  considerable  tax  beyond  that  levied 
for  the  public  service  will  be  imposed  upon 
the  consumers  of  sugar,  has  been  distinctly 
admitted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  [Mr. 
Miles:  No.]  The  hon.  Grentleman 
says  ''No;"  but  I  appeal  to  those  who 
heard  his  speech,  whether  his  whole  aigu* 
ment  did  not  go  to  prove  that  the  tax 
should  be  paid,  and  whether  he  did  not  ad. 
mit  that  he  and  the  West  India  proprietors 
anticipated  great  advantage  from  it.  Hie 
right  hon.  Baronet  laboured  also  very  much 
to  the  same  effect,  and  at  the  commence- 
ment of  his  speech  he  repeated  the  aigu- 
ment— already  so  hacknied  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  that  I  hardly  know  how  to  meet  it 
—that  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
was  merely  an  abstract  question.  For  my 
own  part  I  can  hardly  conceive  anything 
less  abstract  than  the  question  before  us, 
since,  whatever  be  the  form  of  the  Reaolu* 
tion,  no  man  who  listened  to  the  qieech  of 
the  hon.  Gkntleman  who  moved  it,  can 
doubt  what  its  real  effect  and  intentioa 
are.  Its  real  effect  and  intention  are,  as 
I  understand  it,  to  reduce  at  once  the  duty 
on  Foreign  sugar  to  the  same  rate  as  the 
proposed  duty  on  Colonial  sugar.  I  confess 
that  I  should  have  preferred,  for  my  own 
part,  that  we  should  have  gone  into  a 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  that 
then  this  ^Iteration  in  the  scale  of  duties 
proposed  by  the  Government  should  have 
been  brought  before  us  in  the  ordinary  way. 
But,  after  all,  the  form  in  which  a  question  is 
brought  before  us  is  of  little  oonseouence. 
I,  for  one,  distincdy  support  this  Motion  as  a 
Motion  for  equalixing  the  rates  of  duty  on 
Foreign  and  Coloniu  sugar ;  and  I  intend 
to  endeavour  before  I  sit  down  to  show  you, 
first,  that  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  the  equality  of  the  duty  should  be 
established;  and,  next,  that  the  oppor- 
tunity which  is  afforded  you  by  being  aUe 
to  make  a  large  reduction  on  the  duty  upon 
Colonial  •ugar  is  one  which  you  ought  to 
evail  youndrei  of  in  making  tbii  moge 
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in  your  policy.  First,  with  regard  to  the 
elB^  or  the  exist ine  rates  of  duties.  It 
has  been  argued  on  this  side  of  the  House^ 
and  it  has  not  been  disproved,  that  the 
effect  of  the  proposed  measure  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  to  raise  the  price  of 
all  Colonial*sugar  10^.  a  cwt.  at  least  beyond 
the  amount  which  it  might  otherwise  be 
sold  for ;  and  if  that  be  not  the  object  I  am 
really  at  a  loss  to  understand  for  what  pur- 
pose this  differential  duty  is  proposed. 
tCries  of  "  No."]  If  you  don't  admit  that 
mthont  a  differential  duty  Foreign  sugar 
could  be  introduced  at  a  lower  price  than 
Colonial  sugar,  and  that  Colonial  sugar 
inrould  fall  to  that  price,  with  what  object 
Is  it  that  you  propose  a  differential  duty  at 
all?  I  can  only  understand  it  in  that 
"way.  I  believe  you  find  that  sugar  can 
be  produced  in  foreign  countries  10s.  |)er 
ewt.  cheaper  than  it  can  in  the  British 
Colonies,  under  existing  circumstances; 
if  it  were  permitted  to  come  into  our 
markets  upon  the  same  terms  as  Colonial 
sogar,  the  latter  of  course  could  not  com- 
mand a  higher  price  than  that  at  which 
the  foreign  producer  could  afibrd  to  sell  his 
produce :  therefore,  to  prevent  a  fall  in  price 
which  would  be  injurious  to  the  Colonies, 
you  saddle  Foreign  sugar  with  an  extra 
duty  of  10«.  per  cwt ;  for  the  very  purpose 
of  causing  the  whole  of  the  Colonial  sugar 
imported  in  the  ensuing  year  to  rise  in 
price  10#,  a  cwt.  or  102.  a  ton  more  than 
It  would  sell  ibr  if  exposed  to  the  equal 
competition  of  Foreign  sugar.  But  as  the 
right  hen.  Baronet  cmculates  the  import  of 
British  sugar  at  230,000  tons,  by  thus 
raising  its  price  you  are  laying  on  the 
people  the  immense  tax  of  2,300,000/., 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
baa  described,  in  addition  to  what  is  paidinto 
the  Exchequer.  I  do  say,  considering  how 
very  nearly  sugar  now  partakes  of  the  na- 
ture of  a  necessary  of  life,  considering  how 
largely  it  enters  into  the  consumption  of 
even  the  poorest  families  of  this  country, 
that  this  is  a  moat  ezorlntant  tax  to  be  levied 
on  it  in  addition  to  what  you  levy  for  pur- 
poses of  revenue.  And,  really,  when  I  hear 
Gentlemen  call  this  system  "  protection  of 
British  industry,"  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand by  what  perversion  of  terms  you  can 
apply  such  a  description  to  such  a  system. 
Instead  of  calling  it  '*  protection  of  British 
ittdustry,"  I  call  it  a  most  unjustifiable 
Spoliation  of  the  British  labourer  of  the 
produce  of  his  hard-earned  toiL  Let  us 
follow  out  in  detail  how  this  system  works. 
Yoo  will  admit,  I  presomei  that  sugar. 


whether  Foreign  or  Colonial,  is  ultimately 
paid  for  by  the  export  of  British  manufac- 
tures. It  is  simply  an  exchange  of  the 
produce  of  British  industry  for  the  produce 
of  the  industry  of  those  countries  in  which 
sugar  is  cultivated.  I  believe  there  has  al« 
ready  been  some  change  in  the  market  in 
consequence  of  the  announcement  of  the 
measure  of  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
but  I  was  informed  only  a  few  days  ago, 
that  before  the  intended  alteration  of  duties 
was  known,  Brazilian  sugar  was  sold  in 
bond  at  18«.  6dL,  while  Colonial  sugar  of  the 
same  quality  cost  26s.  a  cwt.  Now,  it  is 
quite  obvious,  that  26  tons  of  Foreign 
sugar  at  18^.  6d.,  and  18^  tons  of  Colonial 
sugar  at  26s.  a  cwt.,  will  each  cost  481L;  in 
other  wordS}  that  the  produce  of  British 
labour  to  the  value  of  481/.  will  exchange 
for  26  tons  of  Brazilian  sugar,  and  only  ror 
1 8^  tons  of  Colonial  sugar.  Now,  these  are 
sugars  of  precisely  the  same  quality,  and  of 
course,  therefore,  if  they  were  admissible  on 
equal  rates  of  duty,  the  cheapest  would  so- 
vem  the  market  price,  and  themanutac. 
turer,  therefore,  would  be  able  to  exchange 
his  goods  to  the  vahie  of  481/.,  not  for  18} 
tons,  but  for  26  tons  of  sugar.  But  you 
will  not  allow  that  to  take  place.  There 
is  Brasilian  sugar  in  your  bonding  ware- 
houses—the owner  is  anxious  to  exchange 
it  for  your  manufactures,  and  the  manufac- 
turer is  equally  anxious  to  exchange  his 
produce  for  Brazilian  sugar ;  but  that  sim- 
ple exchange  you  will  not  permit.  You 
step  in  wi£  your  fiscal  regulation,  and  say 
to  the  British  labourer  and  to  the  British 
manufacturer,  '*  Though  your  labour  is 
honestly  worth  26  tons  of  sugar,  it  shan't 
be  permitted  to  fetch  more  than  18} 
tons."  That  is  the  nature  of  the  trans- 
action ;  and  I  wish  to  ask  you  who,  last 
year,  in  the  discussion  on  the  Factory  Bill, 
said  that  the  right  a  man  had  in  his  own 
labour,  as  it  was  the  first  of  all  property, 
so  was  it  the  most  sacred  and  most  inviola- 
ble— ^you  who  told  us  that  it  was  the  height 
of  injustice  to  prevent  a  man  turning  his 
labour  to  the  best  advantage— you  who  said 
that  even  for  the  sake  of  a  great  public  be- 
nefit such  a  right  ought  not  to  be  trenched 
on — I  ask  you  to  account  to  this  House  and 
to  the  country  why  you  say  that  the  British 
labourer  (and  in  this  respect  I  use  the 
words  ''manufacturer"  axld  '' labourer "  as 
synonjrmous) — why  the  British  labourer 
should  not  be  permitted  to  make  the  most 
of  his  own  labour,  and  give  it  in  exchange 
to  that  man  who  will  give  him  the  most  m 
tetunifbrit}   That  is  the  linple  <|ue8tioit 
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lyhich  jau  bave  to  explain ;  no  eipknutioQ 
has  yet  beea  ofiered,  and  I  think  we  have 
a  right  to  demand  one.  It  is  true  th^t  the; 
loss  does  not  fall  upon  the  manufacturer 
^one<— of  course  not ;  it  falls  upon  (he 
whole  community—upon  all  v^ho  purchase 
sugar,  but  most  especially  upon  tbe  labour^ 
log  classes  whether  manufacturing  or  agri- 
cultural i  and  it  does  so  because  it  tends  to 
diminish  the  power  of  British  industry; 
and  by  diminishing  the  power  of  British 
industry,  it  diminishes  the  remuneration 
which  that  industry  cun  command*  But 
you  greatly  under-estimate  the  evils  of  this 
protection,  if  you  imagine  that  the  only 
benefit  to  be  derived  from  its  alteration 
would  be  the  introduction  of  cheap  sugar. 
|t  goes  ftir  beyond  that.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  told  us  last  year  that  so  un- 
reasonable was  Brasil,  that  she  would  not 
SMlmit  our  manufactures  on  favourable 
terms  unless  we  would  admit  her  sugar  in- 
retum  j  an4  i^e  said,  if  we  should  admit 
her  sugar  on  the  same  terms  as  we  did 
Coloniel  sugar,  that  there  would  be  no 
obstacle  to  the  admission  of  our  manufac^ 
tures  into  Brazil.  If  you  admit,  then,  Bra* 
silian  sugar  for  consumption,  it  is  dear,  on 
your  own  showing,  that  that  alteration 
would  be  the  means  of  opening  a  new 
and  valuable  trade  with  the  Brasils,  and 
that  exchanges  would  go  on  to  ^  krae 
extent ;  and  oply  we  how  advantageoudy 
it  would  work  in  this  country.  You 
would  create,  by  this  new  trade,  additional 
employment  for  the  manufacturing  la< 
bourer,  and  improve  his  wages ;  that,  of 
oourae,  would  increase  the  demand  for  agri* 
oultucal  produce,  ^d  more  employment  of 
agricultural  labourers  would  follow,  whilst 
tb^  in  their  turn  would  consume  more 
sugar  apd^  more  manufacturing  produce. 
Thus,  the  indirect  effect  of  these  measures 
would  be  equal  to  the  direct^  and  you 
would  give  an  impulse  to  British  industry, 
of  which  you  can  hardly  conceive  the 
extent  and  yalue.  Hon*  Gentlanen  op- 
posite^ representing  the  agricultural  in- 
terest complain  loudly  that  nothing  is  done 
by  the  Ministry,  which  owes  its  existence 
to  the  '<  farmers'  friends,"  either  for  the 
farmers  or  for  the  agricultunU  labourers. 
Why  do  they  not  join  us  upon  this  oeoa* 
sion  ?  Why  do  they  not  ask  their  Minister 
to  get  rid  of  the  monopoly  of  sugar  ?  By 
doing  so  they  would  give  more  real  relidf 
to  British  agriculture  and  commerce,  and 
to  every  other  branch  of  British  industry, 
tbaa  b^  any  attempt  to  draw  rig^t^^  tie 


prptectioni  as  it  is  called,  which  tbey 
already  possess.  Such  are  the  commercial 
advantages,  and  such  the  advantf^  of  tbe 
relief  to  your  population,  which  might  be 
obtained  by  this  simple  measure.  And  let 
me  point  out  to  the  House  that  these  ad- 
vantfiges  need  not;  be  purchased  by  any 
sacrifice  of  revenue.  On  tbe  contrary, 
by  consenting  to  accept  these  advantages, 
you  will  obtain  revenue,  instead  of  Uiat 
heavy  loss  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  to  incur.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
calculates  the  direct  loss  to  the  Revenue  by 
the  measures  he  has  submitted  to  the 
House  at  no  less  a  sum  than  1,300,00(M.  I 
believe  he  has  greatly  under- estimated  the 
loss,  I  believe  his  calculation  of  probaUe 
receipts  in  the  epsuing  year  will  not  be 
verified ;  but,  assuming  it  to  be  correct,  I 
am  persuaded,  that  if  you  will  consent  tp 
admit  Foreign  sugar  at  the  same  rgte  aa 
Colonial,  tlus  heavy  loss  will,  to  a  great 
extent,  be  coveired ;  and  that  if  not  imme* 
diately,  in  a  very  short  time  at  all  eventsi, 
you  wUl  r«^in  the  revenue  which  you  at 

Present  derive  from  the  avtide  of  sugar* 
ou  will  afford  an  immense  relief  to  the 
consumers^  and  the  Treasury  will  suffer  no 
loss  whatevef  by  the  change*  I  know  we 
shall  be  tol4  (for  this  has  been  the  one 
string  harped  upon  during  this  and  former 
debates  upon  uie  same  sul]|ect)  that  we 
shall  be  told  such  a  measure  would  be 
uuiust  to  our  Colonief-  I  should  be  glad 
to  be  informed  \n  what  respect  it  would 
be  unjust?  We  already  jm  no  inoon-* 
aiderable  charges  for  those  Ccdoniei^  We 
defray,  in  the  first  place,  the  whole  esu 
pense  both  of  their  civil  and  militaij 
protection,  and  in  the  next  we  nuike  a 
very  liberal  srant  for  the  purposes  of 
education  and  of  maintainii^  a  stipen* 
diary  ma^tracy  in  our  West  India  Co» 
louies.  X  here  is  a  grant  for  religious 
education  also.  ['*  No. "]  Yes,  there  is 
a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund 
for  the  Bishops  and  part  of  the  Clergy  of 
the  West  Indies,  paid  out  of  British  taxea» 
When  we  pay  so  much  already  for  ou^ 
Colonies,  I  want  to  know  upon  what 
ground  it  ia  that  thej  claim  a  right  to  im^ 
pose  upon  us  a  further  tax  to  the  very 
serious  amount  which  I  have  already  ad« 
verted  to  }  When  you  talk  of  "  injustaoe^" 
I  am  veiy  anxious  to  know  to  what  class  in 
the  Colony  that  injustice  would  be  done? 
When  you  talk  of  '^justice/'  explain  your« 
selves  a  little  furtheri  and  tell  me  to  what 
particular  das  in  the  Colony  justio^re^aivei 
that  this  burden  should  be  oontiniied  tipon 
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the  people  of  England.  Is  it  tbe  labourers? 
The  right  hoD.  Gentleman  the  Vice-Pre* 
lident  (k  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  has  just 
9^%  down,  haa  told  us  that  the  labourers  in 
|ha  We9(  Indies  are  in  an  extraordinarily 
proeperpus  condition — that  they  can  earn 
9$^  a-day*  besides  their  provision  grounds, 
with  a  very  few  hours'  labour,  and  the  only 
difficulty  is  that  they  really  are  so  well  off, 
•ed  they  earn  so  much,  that  there  is  not 
auffident  inducement  for  them  to  do  a  fair 
day's  work.  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tl^nan  is  nearly  ooneet  in  this  repre- 
sentation of  the  state  of  things.  Then  I 
wimt  to  know,  if  you  compare  the  con- 
dition of  the  negro  labourers  in  De- 
merara  or  Trinidad  with  that  of  the 
peasantry  of  Dorsetshire  and  Wiltshire,  is 
there  any  justice  in  taxing  the  Dorsetshire 
or  Wiltsbine  peasant  for  the  benefit  of  the 
aingularly  well-off  peasant  in  the  West 
In£e6  ?  No  man  can  assert  that  justice  or 
Anything  like  justice  would  be  done  by  such 
a  proceeding.  "But  if  it  is  not  the  labour- 
er9,  is  it  the  merchant  or  the  shipowner? 
No  Gentleman,  who  has  looked  into 
this  subject,  can  doubt  that  both  mer- 
chants and  shipowners  would  gain  far 
more^  by  an  unrestricted  trade  in  sugar. 
Foreign  and  Colonial,  than  they  can  possibly 
ipain  by  this  protection.  Then,  if  it  is  for 
neither  of  these  classes,  what  remains? 
Th^re  remains  no  other  class  than  this-** 
the  owners  of  land  in  the  West  Indies,  the 
planters  resident  in  this  country.  And  the 
people  of  England  would  do  well  to  un- 
decstand,  when  you  talk  of  '' justice"  to 
your  Colonies,  that  what  you  mean,  stated 
plainly  and  intelligibly,  is  simply  this-*- 
that  you  propose  to  tax  the  people  of  Eng- 
land to  a  very  heavy  amount,  in  order  to 
place  « large  sum  of  money  in  the  hands 
of  certain  West  India  proprietors,  gentle- 
men cesident  in  this  country.  This  is 
veally  the  object  and  the  result  If  the 
Welt  India  proprietors  have  any  case 
against  this  country,  I  am  prq^Mired  to 
■Met  it  fairly.  Let  us,  as  was  suggested 
by  the  faoQ»  Member  for  Manchester,  look 
iolo  it.  Let  them  state  their  case — let 
them  make  it  out— and  I  am  quite  certain 
the  people  of  England  will  not  shrink 
Icom  neetinff  any  fair  demand  upon 
them.  We  nave  already  shown  that  we 
have  BO  such  disposition  by  the  libe- 
nditjy  with  which  we  granteid  the  large 
aum  of  20,000,000/.  Then,  make  out 
your  case— prove  it  clearly,  and  upon  in- 
disptttable  evidenoe«^and  the  pe^e  of 
fi^glaod  will  meet  yoiu:  fair  demands. 


But  let  us  do  it  in  the  way  least  onerous  to 
ourselves.      Take  a  direct  sum  from  the 
Treasury— charge  the  Consolidated  Fund 
with  annuities  fer  these  gentlemen— but, 
for  one,  I  will  not  consent  upon  account  of 
any  supposed  claim  of  the  West  India  pro* 
prietors  to  incur  a  tax  which)  at  the  very 
least,  for  every  pound  it  puts  into  their  poc- 
kets, takes  two  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people.     I  will  venture  to  rest  the  whole 
case  upon  this  feet— ^hat  I  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  any  Gentleman,  that  for 
every  pound  which  is  really  made  by  the 
West  India  proprietors  by  this  monopoly, 
the  charge  upon  the  people  of  England  is 
at  least  2/. ;  the  difference  being  wasted  in 
the  misapplication  of  labour  and  of  capital. 
I  say  furtjier  than  this — ^I  am  persuaded, 
that  while  this  measure  will  most  grieve 
ously  injure  the  people  of  England— while 
it  is  a  grievous  injustice  upon  your  own 
industrious  classes — I  am  persuaded  it  will 
altogether  disappoint  the  West  India  pro«i 
prietors  —  that  it  will  altogether  fail  to 
confer  upon  them  the  benefit  which  they 
anticipate.    The  grounds  of  that  belief  I 
think  it  is  not  very  difficult  to  state.    Sir, 
any  Gentleman  who  has  taken  pains  to 
make  himself  acquainted  with  the  actual 
condition  of  the  West  Indies— above  all, 
those  who  have  read  the  mass  of  evidence 
whidi  was  taken  before  the  Committee  ap« 
pointed  by  this  House  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  these  Colonies  in  1842—1  say  those 
who  have  taken  pains  to  make  themselves 
thus  acquainted  with  the  state  of  thoas 
Colonies  cannot  be  ignorant  that  what^  is 
now  complained  of  is  the  competition  with 
the  small  supply  of  labour  there.  The  com- 
petition of  the  planters  among  themselvea 
raises  wages  so  high,  that  the  negroes,  by 
working  only  a  comparatively  small  por- 
tion of  the  day,  are  enabled  to  nipply  them- 
selves with  all  those  articles  of  consump- 
tion to  which  they  have  been  accustomed. 
Of  course,  like  men  in  every  clime  and 
country,  they  do  not  like  work  for  work's 
sake.    When  they  can  provide  themselves 
with  those  necessaries,  and  comforts,  and 
luxuries,  to  which  they  have  been  used,  of 
course  they  will  labour  no  more ;  and  we 
find,  that  whatever  the  price  of  sugar  is,  the 
planters  outbid  each  other,  in  trying  each 
to  obtain  as  mudb  labour  as  possiUe,  until 
they  give  the  highest  wages  the  price  of 
sugar  at  the  time  enables  them  to  affinrd 
to  take  labour  away  from  each  other.   This 
is  the  necessary  effea  of  a  deficient  supjdy 
of  labour  in  the  market.    Then,  what  will 
happen  if  you>  by  areduction  of  duty,  un- 
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acoompamied  by  an  extension  of  tbe  aources 
of  supply^  greatly  increase  the  demand 
for  Colonial  sugar ;  thus)  raising  tbe  price 
receiTed  by  the  planter  ?  My  conviction  is, 
that  tbe  competition  for  labour  which  al- 
ready exists  m  your  Colonies,  will  become 
more  intense ;  that  wages  in  consequence 
will  be  raised ;  that  your  wishes  to  benefit 
the  planter  will  not  be  realised ;  but  that 
the  n^roes  will  be  enabled  to  supply  them- 
selyes  with  all  they  want,  by  means  of 
even  a  smaller  amount  of  labour  than  they 
now  give.  The  effect  of  your  measures 
will,  therefore,  most  probably,  be  rather 
to  diminish  than  increase  the  supply  of 
Colonial  sugar,  and  to  place  the  West  India 
proprietors  in  a  worse  situation,  as  com- 
pared with  the  East  Indiesi,  than  they  are 
m  at  present  I  think,  then,  there  are 
strone  reasons  for  believing  such  will  be 
the  effect  of  the  measure  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  proposes.  Upon  the  other 
hand,  let  me  point  out  to  you— if  I  have 
already  shown,  as  I  cannot  help  thinking  I 
have,  that  the  existing  system  of  protection 
imposes  a  heavy  burden  upon  the  British 
people — in  the  next  place,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  reduction  you  now 
propose  to  make  in  the  duty  upon  Colo- 
nial susar,  you  have  an  opportunity  which 
is  not  likely  again  to  occur,  of  changing 
the  policy  you  have  hitherto  followed,  with- 
out incurring  even  the  temporary  inconve- 
nience which  might  under  other  drcum* 
stances  be  apprehended.  I  think,  that  at 
a  time  when  it  is  in  your  power  to 
make  a  great  diminution  in  the  duty  levied 
upon  Colonial  sugar,  you  have  a  very  great 
facility  for  makmg  a  change  of  policy, 
which  at  any  other  time  I  admit  might 
be  difficult.  At  any  other  time  I  do  think, 
after  having  so  long  acted  upon  the  system 
of  protection,  the  chanse  would,  in  the 
first  instance,  be  attended  with  great  tem- 
porary disturbance  to  industry  in  the  Colo- 
nies. I  think  that  likely  to  be  the  effect ; 
but  at  the  time  when  you  are  mak- 
ing a  lam  reduction  of  taxation  upon  the 
article  ofsugar,  I  think  you  have  a  reason, 
able  ground  for  expecting  that  you  might 
make  this  change  of  policy,  and  escape  anv 
such  serious  shwk  to  Colonial  industry.  It 
is  also  to  be  considered  that  it  is  only  by 
doinethis — by  makinff  the  two  measures 
simultaneous-— by  coupling  to  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  upon  Colonial  sugar  the  equali- 
sation of  the  duty  upon  sugar  of  all  descrip- 
tions—it  is  only,  I  say,  by  making  these 
two  measurea  contemporaneous,  that  you  can 
hope  to  lecure  to  the  oooiumer  the  benefit 


he  ought  to  have  from  the  reduction.  If 
you  were  to  reduce  Brituh  and  Colonial 
sugar  without  extending  the  sources  of 
supply,  the  great  probability  is  there  would 
be  no  fall  of  any  consequence  in  the  price 
of  sugar.  The  consumption  in  this  oountiy 
is  so  entirely  kept  down  by  price,  and  it  is 
8o|  infinitely  below  the  r^  wants  of  the 
people,  that  my  firm  belief  is,  if  you  do  not 
extend  the  sources  of  supply  at  the  moment 
of  reducing  the  duty,  the  demand  will  rise 
in  the  same  proportion;  and  the  whole 
advantage  of  the  reduction  will  be  divided 
in  the  shape  of  increased  pofits  and  in- 
creased wages  between  the  planters  and  the 
labourers  who  are  employed  in  the  produc- 
tion. If  there  were  to  be  no  extension  of 
the  sources  of  supply,  I  think  this  would  in- 
evitably happen.  I  believe  even  the  in* 
adequate  extension  of  the  sources  of  supply 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  proposed 
this  year  and  last,  by  admitting  free-grown 
sugar  at  a  differential  duty,  will  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  counteract  this  effect,  and  the 
consumer  will  sain  really  something,  I 
hope  rather  considerable,  mm  the  measurea 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  if  yoa 
were  to  carry  that  extension  of  the  sources 
of  supply  somewhat  further,  and  if  yoo 
were  to  admit  all  Foreign  sugar  at  the  same 
rate  of  duty  you  propose  for  Uolonial  sugar, 
I  think,  when  you  look  at  the  present  con- 
sumption in  this  country,  you  can  hardly 
doubt  that  it  would  immensely  increase. 
What  would  be  the  efiect  ?  The  total  supply 
ofsugar  in  the  market  of  the  world  does 
not  now  exceed  the  demand.  There  is  ft 
demand  in  Europe  and  other  parts  of  the 
world  for  all  the  sugar  produced  in  all  our 
own  Colonial  possessions,  Brasfl,  and  else- 
where ;  but  if  from  that  supply  a  consider- 
able proportion  is  to  be  drawn  off  to  meet 
the  increased  consumption  of  this,  the 
richest  and  most  numerous  body  of  eon- 
sumers  in  the  world — if  a  large  increase 
of  consumption  of  that  kind  is  to  take  place, 
it  is  quite  obvious  that,  as  the  supply  of 
su^  cannot  be  immediately  increased^  the 
pnce  in  the  market  of  the  worid  must  of 
necessity  rise.  Prices  would  be  thus  sup- 
ported ;  and  when  I  look  at  the  fact^  that 
the  difference  of  price  of  equal  oualtties  of 
Braailian  and  Colonial  sugar  was  lately  only 
7s.  fid ,  and  the  remission  you  propose  to  man 
of  duty  upon  Colonial  sugar  is  lU.— when 
I  consider  this,  I  feel  persuaded  that  the 
price  of  M  kinds  of  sugar  in  the  market  of 
the  world  would,  for  a  time  at  least,  be  so 
supported  that  the  immediate  fall  of  mioes 
in  this  country  ooold  not  go  beyona  At 
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amount  of  the  Temisuon  of  the  daty ;  that 
the  lU.  you  propose  to  remit  of  Colonial 
duty  would  cover  the  reduction  of  price 
for  which  susar  of  whatever  kind  would 
he  sold  in  bond  in  this  oountiy.  If  so — and 
this  is  the  argument  I  wish  to  press  upon 
the  House — it  follows,  if  you  make  this 
great  and  most  desirable  change  of  policy^ 
without  at  all  injuring,  at  all  events  for  the 
present,  the  condition  of  the  Colonial  pro- 
ducer (since,  if  the  fall  of  price  in  this  coun- 
try do^  not  exceed  the  remission  of  duty,  he 
remains  as  well  off  as  he  is  at  this  moment), 
you  will,  therefore,  be  able  to  effect  this 
great  change  of  policy  without  any  disturb- 
ance to  Colonial  industry,  and  without  any 
immediate  pressure  upon  the  Colonial  pro- 
ducer, who  will  remain  in  the  same  situa- 
tion as  he  is  at  this  moment.  I  have 
guarded  myself  by  saying  that  this  would 
e  the  case  only  for  the  present.  No  doubt 
the  supply  of  Foreign  sugar  would  gradu. 
ally  increase,  and  the  increased  prices  would 
probably  be  brought  down  by  degrees,  not 
at  once,  I  believe,  but  by  slow  degrees, 
according  to  the  real  cost  of  production ; 
but  do  you  not  see  that  the  effect  of  this 
would  l^  to  make  foreign  competition  oome 
mdually  upon  your ownColonial  producer? 
He  would  not  be  exposed  to  any  immediate 
diflSculty  of  this  sort ;  it  woidd  be  only  by 
slow  degrees  that  the  pressure  of  competi- 
tion would  be  brought  to  bear  upon  him. 
The  difficulty  would  come  upon  him  gradu- 
ally, which,  in  my  opinion,  is  what  he 
must  expect,  and  he  can  have  no  right  to 
ask  for  more  than  that  he  be  gradually, 
and  not  suddenly  exposed  to  competition. 
It  is  all  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, when  arguinff  upon  the  policy  of  free 
trade,  ask  for.  When  they  admit  the  prin- 
ciples of  free  trade  are  those  of  common 
sense,  they  always  go  on  to  say*  '*  Do  not 
introduce  them  at  once,  give  us  time,  let 
us  be  exposed  gradually  to  this  new  diffi- 
culty." That  is  precisely  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  making  these  two  changes  at 
the  same  time.  It  would  be  exposing  the 
Colonial  planter  only  by  degrees  to  the 
pressure  of  competition  with  his  Foreign 
rival.  In  the  meantime  I  ant  persuaded, 
if  proper  exertions  were  made,  the  British 
producers  might  be  in  a  situation  to  bid 
defiance  to  the  competition  of  Foreign  pro- 
ducers. Those  who  are  aware  of  the  state 
of  thin^  in  the  Colonies  must  know  how 
much  It  is  in  the  power  of  the  colonists 
themselves  and  of  the  Government  to 
reduce  the  cost  of  the  production  of  sugar. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  candidly 


admitted  that  up  to  a  very  late  period  the 
system  of  Colonial  cultivation  was  one  of 
reckless  extravagance.  He  said  that  under 
the  pressure  of  necessity  oonriderable  im- 
provement had  taken  place.  I  believe  it ; 
and  I  believe  that  under  the  pressure  of 
further  necessity  still  greater  improvements 
would  be  introduced.  Ibelieve  that  by  an  in« 
crease  in  the  supply  of  labour — by  a  change 
in  the  present  system  of  management — by 
a  more  economical  mode  of  cultivation  and 
of  manufacture— I  believe,  by  means  of 
this  kind,  you  may  so  reduce  the  cost  of 
Colonial  sugar,  that  by  the  time  the  supply 
of  Foreign  sugar  is  so  increased  as  seriously 
to  interfere  with  your  own  in  your  own 
market,  your  own  will  have  no  need  to  fear 
the  rivalry.  That  is  my  opinion ;  but  in 
expressing  that  opinion  let  me  not  be  un- 
derstood to  mean  that  by  any  change  you 
can  adopt  you  can  enable  free-labour  sugar 
to  meet  in  competition  with  the  sugar  of 
slave  states,  if  the  existing  system  of  culti- 
vation by  non-resident  proprietors  is  con- 
tinued. The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
very  properly  laid  great  stress  upon  this 
argument.  I  believe  it  lies  at  the  bottom 
of  the  whole  subject.  I  remember  some 
yean  ago  I  asked  the  same  question.  I  asked 
you,  if  you  had  to  carry  on  the  cultivation 
of  an  English  farm,  or  the  management  of 
an  English  factory,  while  the  proprietor 
was  resident  at  Naples  or  Moscow,  what 
chance  thero  would  be  of  profit  from  such 
a  transaction  ?  We  know  that  an  English 
farm  is  not  often  a  very  gainful  pursuit 
in  the  hands  of  a  gentleman,  even  if 
he  is  upon  the  spot  to  watch  over  the 
proceedings  of  his  agent,  but  that  if 
he  is  absent,  loss  is  the  invariable  rule. 
Why  should  it  be  different  in  the  Co- 
lonies.^ The  production  of  sugar  in- 
volves both  agrieulturo  and  manufacture. 
Like  every  otner  business  of  the  same  de* 
scription,  profit  entirely  depends  upon 
strict  economy  in  detail — upon  the  enerj^, 
the  enterprise,  and  the  judgment  which 
are  displayed  in  adopting  every  possible 
improvement  in  the  processes  boUi  of  culti- 
vation and  of  manufacture;  and  I  say  that 
all  experience  proves  it  is  utterly  impossible 
that  the  agent  of  a  non-resident  proprietor 
should  be  able,  be  he  ever  so  honest  and  ever 
so  active  in  every  respect,  to  equal  a  resident 
proprietor.  It  is  totally  impossible.  I  am  con- 
vinced, Sir,  that  in  the  end  the  change  now 
proposed  would  be  highly  beneficial  to  our 
Colonies,  because  it  would  stimulate  those 
improvements  which  are  so  much  required; 
it  would  make  the  Colonial  Legislatures  ex- 
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ert  themielvefl  to  do  all  which  dq^ends  upon 
them.  Much  depends  upon  them.  I  hare 
taken  some  trouhletolook  into  the  Returns 
laid  hefore  the  Committee  to  which  I  have 
alieady  adverted ;  and  I  was  much  struck 
with  the  fact,  that  in  every  one  of  those 
Colonies  there  exists  a  system  of  taxation 
the  most  unwise  it  is  possible  to  con- 
ceive ;  a  system  objectionable,  less  for  the 
amount  of  money  it  raises,  than  for  the 
means  by  which  those  sums  are  raised,  cal- 
culated not  to  stimulate,  but  to  depress 
industry.  As  I  said  before,  there  is  a 
ruinous  and  wasteful  system  of  manage- 
ment by  attorneys  and  by  overseers.  I  am 
persuaded  that  if  you  reduce  the  duties,  the 
change  which  has  already  begun  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  will  go  on  much  more  rapidly ; 
proprietors  will'sell  or  lease  their  estates ; 
and  the  negroes  are  rising  so  fast  both  in 
property  and  intelligence  that  many  of 
those  properties  would  fall  into  their 
hands.  With  the  stimulus  of  personal 
interest  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that 
cultivation  and  manufacture  would  both  be 
impioved  to  the  greatest  degree.  Besides 
that,  you  must  remember  that  in  a  few  years 
you  will  have  the  advantage— every  day  it  is 
beeinningto  be  more  felto--of  a  peasantry  fast 
rismg  into  manhood— 4iot  educated  under 
the  degrading  influence  of  slavery,  but  en- 
li^tened  by  freedom  and  education.  When 
you  have  all  these  advantages— ^a  change  in 
the  organisation  of  society  by  leasing  or 
selling  of  property  by  non-residents,  an 
improved  character  of  the  peasantry,  an  in- 
creased supply  of  labour,  a  more  judicious 
distribution  of  taxation,  improvements 
made  in  cultivation  and  manufacture— 
when  you  may  have  all  these  advantages, 
can  any  man  doubt  we  should  find  the 
practical  truth  of  that  principle  which  the 
advocates  of  emancipation  used  always  to 
«^w ;— namely,  their  thorough  confidence 
in  the  saperfority  of  free  over  slave  labour? 
By  slaveiy,  it  is  true,  you  can  extort  the 
mere  physical  exertions  of  the  slave,  but 
you  cannot  draw  out  the  qualities  of  his 
mind ;  for  that  purpose  shivery  is  wholly 
inefficient— utterly  powerless.  All  expe- 
rience proves  that  every  business  which  is 
carried  on  by  slave  labour,  whether  it  is  in 
your  own  Colonies,  whether  it  is  in  the 
United  States  of  America,  whether  it  is 
in  the  Brazils— in  all  cases  every  branch 
cf  industry  carried  on  by  slave  labour  is 
invariably  carried  on  by  the  rudest  means, 
and  without  any  of  that  economy  of  labour 
which  is  the  first  condition  of  cheap  pro- 
action.    Hie  intelligence  of  the  labourers 


cannot  be  called  forth ;  and  tbeivfiire  tiie 
rudest  and  most  barbarous  means  of  applj- 
ing  his  strength  are  still,  to  a  great  extent, 
adhered  to.  Sir,  that  is  just  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  the  cultivation  of  sugar— that  is  the 
reason  why,  although  intelligent  and  civi* 
lized  Europeans  have  now  for  about  two 
centuries  been  engaged  in  it,  it  is  so  little 
advanced  beyond  its  primitive  state.  And 
I  believe,  Sir,  that  more  has  been  done  to- 
wards improvement  within  the  half^doien 
years  since  slavery  was  really  abolished  io 
your  own  Colonies,  than  even  during  the 
two  preceding  centuries.  If  I  am  wdl 
informed,  in  some  of  your  Colonies,  and 
particularly  in  those  in  whieh  there  aie 
resident  proprietors —•  in  Antigua  and  in 
Barbadoes  more  especially,  considerable 
improvement  is  going  on.  Taking  that 
improvement  into  consideration  ^«  taking 
into  consideration  the  further  improve* 
ments  which  will  no  doubt  be  made,  and 
the  stimulus  which  they  will  natiirillj 
give  to  competition— looking  at  all  theae 
things,  I  feel  perfectly  persuaded  that  in  s 
few  years  you  will  find  that  free  labour 
will  be  far  cheaper  than  slave  labour ;  and 
that  the  rich  regions  of  Demerara,  Tri- 
nidad, and  Jamaica,  will  be  able  not  mttj 
to  drive  the  produce  of  slave  labour  out  oif 
your  own  markets,  but  to  drive  it  out  of 
the  market  of  Europe  and  out  of  the 
marbet  of  the  world,  and  by  doing  so  afae« 
luh  not  only  the  Slave  Trade,  but  slavor. 
Sir,  these  are  the  great  results  to  whiob, 
I  believe,  you  may  confidently  leak,  if  yon 
have  so  much  faith  in  the  truth  at  great 
principles— so  much  reliance  on  the  ultL 
mate  triumph  of  what  is  right  and  good 
over  evil  in  all  its  shapes  as  to  venture  16 
adopt  an  enlarged  and  enlightened  poliey 
on  this  subject,  instead  of  timidly  shrink* 
ins  from  what  may  be  the  temponury  diffi- 
culty and  the  passing  inconvenienoe  with 
which  it  may  no  doubt  be  attended.  For  I 
admit  that  if  you  adopt  the  line  of  policy  t 
recommend,  some  temporary  inconvenienoe, 
some  fleeting  evil  might  arise.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  deny  that  for  a  time  enoouiagement 
might  be  gven  to  the  Foreign  Slave  Trade. 
[['*  Hear.'j  Sir,  ]  am  perfectly  prepared  for 
that  sneer  from  the  other  side  i  hot  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  does  not 
at  all  shake  my  oonfidenoe  in  the  opinions 
to  which  I  have  given  expression.  Any 
temporary  evil  that  might  arise  horn  thie 
adoption  of  the  principles  I  reoooimend, 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  of  miner  im- 
portance, when  yon  take  into  eonsidention 
the  great  d^jeet  sought  to  be  aeUeved.    I 
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do  not  deny  tlrnt  the  feeble  and  faesitatitig 
meamres  which  you  have  directed  against 
slavery  and  the  Slare  Trade— yoor  partial 
exclunott  of  the  produce  of  slave  labour, 
from  your  markets,  rejecting  some  kinds, 
^hils(  other  kinds  you  have  thought  it 
too  great  a  sacrifice  to  refuse—your  en- 
deavour to  bolster  up  the  industry  of  your 
emancipated  Colonies  by  maintaining  pro. 
tective  duties— 'your  attempts  to  put  down 
the  Slave  Trade  by  an  expensive  force,  while 
its  continuance  is  assured  by  the  immense 
profits  it  produces-^I  do  not,  I  say,  denv 
that  by  these  means  you  may  have  palliated, 
in  some  degree,  though  you  could  never 
hope  so  to  get  rid  of  the  evil  with  which 
you  have  been  contending.  If,  therefore, 
you  should  now  resolve  to  change  your 
oourse^if,  trusting  to  the  truth  of  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  you  have  partially  acted, 
that  free  labour  is  better  and  cheaper  than 
slave  labour,  yon  are  prepared  to  commit 
your  Colonies  unaided— -I  ought  to  say  un- 
incumbered*— byprotectingduties  to  astrug- 
gle  in  your  market  with  the  produce  of 
slave  labour— ^f,  with  a  view  to  an  ulti- 
mate triumph  over  slavery  itself,  you  ven- 
ture to  discontinue  some  of  the  measures 
by  which  you  have  hitherto  hoped  to  es- 
cape giving  encouragement  to  the  Slave 
Trade;  And  if,  acting  on  the  conviction 
that  no  real  good  can  arise  without  steadily 
pursuing  some  principle,  you  should  deter- 
mine to  get  rid  of  the  inconsistencies  of 
your  present  system,  and  to  admit  slave- 
grown  sugar  as  you  admit  slave^grown 
cotton,  slave-grown  tobacco,  and  slave- 
grown  cofiee— should  you,  I  say,  take  this 
course,  I  should  be  quite  prepared  to  find 
that,  for  a  time,  there  might  be  some  in- 
crease of  the  Slave  Trade ;  but  the  appre- 
hension of  this  passing  and  fleeting  evil 
cannot  deter  me  from  doing  that  which  I 
believe  to  be  wise  and  right  in  itself,  and 
calculated  in  the  end  to  gain  a  great  victory 
for  the  cause  of  humanity.  It  is  the  un- 
shaken confidence  I  feel,  that  in  the  strug- 
gle that  would  sooner  or  later  ensue,  the 
produce  of  free  labour  will  triumph  over 
the  produce  of  slave  labour,  and  thus  an 
end  would  be  put  to  the  existing  system, 
which  induces  me  to  give  my  support  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Gibson).  And  to  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  who  are  pleated  to  impute  to  us 
for  acting  upon  these  convictions,  that 
vre  would  encourage  the  Slave  Trade,  I 
beg  to  say,  I  am  not  more  indifierent 
now  to  tlie  horrors  of  slavery  and  of  the 


Slave  Trade,  than  I  was  when  we  were 
engaged  in  the  arduous  and  finally  success- 
ful struggle  to  abolish  it  in  our  own  Colo- 
nies, in  the  days  when  it  there  flourished, 
and  when  the  new-bom  philanthropy  of 
those  who  now  taunt  us  on  this  subject 
did  not  prevent  them  from  defending  it, 
and  profiting  by  its  abuses  to  the  latest  mo- 
ment that  they  were  permitted  to  do  so.  I 
say,  I  am  not  less  opposed  to  slavery  now 
than  I  was  at  that  time  when  I  was,  though 
a  very  humble,  a  very  sincere  supporter  of 
those  men  by  whose  exertions  the  character 
of  the  British  nation  has  been  cleared  of  the 
stain  of  supporting  slavery  in  its  Colonies. 
I  was  an  humble  and  a  sincere  supporter  of 
those  Gentlemen;  and  I  cannot  help  hereex- 
pressing  my  regret  that  we  have  lately  lost 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  of  them,  distin- 

fuished  by  his  advocacy  of  the  cause,  by 
is  sincerity,  and  the  abilitv  with  which 
he  supported  his  opinions,  out,  though  I 
strenuously  assisted  the  late  Sir  Fowell 
Buxton  in  his  struggle  on  this  subject,  and 
though  I  retain  all  the  views  and  the  feeh 
ings  I  then  entertained,  I  say  again  I  am 
not  to  be  prevented  by  them  from  support- 
ing the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and  I  do  hope  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try will  look  into  this  question,  and  that 
they  wilt  compare  the  former  conduct  of 
those  who  resist  this  Motion  on  the 
ground  that  Its  adoption  would  encou- 
rage slavery,  with  the  conduct  of  those 
who  are  in  favour  of  it,  and  then  they  will 
see  how  much  of  sincerity  there  is  at  the 
bottom  of  the  argument  made  use  of  by  the 
Gentlemen  opposite ;  and  I  hope  they  will 
ask  themselves  whether,  on  account  of  an 
argument  like  this,  which  I  think  is  un- 
founded, they  will  continue  to  subject  the 
distressed  labouring  classes  of  this  country 
to  an  undenied  burden,  and  to  an  undenied 
tax<^a  tax  to  a  very  large  pecuniary 
amount,  and  a  burden  far  heavier  than 
even  the  amount  shown  by  the  pecuniary 
tax. 

Mr.  fV.  E.  Gladstone :  I  for  one  do  not 
intend,  Sir,  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sunderland,  in  what  he  has 
said  with  reference  to  the  question  of  sla- 
very and  the  Slave  Trade.  This  important 
subject  we  shall  on  a  future  occanon  have 
an  opportunity  of  fully  discussing.  The 
few  words  I  have  to  say  upon  the  subject 
at  present  will  be  entirely  of  a  defensive 
character.  I  quite  concur  in  the  senti- 
ments of  regret  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Howick)  at  the  departure  from 
this  world  of  a  man  of  ^oonftiderable  em»> 
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nence  in  conneiion  with  tfae  abolition  of 
the  Slave  Trade— I  mean  Sir  Fowell  Bux- 
ton. I  entirely  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
inentertainingfeeUngsofthe  highest  respect 
for  the  character  of  that  philanthropist.  I 
never  shall  forget  his  sincere  and  earnest 
zeal  in  the  cause  he  espoused ;  and  I  must 
he  permitted  to  add,  I  shall  never  forget 
that  which  is  a  rarer  quality  in  popular  as< 
aemblies  in  this  country,  the  gentle  and 
kindly  manner  in  which  he  was  accustomed 
to  pursue  the  subject  which  was  dear  to  his 
heart.  But,  Sir,  I  must  say,  that  I  felt 
when  the  noble  Lord  was  happy  in  choos- 
inff  this  particular  moment  for  passing  an 
euTogium  upon  Sir  Fowell  Buxton,  he  was 
unhappy  in  fixing  charges  on  the  character, 
and  impugning  the  motives  of  his  op- 
ponents, in  desiring  to  have  their  conduct 
oensttied  and  condemned  for  the  conduct 
they  had  pursued,  and  in  talking  of  what 
he  called  their  new-bom  philanthropy. 
For  on  the  question  of  the  Sugar  Duties 
the  Members  of  the  Government  have 
thought  it  their  duty  to  take  the  very 
course  which  was  pursued  by  Sir  Fowell 
Buxton,  the  olriect  of  the  noble  Lord's 
eulogy.  But,  Sir,  I  will  say  no  more  on 
that  subject  at  present,  but  leave  it  for  a 
future  occasion.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tbn  before  the  House,  I  swcely  know  how 
I  am  to  approach  it  Those  Gentlemen 
who  spoke  of  the  Motion,  have  undoubtedly 
treated  it  as  a  Motion  to  pledge  the  House 
to  the  immediate  equalization  of  the  duties 
on  British  and  Foreign  sugar.  Now,  I 
must  confess  that  the  proposition  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Manches- 
ter has  been  framed  somewhat  ingeniously, 
and  with  a  view  to  combine  many  who, 
had  it  been  otherwise  framed,  misht  pro- 
bably have  been  opposed  to  eacm  otner. 
The  advocates  for  extreme  measures  have, 
as  I  think,  left  out  one  strong  point  in  this 
case,  and  that  is,  of  not  putting  parties  out 
of  doubt,  of  not  bringing  the  question  to  a 
final  settlement,  and,  if  practicable,  of  pre- 
venting the  possibility  of  future  legislation. 
I  think.  Sir,  that  this  merit  cannot  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Manchester.  And  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  he  has  framed  that 
Motion  to  catch  stray  votes,  and  to  combine 
in  a  common  expression  of  opinion  Gentle- 
men not  exactly  agreed ;  and  an  announce- 
ment was  made  by  a  distinguished  Member, 
that  though  he  was  not  prepared  to  accede 
to  an  immediate  equaliaation  of  the  duties 
on  Foreign  and  Colonial  sugar,  he  was  pre- 
paced  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 


Member  for  Manchester— the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Devonport&- 
tinctly  said  this.  And,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  himself  shown  some  want 
of  courage,  and  some  want  of  confidence  m 
those  principles  which  he  advocates.  Tfate 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  been  prepared  to 
state  the  case  on  the  merits  of  those  prin« 
ciples  alone;  but  he  has  shown  himself 
anxious  to  join  those  who  are  not  prepared 
to  unite  with  him  in  endeavouring  to  carry 
into  efiect  those  practical  measures  of  whi(^ 
he  himself  is  the  advocate.  Therefore  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  eome  to  us  and 
say,  that  he  is  prepared  to  bring  forward  a 
measure,  the  adoption  of  which  would  settle 
and  put  an  end  to  long  agitated  questions; 
and  that  the  policy  we  recommend  only 
tends  to  increase  contentions  already  exist- 
ing, and  is  not  calculated  to  effect  a  settle- 
ment of  them.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite have  spoken  to-night  of  what  they 
called  the  heavy  burden  of  the  tax  paid  by 
the  people  of  England  on  account  of  die 
differential  duty  on  West  India  sugar.  And 
I  don't  deny  that  there  is  a  payment,  which 
if  you  please  you  may  call  a  tax,  made  1^ 
the  people  of  England  on  account  of  this 
differential  duty.  I  admit  this;  but  why 
should  hon.  Gentlemen  resort  to  unneces- 
sary exaggeration  on  this  subject  ?  The 
noble  Lord,  himself,  who  does  not  usually 
indulge  in  exaggeration,  but  whose  habit 
was  one  of  great  precision,  had  nevertheless 
been  no  doubt  unintentionally  led  into  ex- 
aggeration, and  had  commenced  his  speech 
by  fastening  on  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  the  charge  that  he  assented 
to  the  doctrine  that  2,300,000/L  was  the 
minimum  of  this  tax  levied  upon  the  peo- 
ple of  England.  Now,  what  did  the  noUe 
Lord  proved  to  do,  having  made  this  state* 
ment  ?  He  proceeded  to  make  a  calcula- 
tion founded  upon  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  and 
stated  thai  the  amount  of  differential  duty 
was  10#.  per  cwt.,  or  10/.  per  ton.  But 
this  was  carried  much  farther  by  other 
hon.  Gentlemen.  Some  made  the  du^ 
amount  to  d,000,000/*  But  the  noble  Lord 
himself  afterwards  went  into  details,  from 
which  he  made  it  appear  tliat  the  amount 
of  differential  duty  was  only  7s.  6d..  in- 
stead of  lOs,  or  13«.,  and  lOL  or  13L  [Lord 
Howkk  :  That  is  now,  and  not  what  it 
would  be  afier  the  change.]  You  my  it 
would  rise.  While  some  hon.  Crentlemen 
said  that  the  differential  duty  was  lOs.  or 
13#.,  the  noUe  Lord  hinudf  stated  tba 
differaice  to  be  7s.  6dL    The  noUe  Loril 
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says,  that  that  is  what  it  is  iiow»  and  not 
vrhat  it  would  be  after  a  change.    But  he 
has  infonned  us,  and  invited  our  attention 
to  the  statement,  that  if  the  measures  pro- 
posed were  adopted,  there  would  be  a  very 
considerable  increase  in  the  amount  payable 
for  Foreign  sugar,  and  a  proportionate  de- 
crease in  the  payment  for  Colonial.    Well, 
but  the  effect  of  that  would  be  to  diminish 
the  difference,  and  to  lessen  the  pressure 
of  the  tax.    All  I  wish  to  do  at  present 
is,  to  deprecate  unnecessary  eacaggeration 
on  a  matter  of  this  importance.   But  I  will 
now  refer  to  the  real  question  before  the 
Housei  and  state  what  may  be  considered 
in  a  great  measure  the  gist  of  the  argu- 
ment*   I  grant  you  that  we  are  bound  to 
say  on  wluat  principle  we  contend  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  present  duty.     And 
let  me  observe,  that  while  the  Government 
considers  itself  Justified  in  making  a  relax- 
ation of  duties  ror  the  benefit  of  the  coun- 
try at  large,  it  feels  itself  bound  to  adhere 
to  the  principle  which  lias  been  long  ad- 
hered to — that  the  policy  of  this  country 
has  been  to  maintain  a  system  of  protec- 
tion; and  under  that  system  of  protection, 
interests  have  been  formed,  capital  and 
labour  have  been  distributed^— and  perhaps, 
if  you  like  to  say  so,  in  a  vicious  and  de- 
fective manner— but  still  capital  and  labour 
have  been  so  distributed,  and  the  principles 
upon  which  the  British  House  of  Commons 
have  always  acted,  have  been  not  to  take 
any  unfair  advantage  of  such   interests, 
wherever  they  existed.     And  whUe  1  must 
say,  that  I  don't  think  this  House  will  be 
prepared   to  depart  from    the  principles 
hitherto  followed,   yet,  I   believe,  it   is 
the  opinion  of  a  small  number  of  Gentlemen 
that  we  ought  to  apply  with  an  inconside- 
rate and  unsparing  hand  the  principle  of 
free  trade.     To  the  question  that  has  been 
raised  by  the  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
nde  of  the  House,  I  think  a  most  defi- 
nite reply  may  be  given.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Villiers)  asks 
what  claims  have  the  West  India  planters  ? 
Now,  I  grant  that  this  is  a  question  upon 
which,  on  the  part  of  the  West  India  pro- 

grietors,  we  are  bound  to  answer.  I  wish 
eartily  that  it  were  possible  that  equality, 
or  something  like  equality,  could  be  estab- 
lished between  the  native  and  the  foreign 
productions.  Such  an  equality  cannot  be 
established ;  and  I  do  believe  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  would  bring  down  ruin  on 
a  numerous  class  of  persons  at  home,  and 
carry  dismay  into  the  Colonies— a  dismay 
V0L.LXXV1I.    aSt} 


that  would  spread  throughout  all  classes  of 
the  community— and  be  attended  with  the 
most  injurious  consequences  to  the  labour- 
ing classes.     I  grant  you  that  the  extreme 
deamess  of  production  in  the  West  Indies 
forms  the  difficulty  of  this  question.     I 
admit  that  it  would  be  unfiur  to  make  a 
demand  on  the  people  of  this  country  as  an 
encouragement  to  the  grower,  if  no  reason 
existed  S>r  such  a  demand  being  made.  But 
reasons  exist  for  such  a  demand.    I  should 
at  once  abandon  the  differential  duty,  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  do  so.    But  that  cannot  be  done.    But 
what  are  the  causes  of  the  deamess  of  pro- 
duction in  the  West  Indies?  Now,  I  don't 
wish  to  adopt  the  language  of  partisanship 
in  thb  matter.     There  has  been  a  passion 
for  saying  that  scarcity  of  labour  has  been  a 
cause  of  the  deamess  of  production.    That, 
in  my  opinion,  is  not  the  sole  cause,  but 
one  of  the  most  important  causes.  I  assert, 
as  I  have  asserted  before,  that  although 
scarcity  of  labour  is  one  cause  of  the  deamess 
of  production,  the  scarcity  of  proprietors  (of 
course  I  mean  resident  proprietors)  is  ano- 
ther.   Although  it  would  be  dcsiraUe  that 
both  these  evils  should  be  remedied,  if  pos- 
sible ;  yet  it  would,  perhaps,  be  the  more 
important  of  the  two,  if  you  could  change 
the  non-resident  proprietors  of  estates  to  a 
resident  class.    Although  both  considera- 
tions were  material,  yet  this  was,  perhaps, 
the  first  in  order  and  importance.    Now, 
what  is  the  source  of  these  two  causes  of 
the  deamess  of  production  ?  How  had  the 
West  India  proprietors  come  to  be  non-resi- 
dent ?  Because  non-residence  was  perfectly 
compatible  with  the  produce  of  slave  labour, 
and  when  a  heavy  system  of  expenditure 
was  entailed,  in  consequence  of  the  pro- 
scription of  slave  labour,  this  was  a  depar- 
ture from  the  system  formerly  established 
and  recognized,  for  the  result  of  which  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  was  responsible. 
That  great  and  serious  disadvantages  re- 
sulted from  non-residence  is  a   position 
which  no  one  will  attempt  to  gainsay; 
but  having,  by  the  permission  of  slavery 
for  so    many    years,    prevented  non-re- 
sidence, we  must  not  now  claim  to  be  ex- 
empt from  the  natural  and  unavoidable 
consequences  of  our  own  acts.     The  ques- 
tion will  then  naturally  be  asked  of  the 
West  Indian  proprietors — '*  Why  do  you 
not  become  residents,  or,  failing  to  become 
residents,  why  do  you  not  place  in  the  care 
of  your  estates  some  near  connexions  cf 
your  own,  who  would  have  a  direct  interest 
in  the  well-being  of  the  labourers,  and  in 
20 
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the  praduetiveness  of  the  estate,  or  why 
not  hand  o?er  your  estates  to  eligible  te- 
naots,  or  part  with  them  to  persons  who 
will  reside  ia  the  Colony  ?  "  Those  ques- 
tions are  much  easier  asked  than  answered. 
Surely  hon.  Members  must  see  that  ar- 
rangements so  extensive  cottld  not  be  ef- 
fected in  periods  of  time  that  could  be 
reckoned  by  months  or  years*  The  ftame- 
work  of  society  could  not  thus  be  changed 
throughout  a  whole  country  in  so  short  a 
time  as  that  which  elapsed  since  the  abo- 
lition at  slavery.  It  would  notj  in  my 
opinion*  be  too  much  to  expect  that  a 
whole  gencratioa  should  pass  away,  be- 
fore such  a  change  could  be  e&cted. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  other  cause,  re- 
specting which  so  much  has  been  said, 
namely,  the  scarcity  of  labour ;  I  rather 
imagine  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  that  scarcity  does  not  proceed  from 
any  sinsle  act,  or  from  any  individual 
cause.  No  man  can  shut  his  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  the  Parliament  of  this  country 
hu  been  the  cause  of  making  labour  scarce. 
I  should  be  the  last  man  in  the  House  to 
deprecate  the  measures  by  which  that  re- 
sult was  brought  about.  To  deprecate  the 
abolition  of  shvery  is  the  furthest  thought 
in  the  world  from  my  mind ;  but  though 
we  may  rejoice  that  slavery  has  been  ak»- 
lished,  we  must  not  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
truth  that  the  state  of  the  West  Indies 
eannot  be  considered  in  the  same  light  as 
it  must  have  been  viewed  beAite  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery.  Labour  was  then  eheap 
—labour  is  now  dear;  and  those  who 
were  the  cause  of  tibia  effect  must  not  at 
present  refuse  to  bear  their  proper  share 
of  the  consequences  of  their  own  acts.  We 
all  know  perfectly  well  that  the  estates  of 
the  West  India  proprietors  may  be  im- 
proved ;  but  we  likewise  know,  that  the 
West  India  proprietors  as  a  body  do  not 
reside  in  the  Colonies;  they  reside  in  this 
country.  Certainly  not  one  in  ten,  or, 
indeed*  I  might  be  within  the  mark  if  I 
said  there  is  not  one  in  fifty,  who  does  not 
stand  on  the  wrong  side  of  the  account, 
and  that  has  been  unfortunately  the  case 
for  many  years  past.  This  state  of  things 
they  eonoeive  to  be  referable  to  the  acu 
of  the  Britiih  Lefiislature;  but  whether 
that  opinion  be  wdl  founded,  or  the  con- 
trary, they  should  go  shares  with  us  in 
every  attempt  to  improve  their  own  con- 
dition. To  eome,  however,  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noUe  Lord ;  he  tells  us  that 
the  present  is  a  most  favourable  opportu- 
nity ibr  eqoaliaing  the  duties  on  Foreign 


and  Colonial  sugar.  But  I  hope  the  House 
will  recollect  how  fully  it  is  admitted  that 
the  diftrence  of  price  between  sugars  of 
the  same  quality,  one  being  Foreign,  and 
the  other  Colonial,  is  about  lOt.  6d*; 
when  the  noble  Lord  sets  it  down  at  7s.  6i* 
1  believe  that  he  undentates  it;  but  as- 
suming that  it  is  now  7t.,  let  ns  reodleet 
how  recently  the  difierence  was  17s.  per 
cwt.,  though  both  sugars  were  of  the  same 
intrinsic  vsdue ;  and  this  state  of  the  mar- 
kets had  been  in  a  great  dtgrtm  the  pm» 
vailing  state  during  the  last  six  or  seven 
years;  and  previous  to  that  time  West 
India  sugars  of  corresponding  qualities 
with  Foreign  sugars  were  often  duuged 
at  double  tl^  price  of  the  Foreign  sugars. 
It  was  at  one  time  said  that  a  stand  ought 
to  be  made  at  20^.  per  cwt.  proteetmg 
duty.  Dont  let  it  be  now  said  that  ia 
laying  on  IQs.  duty  we  are  endeavouring 
to  maintain  a  monopoly.  There  is  a  severe 
and  heavy  pressure  upon  the  West  Indian 
interest ;  but  I  do  say  that,  in  the  mode 
by  whidi  we  are  endeavouring  to  lower 
the  premium  upon  the  production  of  West 
Indian  sugar,  we  are  giving  ^very  motive 
to  the  practice  of  economy— every  motive 
to  the  spirited  and  enterprising  emplof- 
ment  of  canital— every  motive  for  Ae  jo« 
dieious  and  efieetive  empfaiyment  of  ma- 
chinery with  a  view  to  the  prodoetiott  of  a 
bettor  and  a  oheaper  article;  and  we  ut 
aaatious,  in  common  with  the  noble  Loti^ 
to  laduoe  within  the  most  modeiale  lialta 
the  burden  which  the  people  of  Baclaiid 
bear  in  eonnezion  with  this  artide.  I  wffl 
not  on  this  oocasion  take  up  tibe  time  of 
the  House  by  going  into  the  general  qaea» 
tion  of  an  equaliaation  of  the  duties ;  for 
you  are  now  called  upon  to  deal  with  dr« 
cumstanoes  which  have  grown  up  around 
you— you  have  to  deal  with  diflleulties  of 
your  own  creation ;  and  I  would  entRat 
of  you,  in  dealing  with  than,  to  bear  ia 
mind  how  readily  the  noble  Lord  adnrits 
that  his  measure  would  produce  some  tem- 
porary beonvenienoe— some  fleeting  evil- 
thai  it  would,  in  short,  give  some  eoeoii* 
ragement  to  the  Slave  Thde.  Does  any 
one  doubt  that  this  would  give  a  fatal 
shock  to  the  West  India  interest?  Whera* 
ever  we  are  to  have  trade»  let  us  take  eave 
to  have  it  where  there  ia  no  risk ;  let  as 
have  it  where  there  are  naturd  supplies  of 
raw  material,  where  there  is  a  judidous 
employment  of  machinery  and  active  em- 
ployment of  capital.  But  these  prindfdes 
of  legislation  cannot  be  without  xeaerve 
applid  to  our  West  India  Colonies ;  for. 
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with  reference  to  their  produce,  they  come 
before  us  with  a  special  plea,  for  they  say 
with  perfect  truth  and  justice,  that  they 
have  to  compete  with  causes  of  which  you 
are  the  creators;  that  non-residence  pre- 
Tents  a  wise  economy— prevents  an  em- 
ployment of  the  best  methods  of  cultiva- 
tion ;  that  it  produces  scarcity  of  labour  ; 
and  that  the  employment  of  negro  labour 
has  been  rendered  much  more  expensive 
and  less  productive  by  the  abolition  of 
da  very. 

Mr.  Laiouehere  would  detain  the  House 
only  for  a  few  moments;  but  having  so  often 
hadf  occasion  to  address  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  the  Sugar  Duties,  be  was  un* 
willing  to  let  the  present  occasion  pass 
without  offering  a  few  observations.     He 
did  not  oonceive  that  the  present  was  the 
occafion  to  discuss  the  scheme  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government — a  scheme  to  which 
he  had  great  objections.     He  rejoiced  that 
tiie  Motion  of  bis  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  would  afford 
him  an  early  opportunity  of  stating  his 
objections  to  that  plan.    At  present  he 
afaoold  only  say  this,  that  one  of  his  ob- 
jections to  the  scheme  was^  that  it  was 
not  dnly  intrinsicaUy  bad   in  many  re- 
spectSy  bot  that  instead  of  bringing  the 
Sugar  Duties  to  a  point  of  greatly  dimio- 
isiied  pfotectioo,  il  would,  by  aggravating 
the  protaeiion  that  already  existedi  greatly 
increase  the  difficnlty  of  dealing  with  the 
question  in  fntarsp  even  on  the  prtneiples 
which  Che  right  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
laid  down.    Bat  he  conceived  that  the 
qnestion   now  was,  whether  the  House 
would  at  once  oompleiely  and  efiectually 
svbstilttte  for  the  pment  system  of  differ* 
ential  duties  a  system  of  perfect  equality 
between  the  sugar  of  our  own  Colonies 
and  that  of  other  countries.  That  was  the 
question,  fairly  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  and  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sunderland ;  because  he 
agreed  that  if  it  could  be  considered  in  any 
other  light  than  a  proposition  for  a  sudden 
atid    Immediate   change,   nothing  could 
be  more  unwise   than   that   Parliament 
should  condemn  the  difference  of  duties, 
and  not  proceed  to  equalize  them.    This 
would  introduce  universal  confusion,  and 
paralyse  alt  the    branches  of  the  sugar 
trade.    The  House  must  treat  the  Motion 
as  one  to  equalize  the  duties  upon  Foreign 
and  Colonial  sugar.    He  was  bound  to 
say  on  this  occasion— such    being   the 


question  beftm  the  House— 4faat  he  did 
not  think  that  would  be  a  wise  course  to 
pursue,  and,  entertaining  that  opinion,  he 
could  not  be  a  party  to  patting  in  force 
such  a  Resolution.    He  was  unwilling  to 
detain  the  House  with  his  reasons  for  this 
opinion;   the  more   especially   becausep 
ahhough  he  would  not  shrink  from  avow- 
ing his  sentiments,  it  was  painful  to  him 
to  argue  against  those  Gentlemen  with 
whom  he  generally  agreed.      He  quite 
agreed  with  them,  that  the  general  danger 
in  that  House  was  not  that  protection 
would  be  suddenly  withdrawn— -not  that 
protection  would  be  diminished  too  much, 
but  that  protection  should  be  kept  on  too 
long,  and  should    be    exaggerated  in  a 
manner  mischievous  to  the  country,  and 
even  to  the  protected  interests  themselves. 
It  was,  therefore,  with  no  pleasure  that 
he  argued  against  the  Motion  of  bis  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Manchester.    But 
opposing  that  Motion,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  the  House  as  well  as  to  his  constituents, 
to  declare  his  opinion  upon  it.    It  was 
now  proposed  to  them  that  they  should 
substitute  for  the  present  system,  which 
was  practicall  J  one  of  complete  exclusion 
and  monopoly,  one  of  complete  free  trade. 
In  dealing  whh  great  interests,  precinitatkm 
should  be  avoided  •  If  they  looked  to  tne  most 
celebrated  writers  on  political  economy, 
from  Adam  Smith  to  Mr.  M*Culloch,  they 
would  find  that  they  all  concurred  in  this, 
that  in  applying  the  prinoiple  of  their 
system,  the  greatest  circumspection  and 
caution  should  be  used.    Since  be  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  been  in  that  House,  be 
had  often  listened  to    the  most  distin* 
guished  statesmen,  from  Mr.  Huskisson 
down  to  the  present  day,  and  had  never 
heard  a  contrary  opinion  expressed  by 
any  public  man  whpse  name  carried  any 
great  weight  with  it.    If  they  looked  at 
the  practice  of  the  world  in  legislating  on 
these  matters,  he  knewoo  country  that  ever 
pursued  a  course  of  suddenly  and  com* 
ptetely  removing  a  loag«existing  protec* 
tion.    Whether,  tbeiefore,  he  looked  to 
authority  or  the  practical  bearing  of  the 
matter  upon  the  present  condition  of  the 
country,   he  could  not  bring  himself  to 
believe  that  the  interests  of  trade,  or  the 
general  interests  of  the  country,  would  be 
benefited   by  now  pursuing  a  coarse  of 
this  description.     If  he  were  asked  to 
apply    these   general    principles   lo  the 
question  before  the  House,  he  should  say, 
202 
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that  there  was,  in  tlie  precent  poiition  of 
the  West  lodtes,  looking  to  the  situalioo  in 
which  they  now  were,  and  to  the  course 
of  legislation  pursued  towards  then), 
every  reason  why,  if  these  principles  were 
in  themselves  just  and  reasonable,  they 
should  be  applied  to  the  West  Indies.  He 
never  would,  however,  deal  with  a  Colo- 
nial interest^though  he  wss  himself  un^ 
protected  in  every  way,  and  had  no  in- 
terest wbaterer  in  the  Colonies  which  were 
protected— he  never  would  consent  to  deal 
with  the  Colonial  interest  more  harshly  and 
abruptly  than  with  an  interest  existing  in 
this  country.  Being  of  opinion  that  these 
were  just  views  and  principles  applied  to 
trade  in  general,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
adopt  any  other  view,  or  take  any  other 
course  in  regard  to  Colonial  interests. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  trouble  the 
House  at  greater  length  on  the  present 
occasion,  as  he  had  merely  risen  to  state 
that  he  should  feel  bound  to  pursue  that 
course  on  this  question  which  be  had 
always  formerly  pursued  when  it  was  before 
the  House ;  and  however  much  he  regret- 
ted any  part  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  take  tending  to  increase  pro- 
tection, he  was  not  at  the  same  time  pre- 
pared to  give  his  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester for  suddenly  equallizing  the  duties 
on  Foreign  and  Colonial  sugars. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  that  he  had  taken 
some  pains  to  justify  himself,  as  the  pre- 
sent was  a  question  on  which  he  had  suf- 
fered some  little  obloquy  some  months 
aga  He  had  made  inquiries  in  the  city, 
and  found  that  the  proposal  of  the  Go« 
vemment  was  Mr.  Miies's  proposition  over 
again.  They  had  not  only  got  the  Mea- 
sure of  last  year,  but  ihej  had  got  some- 
thing worse.  Now  he  had  been  rather 
ill-used  in  this  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  disposed  to  have  a  flirtation 
with  the  free  traders*  principles,  and  {or  a 
time  they  had  been  charmed  with  the  con- 
stancy of  hia  attachment  Now,  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  went  back  to  his  6rst 
love,  he  must  not  expect  to  pass  muster 
for  a  free  trader.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  done  something  in  the  way  of  fiscal 
changes.  He  had  taken  money  from  the 
pockets  of  the  people  by  the  Income  Tax, 
and  restored  something  to  them  in  the 
shape  of  cotton  and  glass  duties.  But 
on  the  whole,  speaking  as  a  free  trader, 
with  the  Government   Sugar    Measures 


forming  part  of  the  scheme  befere  him, 
he  believed  that  they  stood  in  a  worse  po- 
sition now,  as  regarded  protective  duties, 
than  they  stood  in  last  year.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  had  any  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  to  refer  to,  except 
that  which  had  been  alluded  to;  and  when 
it  was  said  that  they  were  anxious  to  evade 
the  question,  he  meant  that  branch  of  it 
which  had  reference  to  the  question  of 
slavery.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  had  been  charged  with  having  at- 
tributed motives  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  Now  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  would 
not  attribute  motives  to  them ;  nothing, 
in  fact,  was  so  difficult  to  discover.  But 
although  he  himself  would  not  charge  any 
motives  upon  them,  he  might  do  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  some  service  if  he  told 
them  what  were  the  motives  which  the 
people  out  of  doors  attributed  to  them.  A 
ffreat  deal  had  that  night  been  said  of  Sir 
T.  Buxton  and  the  Anti-Slarery  partv ; 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  that,  hold- 
ing these  duties  under  the  plea  that 
by  so  doing  they  were  preventing  slavery, 
they  were  sure  of  conciliating  the  sop- 
port  of  the  Anti-Slavery  body.  In  that 
they  were  most  grievously  mistaken.  As 
a  body,  he  respected  the  Anti-Slavery 
party,  and  he  had  made  some  acquaint- 
ance with  many  of  the  most  influ- 
ential members  of  that  bodjr  which  had 
fought  and  won  the  Anti-Slavery  battle. 
The  very  same  men,  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  who  fought  and  haid  won  that 
battle,  were  now  in  the  ranks  of  the  Corn 
Law  repealers.  They  had  in  London,  it 
was  true,  a  committee  sitting  in  Broad- 
street  and  in  Lombard-street ;  and  of  all 
localities!  he  was  most  ready  to  suspect 
committees  sitting  either  in  Broad-street 
or  in  Lombard-street.  Over  these  they 
might  have  some  influence ;  but  he  could 
tell  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  by  the 
great  body  of  the  Antt-Slavery  party  they 
were  suspected,  and  that  that  partT  re- 
garded them  as  hypocrites.  He  diu  not 
charge  them  with  being  so.  He  was  only 
telling  them  what  was  the  feeling  out  of 
doors.  Now  let  them  look  at  whom  they 
represented,  and  who  they  were  who  were 
represented  on  that  (the  Opposition)  aide 
of  the  House.  The  Anti-Slavery  party, 
when  it  existed  in  its  strength,  had  exer- 
cised a  power  over  the  acts  of  that  House, 
and  had  its  representatives  in  that  House ; 
and  where  then  were  its  head-quarters? 
In  Manchester,  Kendal,  Leeds,  Bath,  &c.; 
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aod  were  the  Members  of  these  constituen. 
des  DOW  on  his  side  of  the  House,  or  on  the 
other  ?  By  whom  were  the  meo  repre- 
senting these  constituencies  sent  there? 
By  that  body  to  which  the  Anti-Slavery 
party  belonged.  Let  them  take  the  case 
of  Leeds,  in  which  they  were  divided^  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
one  representative,  and  they  (the  Opposi- 
tion) another.  And  who  sent  the  Member 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  claimed  as 
their  own  ?  and  who  the  Member  on  his 
side  of  the  House— who  ?  Why,  the  Con- 
servative Member  represented  the  party 
opposed  to  the  abolition  of  slavery ;  the 
Li^:cral  Member  represented  the  Anti- 
Slavery  party.  He  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath — although  he  was 
afraid  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
suffering  from  a  severe  cold,  and  could  not 
answer— were  the  Anti.Slavery  people  of 
Bath  anxious  to  keep  up  the  discriminating 
duty — to  tax  the  poor  people  of  Somerset- 
shire to  put  down  slavery  ?  They  repu- 
diated such  a  notion.  He  would  venture 
to  say  that  the  great  body  of  them  would 
support  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
when  he  went  to  the  hustings,  after  having 
voted  against  this  attempt  to  tax  the  sugar 
of  the  people.  Well,  seeing  these  facts,  if 
the  Ministerialists  were  the  parties  op- 
posed to  emancipation — if  they  were  the 
parties  who  had  voted  even  against  the 
abolition  of  the  punishment  of  women  by 
the  lash— and  some  of  their  very  leaders 
recorded  their  votes  against  the  abolition 
of  that  revolting  practice — ^seeing  that 
they  never  lent  a  hand  to  carry  out  that 
dbject— why,  the  last  deputation  which 
came  to  London  in  1838,  consisting  of  230 
Members,  had  not  six  of  the  Tory  party 
amongst  them— he  believed  not  three; 
and  on  asking  his  friend,  Mr.  George 
Thompson,  about  it,  he  was  informed  by 
that  gentleman  that  he  thought  there  was 
not  even  one;  seeing  these  things,  he 
could  not  refrain  from  telUng  them  the 
honest  coDviction  of  the  people  out  of 
doors,  who  regarded  theur  conduct  as  utter 
hypocrisy,  in  setting  up  such  a  plea 
in  that  House.  He  did  not  charge  them 
with  hypocrisy.  He  showed  them  that  there 
was  certainly  some  argument  on  his  side, 
when  he  could  show  them  that  very  ques- 
tionable motives  were  charged  upon  them 
by  the  people  out  of  doors.  Parties  out  of 
doors  spoke  out,  and  it  was  important  that 
hoD.  Gentlemen  should  know  what  was 
the  opinion  held  of  them,  and  what  motives 


were  attributed  to  them  out  of  doors.  As 
regarded  foreigners,  too,  they  should  know 
these  things ;  and  he  could  tell  them  ho- 
nestly that  they  were  by  foreigners  suspect- 
ed in  this  matter,  and  it  was  known  to  fo- 
reigners that  they  were  suspected  by  parties 
at  homo.  Their  own  statements  convicted 
them  in  this  matter.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cumberland,  in  the  same 
breath  in  which  he  argued  the  necessity 
and  propriety  of  putting  down  slavery  and 
the  Slave  Trade,  admitted  that  the  West 
India  planters  could  not  compete  with 
slavery,  and  that  the  Government  must 
not  take  off  the  differential  duty,  for  that 
they  could  not  carry  on  the  business  of 
sugar  making  if  they  were  compelled  to 
compete  with  the  labour  of  slaves.  What 
said  foreigners  of  such  language  as  that  ? 
They  put  their  arguments  in  juxtaposi- 
tion, and  compared  them  with  one  another. 
What  said  Mr.  Calhoun,  in  a  correspond- 
ence intended  for  history — what  did  he 
say?  He  openly  accused  Her  Majesty's 
Government  of  hypocrisy.  In  Brazil  the 
same  opinion  was  entertained— in  Madrid 
and  Cuba  they  were  openly  proclaimed  to 
be  hypocrites,  who,  under  the  pretence  of 
putting  an  end  to  slavery,  were  only  pre- 
serving their  cherished  monopolies.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  had  assumed  that  they  could 
not  carry  on  the  business  of  making  sugar 
in  competition  with  slavery,  and  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Member  for  Cumberland 
asked  very  innocently  how  they  (the  ma- 
nufiu:tureris)  would  like  to  carry  on  their 
manufactures  in  Manchester  and  other 
places  against  competitors  abroad  who 
paid  no  waees  to  their  workmen,  that  was 
to  say,  against  those  who  stole  the  work  of 
their  fellow- beings  without  any  remune- 
ration. He  could  tell  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  let  their  workmen  have  none  but 
ganffs  of  slaves  to  compete  with,  and  he 
would  guarantee  them  the  market  of  the 
world.  Was  there  ever  seen  so  monstrous 
an  absurdity  as  to  suppose  that  a  slave 
community  could  possibly  compete  with  a 
nation  of  freemen.  The  "werj  nature  of 
slavery  precluded  those  economical  arrange- 
ments on  which  cheapness  and  facility  of 
production  depended.  What  did  slavery 
involve?  Why,  the  absence  of  all  inde- 
pendent labourers.  What  did  that  imply? 
It  was  necessary  that  each  planter  should 
keep  on  his  establishment  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  workmen  of  every  description  to 
carry  on  their  business.  If  a  sugar  maker 
required  casks,  it  was  necessary  that  he 
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should  have  those  upon  his  estate  who 
could   supply  him    with  casks.     As  he 
wanted  occasionally  to  send  his  casks  to 
the  wharfs^  it  was  necessary  that  he  should 
keep  the  necessary  number  of  waggons  and 
waggoners  to  serve  his  purpose.    He  must 
thus    provide    himself   with   everything, 
keeping  men,  cattle  and  implements  for 
twelve  months,  perhaps,    and   requiring 
them  only  once.    In  such  a  state  of  society, 
which  precluded  the   division  of  labour, 
would  anybody  tell  him  that  against  such 
a  state  of  society  free  labour  could  not 
contend  ?   They  bad  heard  that  night  some 
of  the  assumptions  of  their  opponents.    A 
great  deal  of  assumption  had  pervaded  many 
of  the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered, 
especially  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone),  who  had  addressed 
them  from  behind  the  Treasury  Benches. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  assumed  that 
if  they  equalised  the  duty,  they  would  as- 
suredly bring  ruin  upon   the    Colonies. 
What  they  thus  assumed  he  undertook  to 
say  was  a  bold  and  audacious  fallacy.    He 
altogether  denied  their  premises.     Had 
they  not  disproof  of  them  in  the  case  of 
Manilla  and  Java.^     If  these  countries 
could  sell  sugar  in  Holland  and  in  England 
in  opposition  to  the  Brazils,  why  should 
not  the  West  India  Colonies  sell  in  oppo- 
sition to  the    Brazils  also?     Many  hon. 
Gentlemen  appeared    in  that  House  in 
JhrmA  pauperis,  asking  for  the  means  of 
enabling  them  to  carry  on  their  business. 
But  before  the  House  doled  out  money  to 
those  Gentlemen,  it  would  be  but  right  to 
investigate  their  accounts.    Let  it  be  seen 
£rst  how  they  carried  on  their  business. 
If  all  they  heard  were  true,  nothing  could 
be  more  wasteful  than  the  extravagant  and 
improvident   system    of   mismanagement 
which  prevailed  on  the  West  India  estates. 
He  haa  heard  great  fault  attributed  to  the 
workmen.    He  very  much  feared  the  blame 
lay  wholly  with  the  masters.    The  work- 
men were  now  labouring  for  a  shilling  a 
day.     The  noble  Lora  the  Member  for 
Sunderland,  led  on  by  a  remark  which  fell 
from  some  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  opposite 
tide  of  the  House,  had  given  them  2#.  a 
day.    Bat  he  had  that  very  day  received 
advices  from  Jamaica,  and  he  found  that 


maica  papers.     He  had  a  cony  of  the 
Jamaica  Tliine^— and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  believe  that  that  paper  would 
publish  an  erroneous  statement  of  a  fiict, 
the  falsity  of  which  could  be  so  eaj^ly  de* 
tected  on  the  spoti«-and  in  that  paper  h^ 
found  it  stated  that  when  labour  was  done 
by  the  day.  Is.  and  Is.  3d,  was  the  standard 
rate  of  wages  for  first-class  hands.    But 
job  and  task  work  was  now  verj  general^ 
and  it  appeared  the  most  satisfactory  to 
all  parties.    That  was  not  a  bad  descrip- 
tion of  workmen  who  liked  job  work  in- 
stead of  day  work.    The  whole  matter  lay 
with  the  masters.     If  the  House  would 
allow  him — and  he  would  not  occupy  their 
attention  long,  nor  would  he  trouble  them 
with  extracts  which  were  unimportant-** 
he  would  read  aome  passages  from  a  private 
letter  lately  sent  over  from  Jaroaiag  and 
he  might   ipremise  that  a  copv*  of  the 
letter  was  m  the  hands  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies*  who  knew  the 
party  from  whom  it  came,   and  a  copy 
of  it  also  was  in  the  hands  of  the  hoo. 
Gentleman   the  Member  for  Weymouth 
(Mr.  Bemal),  who  had  been  so  struck 
with  the  details  afforded  by  it  that  he  re- 
quested a  copy  of  it.    As  the  letter  was  4 
private  one,  and    contained  private  9^ 
counts,  he  would  not  read  the  names  men- 
tioned in  it,  but  every  one  who  cboae 
might  see  these  names.    The  Gentleman 
who  had  written  it  was  resident  m  Jamaica, 
and  he  would  read  them  a  description  of 
how  things  were  managed  in  that  island. 
The  writer  gave    this  description  with 
respect  to  the  evils  of  non-residenco  on 
the  part  of  West  Indian  proprietors.   He 
says: — 

^*  I  grant  you  that  an  absentee  proprietor 
can  never  expect  to  get  anything  out  of  his 
•states ;  first,  the  attorney,  then  toe  overseer, 
then  the  bookkeepers,  and  though  last  not  least, 
the  merchants  in  Kingston  must  have  their 
portions  before  a  single  shilling  can  be  re- 
mitted to  the  proprietor  in  Eoglsnd.  Lei  that 
proprietor,  however,  come  out  and  look  after 
his  own  business,  and  a  very  different  rasolt 
woold  very  soon  be  apparent.  M^  friend 
Mr——,  resided  in  England,  and  his  estate 
was  bringing  him  into  debt  year  after  year ; 
be  came  out,  made  110  hogsheads  of  sugar 
and  sixty  puncheons  of  mm,  purchased  stock 
and  repaired  bis  buildinn  for  1,100/. ;  after 
Uie  crop  was  sold  and  aU  expenses  paid,  be 
had  lived    out  of  the  estate,   and  cleared 


Is,  a  day  was  the  average  rate  of  wages. 

J  Mr.  James :    Half-a-crown  a^  day  is  the 
iighest.1    Half-a-crown  the  highest  ?  He  I  i^qooI/^ 
could  show  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he     '         •.     «     > 
was  ri^t,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  wrong  The  wnter  flirther  says:— 

by  an  extract  from  one  of  the  latest  Ja«  I    *<  Mr,<— p-i  ^a  creole  and  a  man  of  cotoor) 
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sub-l^ases  at  an  increased  rent  from  Mr.— -— , 
for  8502*  Without  any  pecuniary  assistance 
whatever  beyond  about  100/.  he  had  saved 
at  an  overseer,  and  some  money  received  from 
negroes,  he  made  110  hogsheads  of  sugar,  with 
the  usual  proportion  of  ram,  and  after  main- 
taining himself  and  fiunily  he  had  a  surplus  of 
600i{.,  and  this  in  the  face  of  drought.*' 

Another  case  is  tfist  of  Mr.  — — •, 

'' Who"  (the  writer  says)  "shipped  ninety 
hogsheads  of  sugar,  and  the  usual  (one-third) 
quantity  of  rum,  at  a  total  outlay,  from  first 
to  last,  of  900/.  sterling,  including  the  expense 
of  living  like  a  gentleman.'* 

He  percseivod  that  hit  hoa.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Unniberland's  mouth  watered 
at  deacrintiona  like  these*  He  would  read 
him  anotlier,  and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
WQuM  profit  by  it  :-^ 

-,  who  has,  by  adhering  to  a 


•«Mr. 


principle  which  he  laid  down  some  five  years 
ago  or  confining  bis  cultivation  to  the  quantity 
of  land  which  he  eoold  properly  maaufe^  made 
a  small  fortune  pnt  of'  estate  in  St. 

Thomas  in  the  Vale,  and  which  was  considered 
one  of  the  poorest  in  the  district." 

He  had  other  cases  to  adduce  to  them  still 
—•and  be  saw  that  the  mouth  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Member  for  Cumberland) 
quite  watered  at  the  details  and  descrip- 
tions fomiahed  to  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Qeatieoian  would  allow  him,  he  would 
rend  another  case ;  and  he  trusted  that  the 
hen.  Gentleman,  whe  would  not  only  hear 
it»  but  might  afterwards  see  and  read  it 
for  himaelf,  would  learn  to  profit  by  it : — 


Mr. 


>,  who  lives  like  a  gentleman. 


and  is  a  good  planter,  leases  property,  which 
had  been  sinking  money  for  years,  at  a  rental 
of  twenty  tons  of  sugar  per  annum.  He  has 
thia  year  made  100  hhds.,  and  will  clear  800/. 
siscling.*' 

Another  case  was  that  of-* 

"  Mr.  -— *-  (who  came  here  as  a  clerk  some 
few  yeacs  ago),  purchased  an  estate  for  60,000/. 
which  badier  many  years  been  sinking  money 
for  the  proprieton.  He  spent  4,000/.  in 
patting  it  in  order,  imported  two  or  three 
Scotch  agricultural  labourers,  began  with  the 
pkragh,  and  worked  horses  instead  of  oxen : 
ha  assaies  me  that  if  we  only  have  moderate 
October  seasona,  he  will  clear  2,000/.  this 
yesjr,aftec  every  expenee;  and  fturther  says, 
that  if  he  resided  on  the  propertyi  be  could 
effect  a  saving  of  500/.  per  annunu  Yet  not* 
withstanding  this,  all  the  surrounding  estates 
belonging  to  absentees  are  sinking  money,  and 
many  it  is  said,  mast  be  thrown  up." 

Nov»  if  tbe  hen.  Gentleman  would  listen. 


he  would  read  the  concluding  passage, 
which  woiidd  furnish  him  a  hint:-* 

'<  The  radical  vice  in  our  system  is,  we  have 
too  much  land  ;  if  proprietors  woold  only  cuU 
tivate  what  they  can  properly  manure  they 
would  do  well,  but  they  grasp  at  large  fields, 
and  an  overseer  must  boast  to  his  attorney 
that  he  has  sixty,  eighty,  or  100  acres  in  plants. 
Where  he  tells  the  attomev  that  he  had  only 
fifteen,  twenty,  or  twenty-five  acres,  but  that 
he  was  properly  manuring  them,  and  keeping 
down  expenditure,  he  would  get  his  **  ticket,*^ 
as  laay  and  incompetent ;  and  thus  it  is,  al- 
ways has  been  and,  I  fear,  ever  will  be*  If 
the  absentee  proprietor  does  not  choose  to 
come  and  look  after  his  estate  he  must  be  vie* 
timised :  I  say  nothing  of  many  instances  of 
abuses  which  have  lately  been  exposed.  It 
is  not  for  me  to  speak  of  the  faults  of  others, 
but,  knowing  what  I  have  stated  to  be 
true,  how  can  I  join  in  the  cry  that  we  are 
ruined  f' 

He  thought  there  waa  enough  in  the  series 
of  quotations  he  had  just  read  the  House 
—coming  from  tbe  authority  from  which 
they  did — and  tbe  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  who  had  applied  for  a  copy  of  it, 
was  well  aware  of  the  importance  of  the 
value  of  the  communication— to  prove  to 
the  House  how  much  the  whole  matter 
still  lay  with  masters  and  ownersi  It  waa 
enough  to  make  one  pause>  and  consider 
whether  they  should  uot  find  by  and  by» 
as  they  were  beginning  to  find  in  the  case 
of  agriculture  at  home,  that  this  protection 
to  sugar  was  just  as  great  a  bane  as  pro* 
tection  had  proved  to  com  in  their  own 
country.  The  free  traders  had  alwaya 
found  that  their  strongest  position  as  Corn 
Liw  repealers^  was  on  tne  agricultural 
ground  in  England;  and  he  would  undertake 
to  say  that  ifany  one  examined  and  inai»- 
tabed  the  West  India  question  well,  he 
would  find  that. the  strongest  ground  for 
advocating  the  repeal  of  protection  on 
sugar,  would  be  that  of  benefiting  tbe  Co- 
lonies  themaelrea.  He  would  not  then 
enter  into  further  arguments  in  reference 
to  tbe  question.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  op> 
posile,  bowevecj  must  not  consde  them* 
sdves  with  the  idea  that  their  present  plan 
waa  to  be  a  settlement  of  the  question* 
Let  them  look  out  of  doors.  Had  the 
principle  of  free  trade  been  progressing  or 
retrograding  during  the  last  year?  The 
adherents  of  free  trade  were  by  some  hon* 
Gentlemen  called  violent  men.  He  would 
wish  they  would  have  the  goodness  to  re« 
cdlect  who  it  was  who  were  represented 
hy  the  Com  Law  repealers  in  that  House* 
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Did  they  call  the  City  of  London  a  Tiolent 
body  of  men  ?    There  was  not  a  house  in 
the  city  of  London  which  had  not  a  vote  -, 
that  city  had  been  plied  and  tested  on  the 
question  whether  it  would  stand  up  for 
protection  or  free  trade.     Upon  that  ques- 
tion the  opposite  parties  had  contended; 
and  he  would  just  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Huntingdon  to  tell  the 
House  which  party  had  won.    The  protec- 
tionists dared  not  to  go  to  Manchester,  to 
South  Lancashire^  or  to  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire  to  test  their  opinions.    They 
had    there    in   that   House,   among   the 
Tiolent   men  the  Representatives  of  the 
great  towns;   and   what  were  they  but 
the    exponents    of  public    opinion?     In 
comparison    with   them,   what   were   the 
pocket  boroughs  of  their  opponents  ?  They 
might  depend  upon  it,  that  when  they  had 
only  these  to  walk  out  into  the  lobby  with 
them,  they  would  find  no  Minister  who 
would  have  the  courage  to  attempt  to 
carry  out  the  present  system,  when  he  had 
nothing  to  depend  on  but  a  numerical 
majority  of  pocket-boroughs.   Now,  what- 
ever their  vote  might  be,  it  would  not  be 
a  settlement  of  the  question.     He  asked 
the  West  India  interest — he  asked  them  — 
if  it  would  not  be  better  for  them  to  be 
free  from  the  incumbrance  of  protection  ? 
They  had  now  come  down  to  a  protecting 
duty  of  10#.  6</.    What  was  it  ?  He  could 
tell  what  the  West  Indies  wanted.    They 
wanted  more  capital— they  wanted  it  in 
the  shape  of  railroads — they  wanted  people 
to  invest  money  amongst  them;  but  the 
people  never  invested  money  where  there 
were  protecting  duties.      On  Thursday 
week,  however,  he  should  have  something 
more  to  say  to  them  on  the  subject    See 
how  miserably  low  Macclesfield  had  fidlen 
under  protection.    Now  he  said  again,  no 
one  would  go  to  Jamaica  for  the  purpose 
of  investing  money ;  for  as  long  as  they 
had  a  protected  interest  there,  they  would 
have  no  confidence  in  it.    At  the  close  of 
the  last  Session  there  was  between  both 
aides  of  that  House  a  sort  of  rivalry  upon 
that  which  they  called  ''  the  condition  of 
England  question."      Now,  there    were 
tome  people  who  argued  that  sugar  was 
not  wnolesome ;  the  children  of  the  poor 
were  told  by  their  parents,  that  if  they 
went  to  the  cupboard  to  look  for  it  they 
would  find  '•  Old  Bcmy**  there.    It  was 
because  it  was  so  dear,  it  was  said  it 
would  spoil  their  teeth,  that  it  would  in- 
jure their  itomachs.    Ne? er  wu  there  a 


greater  mktake.  There  was  no  more  oa- 
tritious  food.  Second  to  bread  itself,  there 
was  no  one  thing  that  it  was  more  fitting 
that  the  people  should  have  in  a  great 
quantity  than  sugar,  and  yet  they  in  that 
House  deprived  the  people  of  that  com- 
fort. They  all  professed  a  great  love  for 
the  people — they  professed  to  be  wonder* 
fuUy  charitable— tney  all  professed  a  great 
tenderness  for  the  poor,  as  long  as  the 
question  they  had  to  deal  with  was  not  a 
money  question ;  but  when  it  was,  then 
the  landlords  and  the  sugar  lords  both 
combined  together  upon  corn  and  sugar, 
and  put  their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the 
poor  people.  What  would  be  thought  of 
those  who  did  this  ?  What  said  of  them  ? 
That  there  they  were,  noble  Lords  and 
hon.  Members,  professing  their  regard  for 
the  poor,  declaring  their  willingness  to 
serve  them,  but  when  it  came  to  the  test 
— when  it  came  to  be  a  question  of  pn>- 
tection^when  it  came  even  to  the  small 
difierence  of  a  penny  in  the  price  of  a 
pound  of  sugar — then  they  threw  the  poor 
and  their  fomilies  to  the  winds,  and  stood 
by  their  party. 

Mr.  Cardwell  would  trespass  but  shortly 
on  the  time  of  the  House,  and  oonfiae 
himself  to  replying  to  obeervations  that 
bore  directly  on  die  subject  of  debate* 
abstaining  nrom  those  extraneous  topica 
which  it  appeared  to  him  had  been  unne* 
cessarily  introduced  into  the  diacussioa. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land  had  called  it  a  stale  trick  of  the  Trea- 
sury  Bench  to  meet  free-trade  notions  by 
the  general  allegation  that  they  were 
founded  on  abstract  principles,  and  had  no 
practical  object  in  view.  If  it  were  a  stale 
derice,  the  fault  did  not  rest  with  the 
Treasury  Bench ;  for  it  was— he  did  not 
say  a  stale  derioe,  but  certainly  by  no 
means  an  infrequent  practice,  on  the  other 
side,  to  bring  forward  sweeping  Modona 
founded  upon  principles  wnich  in  the 
abstract  they  knew  were  not  disputed— 
motions  on  which  they  relied  because  they 
carried  with  them  a  certain  amount  oif 
plausibility,  and  threw  upon  their  oppo- 
nents the  necessity  of  entering  into  the 
complicated  relations  of  our  commercial 
system,  and  brining  forward  the  lem  ob- 
vious and  superficud,  but  sounder  and  more 
pertinent  arguments  supplied  by  a  prac- 
tical application  of  circumstances,  facials 
and  figures.  The  Motion  before  the  Hooae 
was  a  broad  assertion  of  feee-tnMle  doo* 
trbes  in  thdr  bearing  upon  the  commodity 
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of  suear.  What  right  had  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  thus  broadly  to  apply  these  princi- 
ples to  Colonies  that  laboured  under  special 
dtsadvantages  which  they  had  themselves 
imposed  ?  It  was  all  very  fine  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemenand  noble  Lords  to  descant  to  the  West 
Indians,  in  glowing  terms»  on  the  superi- 
ority of  free  labour.  The  world  was  grow- 
ing older — and  he  hoped  the?  might  see  the 
day  when  free  labour  should  assert  its  su- 
periority, and  slave  labour  disappear  from 
the  market.  But  that  was  notoriously  not 
the  case  now  with  the  West  Indies  as  com- 
pared with  Cuba.  And  what  right  had  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  to  come 
down  and  taunt  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  with 
having  gone  to  a  pigeon-hole  for  papers, 
and  havine  dealt  in  official  commonplace, 
—when  m  own  speech  was  made  up  of 
such  vague  and  inapt  generalities  as  these? 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  slavery 
had  been  the  bane  of  the  West  Indies. 
Probably  it  had, — but  who  established  it  ? 
And  again,  it  was  easy  to  assert  that  the 
abolition  of  that  bane  had  been  a  blessing. 
Did  the  free  traders  mean  to  deny  that  the 
West  Indians  were  competent  pudges  of 
their  own  aflfairs,— or  did  they  dispute  the 
fidling  oif  in  produce  that  followed  the 
termination  of  apprenticeship  ?  Well,  but 
the  West  Indians  said,  and  they  might 
justly  say,— -for  he  was  now  arguing  to 
please  hon.  Members  opposite,  on  prin- 
ciples of  free  trade,  and  discarding  the 
question  of  humanity — "  give  us  afidr  start, 
— re-establish  slavery^  re-enact  the  Slave 
Trade,— and  on  equal  terms  we  will  not  fear 
to  compete  with  Cuba,  or  any  other  country 
under  heaven.''  |[An  hon.  Member :  *'  The 
twenty  millions."]  If  they  could  only  be 
put  into  the  situation  in  which  they  were 
when  Parliament  began  to  meddle  with 
them,  no  doubt  they  would  cheerfully  re- 
pay to  Parliament  the  seventeen  millions 
they  had  received.  But  we  had  imposed 
upon  them,  they  said,  great  disadvantages. 
God  forbid,  that  he  should  find  fault  with 
that,  for  no  man  had  sympathised  more 
warmly  than  himself  in  the  great  struggle 
fbr  negro  emancipation.  But  be  did  assert 
that  on  free-trade  principles  you  must  give 
both  sides  fair  play.  We  had  placed  the 
Colonies  at  a  disadvantage^  firsts  by  the 
imposition  of  slavery;  next,  by  the  sodden 
abolition  of  slavery :  and  now  with  pro- 
fessions of  free  trade  hon.  Members  called 
on  those  who  carried  weight  to  run  an 
equal  race  with  those  who  carried  none. 
And  to  make  the  iigustioe  worsoi  the  bur« 


den  was  one  which  they  themselves  imposed. 
Thus  then  stood  the  case,  as  one  of  ab- 
stract principle.  Did  it  stand  any  better 
as  one  of  practical  expediency?  There 
was  no  famine  of  sugar.  Since  the  ter- 
mination of  apprenticeship  in  1838,  the 
price  had  never  been  so  low.  The  noble 
Lord  had  stated  it  as  low  as  26^.  the 
cwt.  The  demand  was  fully  met  from 
the  ordinary  sources  of  supply.  Now, 
the  noble  Lord  founded  upon  that  fact 
an  argument  that  the  present  was  an 
excellent  opportunity,  and  that  if  the 
change  were  now  made,  the  planter  would 
be  able  to  supply  the  market,  and  need  not 
apprehend  a  tall  in  price.  He  confessed 
that  he  was  not  able  to  follow  the  noble 
Lord  throueh  that  argument,  neither 
could  he  understand  how,  if  there  was  to 
be  no  ftdl  in  the  price  of  West  Indian 
sugars,  and  no  introduction  of  Foreign 
sugars,  either  the  condition  of  England 
question  could  be  affected,  or  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Exchequer  benefited.  It  did  appear 
to  him  that  if  there  were  no  fall  in  price 
and  no  foreign  importation,  there  would  be 
no  relief  to  the  consumer,  and  the  Reve- 
nue would  derive  no  possible  advantage. 
But  he  believed  that  from  free  labour  we 
should  obtain,  under  the  present  measure, 
an  increased  importation  and  a  fidl  of  price. 
He  contended  that  the  supply  from  the 
Mauritius  would  be  greatly  increased ;  the 
East  India  produce  they  knew  had  also 
been  increased,  the  cultivation  in  Java 
had  largely  increased  before  the  new  sti- 
mulus was  given  to  it,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  from  all  these  sources  we  should 
receive  an  ample  supply.  Then  what  was 
the  present  condition  of  the  West  Indies? 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  stated  that  job  work  was  beginning  to 
be  general,  and  that  this  was  an  excellent 
sign ;  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  said  that  there  never  were 
such  excellent  prospects  for  the  planter  as 
there  were  this  year ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Sunderland  grew  quite 
poetical  when  he  declared  that  where  there 
was  slavery  there  was  always  waste,  that 
Demerara  would  bid  defiance  to  competi- 
tion ;  and  though  he  admitted  that  some 
evils  existed  in  the  West  Indies,  they 
would  readily  beat  all  com^titors  out  of 
the  field.  Ir  these  anticipations  were  cor- 
rect, there  could  be  no  doubt  of  an  ample 
supply ;  and  perhara,  if  they  continued  the 
present  system  a  little  longer,  the  West 
Indies  mieht  beat  all  competitors  out  of 
the  field ;  out  those  who  were  the  adrOi. 
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cates  of  free  trade  did  not  know  their  own 
principles  if  they  thought  the  depression 
of  the  West  Inaies  would  have  no  effect 
upon  the  price  of  sugar.  He  was  looking 
only  to  the  commercial  and  financial  view 
of  this  question,  L*et  them  suppose  the 
supply  from  the  West  Indies  seriously  re- 
duced^ and  that  our  supply  depended  upon 
Cuba  and  the  Brazils.  He  would  not  gQ 
so  far  as  to  suggest  that  if  these  countries 
had  the  monopoly  they  would  tax  the 
consumers  here  by  an  export  duty  levied 
there;  but  suppose  they  put  the  West 
Indian  produce  out  of  the  market  of  the 
worlds  did  hon.  Gentlemen  conceive  that 
the  calculations  they  had  made  would  be 
true?  While  we  were  admitting  Cuba 
sugar  with  the  left  hand,  we  were  putting 
down  the  Slave  Trade  with  the  rights 
We  boasted  we  were  doing  this  successfully. 
But  if  the  Slave  Trade  were  checked,  the 
growth  of  slave-grown  sugar  would  not 
increase.  If,  therefore,  we  depressed  the 
Colonies,  we  should,  in  fact,  diminish  the 
whole  amount  of  sugar  grown  in  the 
world;  and  the  ultimate  result  must  be 
a  rise,  and  not  a  fall,  of  price.  If,  how. 
ever>  the  progress  in  our  Colonies  were 
not  stopped,  there  would,  he  believec^i  be  a 
great  increase  in  the  produce  of  the  sugar 
of  the  world,  and  a  great  consequent  re- 
duction in  price^  He  believed  that  the 
calculations  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
rested  almost  wholly  on  an  erroneous  con- 
sideration of  the  commercial  part  of  the 
subject.  Good  evidence  had  been  referred 
to  of  the  increase  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  produce  of  the  East  as  well  as  in 
our  own  Colonies,  so  that  he  believed  sugar 
would  attain  a  fair  price,  that  it  would  be 
derived  from  sources  wholly  unobjection- 
able, and  would  tend  to  our  financial  and 
commercial  advantage.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  last  addressed  the  House, 
had  introduced  topics  to  which  be  need 
scarcely  advert;  but  he  did  think  that 
when  imputations  were  intended  they 
should  be  plainly  and  openly  made,  rather 
than  any  hon.  Member  should  imply  im- 
putations by  referring  to  what  he  neard 
out  of  doors.  If  he  rightly  understood  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member,  people 
out  of  doors  would  call  them  hypocritees 
and  the  hon.  Member  gave  this  rather  ex- 
traordinary reason  for  nis  belief;  he  said : 
*^  I  know,  by  experience,  that  among  300 
persona  who  formed  a  deputation  against 
slaver Y  in  1833,  there  was  not  one  Tory, 
and  tfcose  who  then  joined  in  that  cry, 
DOW  join  with  me  in  the  cry  for  cheap 


sugar."  Let  these  300  Gentlemen  tdleci 
whether  if  the  public  oat  of  doors  came  to 
imputing  motives  and  to  callioff  name% 
they  might  not  be  as  likely  to  mstes  the 
charge  of  hypocrisy  on  those  nho  siud 
"  no  slavery"  then,  and  cry  '^  cheap  sonr^ 
now,  as  those  who  were  consistently  im* 
proving  our  commercial  svitem,  and  at  tH 
same  time  giving  as  mucn  security  aa  fiim'> 
Bible  to  invested  capital.  But  it  waa  said-^ 
and  here  was  the  great  argument  for  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man* 
cheater — *'  only  equalize  your  duties,  and 
you  will  have  a  permanent  settlement,  and 
capital  will  flow  into  your  Colonies,  which 
will  be  of  great  advautage,"  It  might  be  ao, 
but  then  it  might  happen  that  hj  this  eauA* 
lization  it  would  be  discovexea  they  bad 
greatly  increased  the  Slave  Trade ;  asd 
then  might  be  again  raised  the  Anti<* 
Slaver]^  cry  from  the  very  Gentlemen  who 
now  cned  out  for  cheap  sugar.  There  wm$ 
no  room  for  a  permanent  arraogement  ex- 
cept on  principle,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  never  ^et  this  country  to  agree  to 
an  eq[ualization  of  duties  in  slave-grown 
and  in  free-grown  sugars.  If  it  could  bo 
shown  that  there  was  an  increasing  supply 
to  be  derived  from  unobjectionable  aouvoeo 
— if  the  price  of  sugar  were  lower  than  it 
had  been  since  the  abolition  of  slaveryr-if 
the  supply  waa  equal  to  the  demand-— and 
if  they  were  able  to  do  all  this  without  any 
injury  to  existing  interests,  that  arrange* 
ment  waa  more  likely  to  be  permanent 
than  if  they  subscribed  to  the  arguments 
addressed  to  the  House  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite;  and»  in  spite  of  the  re* 
ference  which  had  been  made  to  the  laigo 
constituencies,  and  the  appeal  to  what  was 
said  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  public,  be  did 
not  believe  that  the  principles  advocated 
hy  those  hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  sanc- 
tioned either  by  the  people  at  large,  or  by 
the  exclusively  commercial  portions  of  the 
community^. 

Mr.  Bright  said,  the  hon.  Member  wbo 
had  last  sat  down  had  taken  upon  himself 
to  assert  that  the  proposition  submitted  to 
the  House  by  his  non.  Friend  was  «f  an 
abstract  character.  There  was,  however* 
some  evidence  that  some  hon.  Members  did 
think  it  something  more  than  an  abstcict 
Motion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cumber* 
land,  who  was  himself  a  West  Indin  pro. 
prietor,  he  had  not  seen  in  the  Hoos^  to 
the  best  of  bis  recollectioo,  since  the  SoigBr 
Duties  were  under  discussion  last  ysar^ 
and  if,  as  he  understood,  the  kan«  Member 
came  from  a  distant  capital  of  Europe  t9 
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be  present  at  that  discussion,  it  did  not 
appear  to  be  an  abstract  proposition.    The 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Bcmrd  of  Trade  did  not  con- 
aider  it  an  abstract  question,  for  he  had 
shown  some  extraordinary  symptoms  of  re- 
suscitation ;  and  the   right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had, 
diroughout  the   discussion,    displayed  a 
countenance  of  more  than  usual  solemnity. 
He  maintained  that  the  present  proposition 
was  the  most  plain,  and  the  most  easily 
understood,  of  any  that  had  erer  been  sub- 
mitted to  that  House^  or  to  any  branch  of 
the  Legislature.    The  proposition  liefore 
the  House  was — legislation  with  respect 
to  the  Sugar  Duties  could  not  be  satisfac- 
tory— ^that  was  to  the  great  body  of  the 
people  of  this  country — and  that  it  could 
not  be  permanent  to  the  planters  and  the 
producers  of  sugar,  unless  the  duties  on 
Foreign  and  Colonial  sugars  were  equal- 
ised.   He  maintained  that  by  their  protec- 
tion to  the  sugars  of  the  East  Indies,  the 
West  Indies,  and  the  Mauritius,  they  were 
taking  from  the  people  of  this  country  a 
hrge  annual  tax  which  was  not  paid  into 
the  Exchequer  of  the  Queen,  but  was  paid 
—  so  fiur  as  it  was  not  lost  to  everybody — 
Into  the  pockets  of  the  planters.    Now, 
there  was  a  remarkable  coyness  whenever 
they  talked  of  these  pocket  interests.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  was  about  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  burdens  upon  land— that  Com- 
mittee would  not  be  granted — noble  Lords 
and  hon.  Landowners  were  afraid  to  go 
before  a  Committee  with  their  statements, 
and  have  them  examined ;  and  so  it  was 
with  the  hon.  Gentlemen  connected  with 
the  West  Indies,  they  did  not  like  to  have 
their  statements  examined.    He  had  that 
morning  been  looking  over    the    speech 
which   the  right  hon.  Baronet  maae  on 
opening  what  ne  called  his  financial  state- 
ment.   In  that  speech  he  found  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  stated  that  the  whole  amount 
of  sugar  he  expected  from  the  West  Indies 
during  the  present  year  was  140,000  cwts. ; 
from  the  East  Indies,  70,000  cwts. ;  and 
from  the  Mauritius,  40,000  cwts. ;  making 
in  the  whole  an  expected  supply,  during 
the  present  year,  of  250,000  cwts.     It  was 
acknowledged  that  the  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment plan  was  to  give  10^.  6d.  a  cwt. 
protective  duty.    Now,   what   was   the 
meaning  of  a  protective  duty  ?    Was  it  to 
raise  the  price  by  that  amount  in  favour  of 
the  planters,  or  was  it  not?    The  hon. 

Hmb^n  fior  Cumberland  and  Bristol  took 


the  proposition  according  to  its  natural 
meanin|^ ;  they  could  not  be  persuaded  to 
take  it  in  a  non -natural  sense.    They  took 
it  to  mean  that  the  price  of  sugar  was  to 
be  raised  in  the  home  market  10^.  6d. 
higher  than  if  there  were  no  protective 
duty.    Now,  the  exports  of  West  India 
sugar  to  this  country  were  stated  to  be 
140,000  tons  per  annum.      This,  raised 
by  the    duty   ten    guineas  a   ton,    put 
1,470.0002.  per  annum  into  the  pockets  of 
the  West  India  planters.      The  exports 
from  the  East  Indies  were  70,000  tons 
per  annum  ;  which  at  the  same  rate  of  in- 
crease, added  735,000/.  per  annum.    The 
exports  from  the  Mauritius  were  40,000 
tons,    which,   at    the  same  rate,    added 
420,000/.    per    annum,    the  total  being 
2,625,000/.  per  annum.   Now,  at  the  same 
time  that  this  was  going  on,  our  exports 
to  the  West  Indies  were  considerably  under 
3,000,000/.  per  annum,  and  according  to 
what  he  had  just  stated,  we  were  about  to 
vote  to  the  West  India  planters  1,470,000/., 
or  more  than  the  half  of  the  whole  manu- 
factures of  Grelit  Britain  consumed  by  the 
West  Indies.    Again,  while  we  were  about 
to  vote  the  Mauritius  420,000/.  by  this 
measure,  the  whole  of  the  exports  of  British 
manufactures  to  that  Colony  in  1843  were 
onlv  258,014/L     It  was  quite  true  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tne  late  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  loosened  as  he  was 
from  the  shackles  which  bound  men  while 
in  official  station,  had  told  them  that  he 
had  no  claim  to  make  to  protection  for  the 
Mauritius  and  the  East  Indies ;  yet  what 
he  had  just  stated  was  the  real  state  of  the 
case.    The  only  pretext  set  up  for  protec* 
tion  as  regarded  the  West  Indies  was  the 
price  and  the  scarcity  of  labour  there. 
This  plea,  at  least,  could  not  apply  to  th^ 
Mauritius,  where  there  was  as  great  an 
abundance  of  labour  as  in  Dorsetshire; 
and  with  respect  to  the  East  Indies  they 
had  the  authority  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  last  year,  that  there  was  no 
country  in  the  world  whose  soil,  climate, 
and  population  gave  it  so  great  an  advant- 
age  m  the  growth  and  prcKluction  of  sugar 
as  the  East  Indies.    So  that  the  pretext 
of  deficiency  of  labour  could  not  apply 
there.    But  they  were  not  merely  called 
on  for  these  extra  payments  to  tne  West 
Indies,  the  East  Indies,  and  the  Mauritius; 
they  were  also  called  on  to  sacrifice  the 
Brazil  market  for  the  export  trade  of  m$^ 
nufactures,  which,  in  the  existing  state  of 
the  manufacturing  districts  was  a  serious 
matter.    The  returns  of  that  trade  for  the 
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year  1841*42  showed  that  exports  were  for 
that  year  2,500,000/.^  of  which  1,500,000/. 
alooe  consisted  of  the  cotton  manufactures 
of  this  country.  Of  the  importance  of 
that  trade  to  this  country— although  there 
were  many  in  that  House  ready  to  depre- 
ciate it— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  in  strong  terms  when  introducing 
his  financial  statement.  He  had  not  over- 
rated it  Yet  here  were  we  about  not  only 
to  endanger,  but  almost  ine? itably  to  de- 
stroy, an  export  trade  to  the  extent  of 
1,500,000/.  Where  were  the  reciprocity 
principles  of  Gentlemen  opposite?  The 
Brazilians  were  ready  to  take  our  goods  if 
we  would  take  their  sugars.  It  was  some- 
timescomplained  that  other  countries  would 
not  meet  our  free  trade  advances.  Yet 
the  Brazilians  were  ready  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  reciprocity.  But  all  was  sac- 
rificed when  class  interests  were  interfered 
with.  But  the  strongest  argument  he  had 
heard  adduced  on  the  question,  was  that 
which  arose  out  of  the  reduced  cultivation 
of  the  produce  of  the  West  India  islands, 
notwithstanding  all  the  protection  they 
had  enjoyed.  This  had  been  going  on  for 
many  years  past.  In  the  year  1821,  the 
West  Indies  shipped  cotton  to  this  country 
to  the  extent  of  5,855,0001b.  In  1840, 
nineteen  years  afterwards,  their  exports 
had  dwindled  down  to  866,0001b. ;  in  fact, 
their  whole  cotton  exports  did  not  amount 
to  more  than  12,000  or  15,000  bales  in 
the  year.  In  1821,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
United  States  shipped  to  this  country 
116,000,0001b.  of  cotton,  and  in  1840  their 
export  had  increased  to  514,000,0001b. 
During  this  period,  the  West  Indies  enjoyed 
a  prohibitory  protection  duty  on  sugar,  and 
a  very  considerable  protection  on  cotton. 
The  United  States,  without  any  protection 
whatever  on  the  raw  material,  made  this 
enormous  increase  in  their  exports ;  while 
the  West  Indies,  with  all  their  protection, 
had  so  greatly  diminished.  Again,  with 
respect  to  sugar.  From  1830  to  1835,  the 
exports  from  the  West  Indies  to  this  coun- 
try were  3,735,819  cwt  -,  while  from  1837 
to  1842,  thev  were  3,868,500  cwt.  So 
that  at  best,  the  production  of  sugar  there* 
under  their  extraordinary  protection,  was 
stationary,  if  it  did  not  retrograde.  Yet 
this  was  the  very  article  specisJly  protected 
by  legislative  interference !  The  reduction 
in  the  production  of  coffee  had  been  great. 
From  1830  to  1835,  the  average  exports 
of  coflfee  from  the  West  Indies  were 
20,837,0001b.,  while  b  1842  they  amount- 
ad  to  only  I6|618|000  lb.  So  that  in  cotton 


there  had  been  an  absolute  decrease  $  in 
sugar  no  progress ;  and  in  coffee  the  pro- 
duction had  absolutely  retr<^;raded,  under 
the  protective  duties,  to  the  extent  of  not 
less  than  20  per  cent  But  this  system  of 
protection  not  only  thus  acted  as  a  sort  of 
opiate  to  these  West  India  gentlemen ;  it 
also  converted  them  into  everlasting  grum- 
blers. There  was,  indeed,  no  protected 
interest  whatever  that  did  not  come  annu- 
ally to  Parliament  to  beg  the  Legislature 
to  interfere  in  some  way  or  other.  The 
other  day,  he  was  looking  over  some  peti- 
tions presented  some  forty  or  fifty  years 
ago  from  the  West  India  colonists ;  they 
were  extraordinary  in  their  complaints, 
and  extraordinary,  too,  in  some  of  their 
remedies.  One  of  them  prayed,  on  the 
ground  of  humanity,  that  the  Slave  Trade 
and  slavery  might  not  be  done  away  with. 
They  had  altered  their  opinion,  it  seemed, 
in  that  respect,  though  they  had  not  al« 
tered  their  opinion  of  £be  advantage  of  pro* 
tection.  In  the  year  1807,  the  Glasgow 
planters  prayed  for  a  protection  for  rum, 
by  the  exclusion  of  brandy  and  other  fb- 
reign  liquors,  or  at  least  tfce  imposition  of 
a  higher  duty.  In  1825,  the  same  parties 
asked  for  a  sliding  scale  of  duties  on  cofiee. 
He  hoped  it  was  some  satisfaction  to  them 
to  find  that  this  Government  was  now  on 
a  sliding  scale ;  and  for  his  part,  he  hoped 
it  would  be  a  downward  uide  as  far  as 
monopoly  went.  The  right,  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and  Lord 
Elgin,  the  Governor  of  Jamaica,  appeared 
to  he  both  in  the  same  position  lo  one 
respect  Each  seemed  to  be  a  sort  of  dry- 
nurse  to  agriculture.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  sometimes  surrounded,  he 
was  glad  to  see,  by  Dr.  Buckland  and  other 
able  men  who  encouraged  the  application 
of  science  to  agriculture,  and  they  all  knew 
the  present  he  had  himself  made  to  the 
farmers  in  his  own  neighbourhood.  Lord 
Elgin,  in  the  same  way,  not  long  since, 
made  a  speech  in  Jamaica,  in  which  he 
expressed  his  hope  that  his  sovemment 
would  be  signidixed  in  after-times  as  the 
period  in  which  the  plough  was  employed 
m  the  cultivation  of  tne  iuand  of  Jamaica. 
Now,  why  was  all  this  coaxing  of  the  land- 
owners and  the  planters?  Why,  because 
they  were  perpetually  coming  to  that 
House  and  asking  to  have  laws  made 
to  raise  prices  and  protect  them,  and  by  so 
much  to  injure  the  consumer,  and  to  the 
destruction  of  that  energy  and  of  those 
pushing  qualities  by  which  alone^men 
could  hope  to  prosper.    The  ~" 
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dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  spoken  of 
the  effect  which  the  abolition  of  slavery 
had  produced  in  the  West  Indies.  That 
statement  amounted  to  the  fact  that 
labour  was  deficient  Why,  Jamaica  had 
been  peopled  by  Europeans  during  300 
years.  For  200  years,  from  1656,  it  had 
been  in  the  possession  of  this  country. 
There  had  been  not  only  the  natural  popu- 
tion,  but  also  an  addition  of  some  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  negroes  from  Africa ;  yet 
the  population  was  said  to  be  insufficient 
for  the  cultivation  of  the  island.  The 
reason  was  simple.  It  was,  that  during 
the  existence  of  slavery,  those  men  who 
now  professed  so  much  affection  for  the 
negroes,  so  tortured  them  and  so  treated 
them  that,  instead  of  increasing,  they  had 
diminished  in  numbers.  This  point,  how- 
ever, had  already  been  sufficiently  insisted 
on.  He  now  asked  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet 
and  die  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
what  principle  it  was  they  proposed  the 
protection  to  the  East  Indies  and  the  Mau- 
ritius. There  could  be  no  paltry  excuse 
of  a  deficiency  of  labour  there,  yet  the 
reason  ibr  protection  had  never  been  ex- 
plained to  the  British  public.  He  was 
inclined  to  view  the  matter  in  a  very  sim- 
ple form.  He  knew  hon.  Members  were 
disinclined  to  see  questions  viewed  in  that 
way ;  indeed,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
been  pleased  to  term  some  remarks  of  his, 
on  a  former  night,  "vituperative."  He 
thought  the  only  reason  why  they  were 
considered  vituperative  was,  that  they  really 
could  not  easily  be  misunderstooo.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  pamphlet  which  was 
supposed  to  be  written  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  if  it  were  not  written  by  him, 
he  would  be  able  easily  to  correct  the  im- 
pression. It  was  entitled,  '*  A  Vindication 
of  Ministers  against  the  Supposition  thai 
they  had  attached  the  West  Tndtd*Interest ;" 
and  the  extract  he  would  read  Was  an  im- 
portant one :— 

**Nowyit  is  worth  while  for  a  moment  to 
consider  who  are  the  Members  of  this  Admin* 
istration,  which  is  supposed  to  have  pursued  a 
course  of  so  much  severity  towards  the  colo- 
nists of  the  West  Indies.  Of  Sir  Robert  Peel 
it  may  be  sufficient  to  say,  in  this  place,  that 
he  has  always  acted  with  that  party  in  the 
State  which  has  been  deemed  most  friendly  to 
the  Colonial  interests.  Among  his  colleagues 
in  the  Cabinet  there  are  three^  and  three  only, 
who  can  be  said  to  have  a  special  and  depart- 
mental concern  with  the  question  of  the  Sugar 
Duties,  namely,  the  Colonial  Secretary*  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Presi- 


dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  But  Lord  Stanley 
made  himself  remarkable,  in  1833,  not  more 
by  the  masculine  vigour  which  he  applied  to 
conducting  through  Parliament  the  great  and 
difficult  measure  of  Abolition,  than  for  the 
courage  and  high-minded  fidelity  with  which 
he  exerted  himself  to  procure  the  recognition 
of  the  claims  of  the  then  proprietors  of  slaves 
to  liberal  dealing  on  the  part  of  the  British 
people ;  and  it  is  supposed  to  be  an  opinion 
not  a  little  preTalent  among  the  West  Indian 
colonists,  that  he  was  the  only  man  who  had 
at  that  period  both  the  disposition  and  the 
ability  that  were  necessary  in  order  to  procure 
for  them  the  grant  of  20,000,000/.  Next,  Mr. 
Goulburn  is  himself  a  Jamaica  proprietor,  and 
Mr.  Gladstone,  the  fiither  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  is  an  owner  of  estates  in 
that  island,  and  is  likewise  a  proprietor  of  sugar 
works  in  Bengal.  It  therefore  appears,  at 
least,  that  if  the  Ministry  have  done  injustice 
to  the  West  Indians  and  the  other  British  pro« 
ducers  of  sugar,  they  have  gone  astray  in  the 
direction  opposite  to  that  of  their  party  coii« 
nexions,  their  ancient  reminiscences,  and  their 
personal  and  family  interests." 

Now  it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at,  if  the 
late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
published  such  a  pamphlet,  that  the  public 
should  be  led  to  suspect  that  Gentlemen 
sitting  opposite  should  be  the  supporters 
of  this  sugur  monopoly,  or  that  they  shoidd 
think  that  public  ends,  and  public  justice, 
and  public  rights,  were  forgotten ;  and  that 
private  ends,  and  private  interests,  and— « 
but  be  would  not  say  private  rights,  were 
held  by  them  to  bemoreimportantthaptiiose 
public  interests  and  rights.  Those  who 
thought  and  felt  as  he  did  with  respect  to 
the  sugar  monopoly,  maintained  that  it 
was  hurtful  to  the  people,  hurtful  to  the 
Colonies,  but  most  of  all,  hurtful  and  die* 
paraging  to  the  character  of  those  public 
men  by  whom  it  was  thus  prolonged.  Was 
it  not  lamentable  to  hear  such  a  man  aa 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clitheroe  compelled 
to  bring  forward  such  a  lame,  such  a  pal- 
try defence  on  behalf  of  the  sugar  mono- 
poly ?  He  recollected  when  Mr.  Huskisson 
brought  forward*  in  1824,  his  celebrated 
resolution  for  lowering  the  protecting  duty 
on  silks,  gloves,  and  other  articles  of  foreign 
manufacture,  the  right  boo.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  R.  Peel)  showed  great  courage  in 
assenting  to  the  change,  which  destroyed 
for  the  Spitalfields  weavers  and  the  manu- 
facturers of  gloves  the  exclusive  possession 
of  the  English  market.  Why  could  he  not 
show  as  much  courage  in  dealing  with  the 
great  sugar  growers  as  he  had  done  with 
the  little  silk  weavers  ?  Were  the  Spital- 
fields  weavers  to  have  no  protection,  and 
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were  the  siigar  producers  to  be  contiDiied 
ia  their  monopoly  ?  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net pursued  a  similar  course  in  1842.  He 
then,  in  proposing  his  new  Tariff,  stated 
as  the  basis  of  his  future  policy,  that  be 
thought  the  best  way  of  proceeding  was,  to 
buy  in  the  cheapest  market  and  to  sell  in 
the  dearest  In  the  last  few  days  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  again,  in  bringing  for- 
ward his  financial  project,  stated,  with 
respect  to  the  great  coalowners,  that  he 
had  no  sympathy  with  a  monopoly  which 
restricted  the  production  of  coal  m  order 
to  enhance  its  price  to  the  London  con- 
sumers, and  he  took  upon  himself  to  lec- 
ture the  coal  interest  upon  this  proceeding. 
Was  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  making 
himself  a  party  to  a  monopoly,  by  restrict- 
ing the  consumption  of  sugar  to  narrow 
limits ;  and  did  not  this  monopoly  extend 
to  Ireland  and  Scotland,  as  well  as  to  Eng- 
land ?  Was  it  not  a  monopoly  affecting  an 
article  not  such  as  coal,  but  one  which  was 
unirersally  admitted   to  be  amongst  the 

Kimest  necessaries  of  life  ?  The  right 
»n.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary,  the 
other  night,  in  bringing  forward  his  Bill 
for  the  alteration  of  the  Law  of  Settlement, 
took  occasion  to  state  that  one*tenth  of  the 
whole  population  of  England  were  pau- 
pers—tuat  was  to  say,  that  every  one  per- 
son in  ten  was  a  pauper;  and  he  also  said, 
that  since  the  year  1815,  no  less  a  sum 
than  200,000,000/.  had  been  raised  for  the 
l^llef  of  the  poor.  Was  it  not  a  subject 
well  worthy  of  inquiry,  as  to  whether  there 
was  not  some  principle  at  work  in  the  in- 
slitationt  of  the  country  which  compelled 
the  land  to  raise  and  expend  these  sums, 
whilst  it  pauperised  the  country?  He 
Warned  the  House  against  adopting  a  sys« 
tern  of  legislation  on  private  interests.  He 
protested  against  a  system  like  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  followed,  and  the 
whole  tendency  of  which  was  to  cripple 
trade  and  commerce,— a  system  which  de- 
barred the  people  from  an  article  of  prime 
necessity,  and  which  put  2,000,000/.  annu- 
ally into  the  pockets  of  the  planters  at  the 
expense  of  the  consumers, — a  system  which 
entailed  great  evils  on  the  Colonies  them- 
selves, and  which  was  the  main  barrier  of 
another  and  a  still  greater  monopoly— •that 
of  the  food  of  the  people  of  England.  It 
was  not  remarkable,  nor  could  it  at  all  sur- 
prise him,  that  the  com  and  sugar  mono- 
polists wished  a  debate  such  as  the  present 
to  close.  He  believed  there  had  not  been 
a  single  hon.  Member  who  had  risen  on  his 
side  of  the  House  with  any  hope  of  sooth. 


ing  the  monopolists  by  his  obserratiotti. 
They  were  another  sort  of  men  altogether- 
They  had  other  purposes  in  view.  Tbeb 
object  was,  to  expose  the  injustice  that 
had  been  endured  for  so  many  years  at  the 
hands  of  the  monopolists.  They  had  pro- 
claimed that  injustice  out  of  aoors,  and 
they  would  not  expose  it  with  less  freedom 
within  those  walls.  It  must  not  be  sap- 
posed  they  were  there  for  the  purposes  of 
the  monopolists,  or  for  their  own  purposes. 
They  were  there  in  the  service  of  the  peo- 
ple 5  and  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  his 
supporters  did  as  they  ought,  he  was  sure 
not  an  individual  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  would  stand  up  and  defend  acts  of  in- 
justice of  which  they  ought  to  be  ashamed. 
He  knew  very  well  that,  on  a  division,  he 
should  be  one  of  a  small  minority  ;  but  he 
called  upon  the  other  side  to  recollect 
other  questions  upon  which,  with  as  small 
a  minority  as  that  which  he  expected  the 
result  of  the  division  would  show,  a  signd 
success  had  shortly  after  followed.  Ozily 
three  years  before  the  Minister  came  down 
to  that  House  with  the  proposal  for  eman- 
cipating the  negroes,  the  Jamaica  papers 
had  proclaimed  the  Abolition  party  to  be 
dead,  and  described  their  efibrts  as  the  last 
struggles  of  an  expiring  faction.  The  ftee 
traders  in  com  were  swelling  the  ranks  of 
the  Opposition,  whilst  the  adherents  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  deserting  him 
fast ;  and  although  he  expected  to  be  in  a 
minority  on  that  occasion,  lie  should  shorty 
again  meet  the  right  hon«  Baronet,  and 
then  he  would  again  propose  to  him  the 
question  why  he  taxed  tne  whole  popu- 
lation of  the  kingdom  to  the  amount  of 
2,000,000/.  per  annum  for  the  benefit  of 
the  planters.  He  could  not  imagine  how  the 
Government  could  suppose  it  was  doing  its 
dutjr.  when  it  was  acting  in  a  manner  so 
manifestly  against  the  interests  of  the 
people,  by  the  measure  before  the  House. 

The  Chancelhr  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  many  different  reasons  had  combined 
to  prevent  him  from  addressing  the  Hoyse 
on  the  present  question.  One  of  those 
reasons  be  admitted  to  have  been  the  ret- 
son  which  had  influenced  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath-^and  he  would  not 
have  addressed  the  House  at  all  if  he  had 
not  been  anxious  to  say  a  very  few  words 
in  answer  to  some  of  the  observatioQs  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite.  He  was  de* 
sirous,  for  many  reasons,  to  reserve  the 
statement  of  his  opinions  until  the  whole 
subject  was  before  the  House  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord.    The  present  sab- 
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ject  tppeared  to  him  to  be  entirely  ex- 
baatted.  And  if  be  wanted  a  proof  of  it, 
that  proof  had  been  offered  by  the  speech 
of  the  boo.  Gentleman  who  bad  jutt  tat 
down — who  had  wandered  from  the  im- 
mediate  question  before  the  House  into 
e?ery  possible  topic.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  imputed  to  him  that  he  was 
actuated  in  his  opinions  on  this  subject 
by  feelings  of  selfishness — by  the  circum- 
stance of  his  poseessing  certain  property 
in  sugar  plantations.  To  that  influence 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  ascribed  his  sup- 
port of  the  differential  duties  which  were 
proposed  by  Government  on  Foreign  and 
Colonial  sugar.  He  hoped,  and  he  be- 
lieTcdf  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
known  more  of  the  course  he  bad  taken 
in  that  House,  he  would  not  hate  brought 
such  a  charge  against  him.  He  could 
appesi  to  many  of  those  who  were  opposed 
to  him  in  general  politics  whether  his  con- 
duct was  fairly  open  to  any  such  imputa- 
tion. He  would  not  refer  further  to  the 
obseryations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
knew  bow  easy  it  was  to  throw  out  such 
imputations.  On  questions  mvoiving  per- 
sonal and  pritate  interests,  such  charges 
might  very  easily  be  brought  against  any 
man.  He  would  not  further  allude  to 
them.  But,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  proved  two 
things.  First,  he  had  proved  that  there 
had  been  a  gradual  progress  towards  re^ 
duction  of  the  duties  on  sugar;  and, 
secondiv,  that  since  the  abolition  of  sla- 
very«  toe  property  of  the  West  Indian 
planter  had  been  much  diminished  in 
value.  The  abolition  had  led  to  a  dimi- 
nution of  labour^  and  Parliament  bad  im- 
posed upon  the  sugar  growers  a  difficulty 
which  entitled  them  to  some  protection. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  bad  quo- 
ted a  letter  from  Jamaica,  in  which  it 
would  appear  that  the  writer  contemplated 
a  speedy  fortune  and  a  rapid  increase  of 
prosperity.  He  had  seen  that  letter,  and 
he  begged  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  why  he  had  not  read  iis  open- 
ing paragraph?  All  the  calculations  of 
that  letter — all  the  prospect  of  fortune 
and  prosperity  held  out  in  it^  were  found- 
ed upon  the  supposition,  contained  in  its 
first  paragraph,  that  there  was  a  protec- 
tive duty  of  10«.  Upon  that  ground, 
and  upon  that  alone,  this  Jamaica  planter 
had  argued  for  the  prospect  of  fortune 
and  prosperity.  [Mr.  Cobden  said,  the 
letter  referred  to  the  state  of  things  last 


year.]  Yes ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had 
applied  it  in  the  present  debate  to  the 
proposed  scale  of  the  Sugar  Duties,  and 
he  had  totally  kept  out  of  view  this  open- 
ing paragraph.  However,  he  should  only 
apologize  at  present,  for  not  having  taken 
part  in  the  discussion.  He  had  not  ab- 
stained from  so  doing  because  of  any  un- 
willingness, but  he  had  been  actuated 
partly  by  a  desire  to  have  the  whole  ques* 
tion  mooted  before  the  House. 

Viscount  Sandon  would  not  detain  the 
House  many  minutes ;  but  one  argument 
had  been  so  often  pressed  upon  the  House 
in  favour  of  this  Motion,  that  he  was  de- 
sirous of  answering  it.  It  had  again  and 
again  been  asked,  what  right  had  they  to 
tax  the  people  of  this  country  to  the  ex- 
tent of  two  or  three  millions  ?  Now,  he 
wanted  to  know  upon  what  basis  this  cal- 
culation rested.  Why,  it  was  founded 
upon  the  amount  of  differential  duties 
imposed  upon  Foreign  and  Colonial  sugar. 
The  difference  in  amount  between  those 
sugars  was  taken  as  the  measure  of  the 
increase  of  price  paid  by  the  people  of 
this  country;  ana  this  calculation  was 
put  forward  by  men  who  professed  to  be 
very  learned  in  the  principles  of  poliiical 
economy — who  passed  themselves  off  as 
the  illuminaii  on  all  questions  of  this 
nature^— but  never  had  an  argument  been 
put  forward  more  destitute  of  common 
sense  or  common  philosophy.  How  stood 
the  facu?  The  difference  in  the  duties 
on  Foreign  and  Colonial  sugar  was  the 
difference  between  24f.  and  63s.;  but 
what  was  the  difference  in  price  between 
the  two  articles?  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  had  told  them, 
the  difference  in  price  between  Foreign 
and  Colonial  sugar  at  the  present  moment 
was  7s. ;  and  yet  the  difference  between 
the  respective  duties  was  seriously  put 
forward  as  the  same  as  the  difference  in 
price.  Was  7s.  the  difference  betweea 
the  duties  ?  No.  The  difference  between 
the  duties  was  the  difference  between  24t. 
and  63s.;  and  that  latter  difference  hai 
been  always  made  the  basis  of  calculating 
the  amount  of  tax  imposed  upon  the  con* 
snmers  in  this  country.  The  differential 
duties  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  price 
of  the  commodity.  The  price  of  the  oom^ 
modity  was  alone  determined  by  the  8up« 
ply  and  the  demand,  and  if  the  supply 
from  the  West  Indies  were  increased,  the 
price  would  proportionally  diminish.  This 
was  the  true  principle  which  regulated 


1151 


Sugar  Duiiei. 


{COMMONS} 

the  price  of  the  article,  and  this  plain  and 
simple  principle  had  3fet  to  be  taught  to 
the  learned  economists  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  Awaj,  then,  said  he,  with 
the  fallacy  of  reckoning  the  increase  of 
price  by  the  difference  between  the  re- 
spective duties.  He  had  been  anxious  to 
expose  the  obvious  error  which  had  been 
so  often  repeated  by  the  political  econo- 
mists, and  which  by  them  had  been  used 
88  an  argument  to  persuade  the  people  of 
this  country  to  withdraw  all  protection 
from  their  West  Indian  Colonies. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  stand 
part  of  the  question :— Ayes  211 ;  Noes 
84 :  Majority  127. 


Sugar 

HaIford,SirH. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harooart,  G.  G. 
Harris,  Hon.  Capt. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  rt  hon.  S. 
Hillsboroagh,  Earl  of 
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Newport,  Viid. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Northland.  Vitct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 


Liit  of  the  At  s. 


HiDde,J.  H.  ._ ^ 

Hobhou8e,rt.hon.SirJ.    PoThill*  P. 
Hodgson,  F.  pracd,  W.  T. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Alford,  Visct. 
AlUx,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Arbuthnot,  bn.  H. 
Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Ark  Wright,  G. 
Arundel  and  Surrey* 
Eariof 


Astell,  W. 

Bagot*  hon.  W. 

Bailey,  J.  Jun. 

Baillie,  Col. 

Baillie,  H.  J. 

Baird,  W. 

Barclay,  D. 

Baring,  rt.  hon  F.  T. 

Baring,  T. 

Bameby,  J. 

Baskerville,  T,  B.  M.    Egerton',  Sir  P. 

Beckett,  W.  Emlyn,  Visct. 

Bentinck^  Lord  G. 

Berkeley,  hn.  G.  F. 

Blackstooe,  W.  S. 


Clive,  Visct. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cockburn,  rt.ho.  SirG. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Colquboun,  J.  C. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Connolly,  Col. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  Ix>rd 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Dagdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
East,  J.  B. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 


Blakemore,  R. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  0. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfield*  B. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brownngg,  J.  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Buller.  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Cardwell,  1$. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 


Entwisle,  W. 
Farnham,  £.  B« 
Fitzroaurice,  hon.  W. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  S.  L. 

Fremantle,  rt.hnJSirT. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gladstone,rt.hn.W.£. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greenali,  P. 


Cbolmondeley,  hn.  H.  Greene,  T. 

Clayton,  R.  R.  Gregory,  W.  H. 

Clerk,  rt.  hn.  Sir  O.  Grogan,  E. 

Clifton,  J.  T.  Hale,  R.  B. 


Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  hon,  C. 
Hope,  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Irton,  S. 
James,  W. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 


Pringle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Repton.  G.  W.  J. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  CoL 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Ryder,  hon.  6.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hn.  T.  B.  C. 
Smytbe.  hon.  0. 


Laboochere,  rt.  hn.  H.    Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Lambton,  H .  Sotbeion,  T.  H.  S. 


Lawy  Hon.  C.  £. 
Lawson,  A. 
Legh,  6.  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  VV. 
Lowther,  Sir  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  CoU 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
McGeachy,  F.  A. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Macnamara;  Major 
McNeill,  D. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J, 
Marsham,  V^isct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  T.  B. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Moigan,  O. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 


Sunton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H,  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  E. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Tennent,  J.  £. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Waddington,  U.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 

Winnington,SirT.B. 
Wodehoose,  E. 
Wood,  CoU 
Wood,  Col.  T, 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TxLLsaa. 
Baring,  H. 
Young,  J. 


List  of  the  Noza. 
Affliooby,  U.  A.  Bamsrd,  E.  O. 

Aldam,  W.  Beritdey,  boo.  H.  P. 
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Blewilt^  R.  J. 

Bowring^t  I^r* 
Bright,  J. 
Brothertony  J. 
Buller,  C. 
BuUer,  E. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colborneyhon.W.N.R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
Collett,  J. 
Crftig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Carrie,  R. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
DeonistouD,  J. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncao,  Visct. 
DoncaDnon,  G. 
DuQcannoiii  Visct. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Duodas,  F 
DQiidas,  D. 
Easlbope,  Sir  J. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
GilJ,  T. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hollond,  R. 
Horsmao,  E. 
Howard,  hD.E.G.Q. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Humphery,  Aid. 


LangstODi  J.  H. 
LevesoU,  Lord 
Macaulay,  rt.  hn.T.B. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martio,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Oitl,  W. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Col. 
Pattison,  J. 
Philips,  M: 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
PoDsonby,hn.C.F.A.C 
Pulsford,  R. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  £. 
SomerviUe,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  £. 
Thomely,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 

TELLERS. 

Gibson,  T.  M. 
Bou?erie,  E. 


Order  of  the  Day  read,  and  the  Com- 
nittee  deferred. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  one 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tueiday,  February  25,  1845. 

MiNuras.]  PvriTioNS  Pasbsiitbd.  By  Earl  Fitzwil- 
liam*  ttook  InhablUnU  of  Brou^,  and  5  otiier  placet, 
far  adopting  MeaaHrca  for  the  SuppNMion  of  Intemper- 
aoee.— By  Lord  Brougham,  from  Prcaby  tery  of  Chanonry , 
ftar  ImproYing  the  Condition  of  Schoolmaaten  (Scot- 
laad). 

Commissioners  in  Bankruptcy.] 
Lord  Campbell  ioqiiired  when  the  noble 
and  learned  l/>rd  (Lord  Brougham)  in- 
tended to  present  the  petition  respecting 
the  Commissioners  in  Bankruptcy  ?  It 
contained  grave  charges  against  those 
learned  individuals,  which  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  be  kept  in  suspense. 

VOL.  LXXVIL    {!Ji2} 


Lord  Brougham  said,  be  bad  postponed 
the  presentation  of  the  petition,  in  order 
that  the  Commissioners  themselves  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  tendering  an  ex- 
planation. If  the  Returns  now  on  the 
Table  should  satisfy  him  that  since  he  had 
given  his  notice  they  had  attended  more 
to  their  business,  that  might  preclude  the 
necessity  of  entering  into  discussion  on 
the  subject.  He  would,  however,  present 
the  petition  on  any  day  that  might  suit 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  better  suit 
his  own  convenience  as  to  the  presenta- 
tion of  the  petition.  He  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  communicate  to  those  gentlemen 
holding  judicial  situations  the  puiport  of 
the  petition,  in  order  that  they  might  have 
an  opportunity  for  explanation.  They 
had  made  an  explanation  to  him,  which 
he  considered  entirely  satisfactory;  and 
he  would  put  it  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  whether  it  would  be  quite  prudent 
to  discuss  the  conduct  of  gentlemen  hold- 
ing judicial  situations  unless  he  was  quite 
satisfied  that  the  charges  were  correct. 

Lord  Brougham:  If  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  quite  satisfied,  be 
could  only  say  that  none  of  the  suitors 
were. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  A  good  deal 
must  be  left  to  the  Judges  themselves. 

Lord  Brougham  :  Wbat !  if  they  only 
sit  two  or  three  days  a  week  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  not  speaking 
as  to  the  precise  number  of  days  or  hours 
they  might  sit;  but  they  state  that  they 
sit  a  sufficient  number  of  hours  for  the 
due  despatch  of  business. 

Lord  Brougham  was  at  issue  with  them 
on  that  point. 

House  adjourned. 


^tMmMMMtOMti'Mk  - 


HOUSE   OP   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  February  25, 1845. 

MiNUTia.]       Nbw  Writ.  — For  Shaftaslwry,  v.   Loti 
Howard,  now  Earl  or  Effingham. 

Bills.  PuMfc— 1*-  Thamei  Navigation  Debt  {  Physic 
and  Surgery:  Baitardyt  CoUi^geB  or  Phyiidans  and  Sur- 
geons. 
Prhtate  —  l*'  Huddersfield  and  Manchester  Railway  and 
Canal ;  Manchester  South  Junction  and  Altrincham  Rail- 
way :  Caledonian  Railway;  Monkland  and  Kirkintilloch 
Railway;  Glasgow.  DumfHes,  and  Carlisle  Railway; 
Nottingham  Waterworks ;  Great  Grimsby  and  Sheffield 
Junction  Railway. 
2*  Coekermouth  and  Workington  Railway:  Spanowa 
Heme  Road  ;  Chester  and  Birkenhead  Railway  Ext«o> 
slon. 
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pBTnidm  pRCSBinrw.  By  Mr.  Ctipgi,  ttem  CixmoMter, 
against  thft  Renewal  of  the  Income  Tuc^By  Sir  John 
MTaggart,  from  Stranraer,  against  AlteiatioQ  of  Law 
TClitii^  to  B«Dkii«  (SeoUaBcl).p-By  Mr.  Owm  Stanlty, 
from  Bodadem,  and  3  plaoaa  in  tha  county  of  Angtoiay, 
in  ikvour  of  the  County  Courts  BUI  (1844).— By  Viscount 
MahoD,  firam  Medical  PractidODers  of  Coonty  of  Heit- 
fbrd.  ftir  iCfuhOing  «ht  Medical  Ptasliea.  — By  Mr. 
Dickinson,  ftom  Phyiidans  and  others  of  the  Northern 
Division  of  County  of  Staflbrd.  Mr.  Wakley,  from  4 
places  in  the  County  of  Sonthampton,  Sir  Thomaa  Wln< 
nii«ton,  from  Slotuport*  and  Colonel  T.  Wood,  ftom 
Chelsea  and  Kensiiigton,  for  Alteration  of  the  Medical 
PracUce  Bffl  (1844).— By  Mr.  S.  Crawlbrd,  ftom  Roch- 
dale, agalmt  Introdudtion  of  Poor  Law  Amandment  Act 
into  that  plaoeb— Sy  Yiaeoiuit  Jooelyn,  from  Ouaidians  of 
Dundalk  Union,  for  Relief  from  Payment  of  Loan  Poor 
Relief  (Ireland)  Act— By  Mr.  Brotherton.  from  Oswald, 
twistle,  and  liy  Mr.  O.  Stanley,  firom  S  plaoea  in  the 
County  of  Anglesey,  for  diminishing  the  number  of 
PuUic  Houses.— By  Mr.  Ferrand.  and  Mr.  Wakley,  flrom 
Paridi  of  St.  Mary,  Lambeth,  fbr  Redemption  of  T6Ils 
on  Waterloo  and  other  Biidgei. 

Railway  Coksolidation.]]  House 
in  Committee  upon  the  Railway  Clauses 
Consolidation  Bill. 

On  Clause  10,  which  limits  the  devia- 
tion from  the  datum  line  described  on 
sections  being  proposed, 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  the  great  disregard  which  had 
been  shown  for  the  rights  of  owners  of 
land  in  this  Bill.  The  Bill  provided  that 
a  deviation  might  be  made  of  a  hundred 
yards  from  the  projected  line.  Now  a 
deviation  of  such  an  extent  might  com- 
pletely destroy  the  value  of  a  piece  of 
land,  the  subdivision  of  which  the  owner 
never  contemplated  when  he  gave  his  con- 
sent to  the  line  running  through  his  pro- 
perty. There  was  an  appeal  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  but  thai  was,  in  his  opinion,  all 
nonsense. 

Mr.  Aglionby  said,  that  when  he  first 
came  into  that  House  he  had  sat  on  many 
Committees,  and  had  foolishly  believed 
that  the  railway  companies  were  actuated 
solely  by  a  public  spirit;  but  he  had 
since  then  become  wiser.  He  was  glad, 
therefore,  that  the  gallant  Officer  opposite 
had  brought  the  rights  of  the  public  be- 
fore the  Committee.  The  railway  com- 
panies were  large  and  powerful  bodies, 
and  could  protest  themselves:  but  the 
landowners,  though  very  powerful  in  their 
own  way,  had  not  the  same  means,  and 
were  often  sufferers.  But  there  was  one 
class  whom  nobodyjbrotected.  He  meant 
the  public.  This  Bill  was  most  shame- 
folly  negligent  of  the  rights  of  the  people. 
Before  the  constraction  of  railways  the 
people  possessed  their  full  right  to  the 
nse  of  the  public  ways.  There  was  no 
right  more  ancient  or  belter  established. 


But  no  sooner  was  a  railway  proj^ 
than  it  unhesitatingly  interfered  with  every 
right  the  public  possessed;  too  often 
crossing  and  destroying  theif  ways  to  the 
public  markets ;  and,  where  it  did  not  de* 
stroy,  very  often  interfering  to  a  aerioas 
extent  of  inconvenience;  and  none  of 
those  who  had  charge  of  these  public 
ways  had  any  power  of  preventing  the  in* 
terruption.  He  would  be  told  by  the  ad- 
vocates of  railways  that  they  were  of  the 
greatest  public  utility,  and  that  minor 
considerations,  must  give  way  to  thein. 
Why  should  passengers  be  put  to  such 
inconvenience  ?  Let  all  ways  be  put  upon 
the  same  footing,  but  he  hoped  that  foot 
passengers  would  be  equallv  protected  as 
others  were.  With  the  view  of  giving 
better  protection  to  them,  he  proposed  to 
strike  out  the  words  "  carriage  road,'*  and 
substitute  **  highway,"  so  as  to  include 
footways  as  well  as  horse  roads. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  could  not  consent  lo 
the  proposed  addition,  which  he  thought 
would  too  much  extend  the  scope  of  the 
Act.  He  by  no  means  intendea  thet  an 
existing  railway  company  coming  before 
Parliament  with  their  own  capital  and 
own  resources  to  ask  for  farther  powefs, 
should  be  obliged  to  obtain  a  Bill  wUeli 
should  contain  all  the  provisions  in  this 
Act. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  entirely  disapproved 
of  the  constitution  of  the  Board  or  Trade, 
and  of  the  powers  intrusted  to  it*  He 
looked  upon  the  Act  as  a  humbug  alto* 
gether.  The  public  interest  was  not  at  all 
regarded.  Footpaths  ought  to  be  attended 
to  as  well  as  carriage  roads. 

Mr.  Henley  said,  that  better  provision 
ought  to  be  made  for  the  preservation  of 
footways,  and  driftways,  and  the  tracks 
by  which  large  droves  of  cattle  were  ac- 
customed to  be  driven,  and  as  it  was  a 
matter  of  great  public  convenience  he 
should  divide  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cockermoutb. 

The  Committee  divided  on  thequestioD, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Bill :— Ayes  17,  Noea  93 : 
Majority  6. 

Liii  of  the  Ayss. 


Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Clerk,  rt.  hn.  Sir  0. 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,rt.bn.W.B. 
Halford,  Sir  U. 


Hughes,  W.  B. 
Irton,  S. 
Jermyn,  E. 
McNeill,  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Newport,  Visec. 
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SonenetyLordG. 
Thonidy»T. 
ThornhiJl,  G. 
Trotleri  J. 


Wallace,  B. 

TfiLLCXS. 

Hayter,  W.  G. 
Entwisle,  W. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aldam,  W. 
Bodkin,  W.  U. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Egeriou,  W.  T. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Httwes,  B. 
HtttUy,  J.  W. 
Hippburo,  Sir  T.  B, 
Johnstooe,  H. 
JolUffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Loch,  J. 


Maale,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
MorrisoD,  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Sotheron,  T.  II.  S. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanlon,  W.  H. 
Stricklaod,  Sir  G. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
WawD.J.T. 

TELLEBS. 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Wodehouse,  £. 


Thedaase  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Upon  Clause  11,  "  power  to  the  owners 
of  adjoining  lands  to  appeal  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  against  deflation  from  datum 
line/'  being  proposed, 

Colonel  Sibthorp  objected  to  the  obli- 
gation upon  the  companies  to  advertise  in 
the  newspapers  notice  of  their  intended 
deviation  being  limited  to  one  paper  only 
circulating  in  the  district  where  such  de- 
viation was  to  be  made.  Some  gentle- 
men saw  one  paper  and  others  saw  another, 
and  the  object  of  publicity  would  not  be 
gained.  Why  should  they  not  give  notice 
IB  the  London  papers  ?  He  had  a  great 
respect  for  them  all,  though  they  did  at- 
tack him  sometimes. 

Lord  O.  Somerset  did  not  think  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber wooid  effect  his  own  object.  Some 
persons  in  the  country  did  not  see  the 
London  papers  at  all,  and  of  those  who 
did,  some  saw  the  Times,  others  the 
Chrotnckf  and  others  the  Standard^  in 
the  same  way  as  the  hou.  and  gallant 
Member  had  remarked  of  the  provincial 
papers.  Was  it  necessary  to  advertise  in 
all? 

Mr.  Howes  said,  that  by  Clause  10,  it 
was  provided  that  no  deviation  should  be 
made  by  the  companies  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  the 
land  having  been  first  obtained.  Then 
by  Clanse  1  i ,  the  owner  of  any  land  af- 
fected might  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  would  have  the  power  to  set  aside 
the  arrangement  that  had  before  been 
made.  Now,  upon  what  ground  was  this 
power  to  be  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 
Here  was  an  arrangement  guarded  by  not 
only  the  consent  of  the  owners  having 


been  first  obtained,  but  by  the  consent  of 
certain  public  functionaries,  the  Trustees 
or  Commissioners,  or  Justices  of  the  PeacOi 
and  yet  the  Board  of  Trade  was  to  be  in- 
vested with  power  to  upset  the  whole  de-t 
cision.  So  that  any  one  owner  or  occUi* 
pier  might  re-open  the  whole  question 
before  a  secret  and  irresponsible  tribunal. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  thought  that  if  the 
consent  only  of  the  parties  owning  the 
land  was  required,  the  justice  of  the  case 
would  not  be  met.  This  was  a  most  im« 
portant  clause,  and  its  object  was  to  pro* 
tect  small  proprietors  and  residents  near 
the  line,  who  would  have  no  other  means 
of  protection,  and  it  was  necessary  sucb 
persons  should  have  the  power  of  appeal. 

Mr.  Hayter  viewed  the  clsuse  as  a  be-i 
nefit  to  the  public,  and  adverse  to  the  in- 
terest of  companies,  as  it  enabled  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  prevent  a  deviation 
being  made,  even  after  a  consent  had  been 
obtained  from  owners. 

Mr.  Tatton  Egerton  supported  the 
clause  as  being  a  benefit  to  small  pro* 
prietorsi  who  would  otherwise  have  no 
power  of  protecting  themselves,  and  he 
thought  it  right  they  should  have  some 
tribunal  to  appeal  to. 

Mr.  OiU  thought  the  clause  was  too 
vaguely  worded  in  regard  to  the  situation 
of  the  property  of  those  persons  to  whom 
this  right  of  appeal  was  to  be  given.  The 
words  "  lying  near  to  the  place  of  such 
proposed  deviation,''  expressed  nothing. 
**  Near  "  might  mean  two  hundred  yards 
or  a  mile,  or  a  quarter  of  a  mile.  Some 
definite  distance  ought  to  be  fixed.  It 
was  well  known  that  landowners  threw 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  railroads,  in  order 
to  get  a  high  price  for  the  land. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  said,  that 
the  clause  had  been  vaguely  worded  in 
this  respect  on  purpose  to  give  the  Board 
of  Trade  a  latitude  of  discretion  in  judging 
as  to  who  were  really  afiected  or  not  by 
the  deviation,  and  as  the  subject  was  de* 
cidedly  to  benefit  the  smaller  class  of  pro- 
prietors and  occupiers,  he  thought  it  im- 
portant to  effect  that  object  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  have  that  discretion  or 
scope  forjudging. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought,  that  the  test 
which  ought  to  be  applied  was,  whether 
tl)e  land  was  really  or  not  affected  by  the 
deviation,  irrespective  of  its  exact  distance 
from  the  line,  and  for  that  purpose  he 
moved  to  leave  out  the  words  in  line  15, 
*'  lying  near  to  the  place  of  such  proposed 
2  P2 
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deviation,  and  whose  lands thftll  be— ~-" 
80  that  the  clause  would  by  such  amend- 
ment stand — ''It  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
owner  of  any  lands  affected  thereby,  &o.^ 
to  apply  to  the  Board  of  Trade/'  without 
reference  to  the  situation  of  the  land  re- 
latively to  the  railway. 

Colonel  SibthorpsMf  that  he  could  not 

sit  there  and  hear  the  misrepresentations 

of  the  hon.   Member  for  Plymouth  as  to 

the  small  proprietors  of  land.     The  hoii. 

Member  had  said  these  proprietors  had 

<  thrown  obstacles  in  the  way  of  railway 

companies,  in  order  to  increase  the  amount 

,  of  their  compensation.     The  small  land- 

i  owners  were  fully  entitled  to  make  the 

most  of  their  property,  but  he  would  deny 

•  that  they  had  ever  resorted  to  such  means 

'as  the  hon.  Member  had  intimated.     He 

was  inclined  to  retort  the  charge  on  rail- 

|way  companies.     They    inserted   adver- 

jtisements  for  the  purpose  of  catching  and 

/humbugging  the  public,  stating  that  the 

'holders  of  their  shares  would  realise  1.5 

per  cent,   for  their  money.    The   small 

proprietors  of  land  were  never  guilty  of 

•ach  conduct. 

Mr.  Oill  said,  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Officer  had  entirely  mistaken  him. 
His  reference  had  been  to  the  large  landed 
proprietors,  and  not  to  the  small  owners. 
The  question  was  not  whether  the  place 
was  lying  near,  but  whether  it  was  af- 
fected by,  the  deviation  from  the  original 
line.  He  would,  therefore,  propose  to 
strike  out  the  words  ''lying  near,"  and 
substitute  the  words  "prejudici  lly  af- 
fected  ;"  and  that  the  prejudice  to  a  pro- 
perty and  not  its  neighbourhood  should 
entitle  it  to  compensation. 

Mr.  Aglitmhy  said,  that  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth,  for 
property  might  be  very  greatly  injured 
though  it  was  beyond  the  appointed  range 
of  deviation.  For  instance,  a  man  might 
build  a  house  commanding  a  view  over 
the  distant  country.  A  railway  embank- 
ment was  raised  above  the  level  of  the 
original  line,  and  immediately  the  house 
was  shut  out  both  from  prospect  and  air. 
The  house  which  before  was  worth  200/. 
a  year,  would  now  be  hardly  worth  half 
that  sum.  Again,  he  conceived,  that  if 
there  were  to  be  appeals,  the  onus  of 
proof  ought  to  lie  on  the  railway  com- 
panies, for  it  was  an  utter  impossibility 
for  a  small  landed  proprietor,  who  resided 
one  hundred  or  two  hundred  miles  from 
London,  to  come  all  that  distance  and  be 


at  the  expense  of  bringing  hit  witn< 
and  keeping  them  here  during  the  delay 
of  the  Railway  Bill  before  a  Committee. 
Hs  hoped,  however,  they  would  not  con- 
clude this  point  at  the  present  moment, 
but  would  maturely  consider  it,  and  that 
when  it  was  concluded  they  would  aobstU 
tute  the  words  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Plymouth  had  taken  from  him,  "  pre- 
judicially affected  *'  for  "  lying  near." 

Mr.  Eniwisle  said,  that  bethought  the 
constitution  of  appeals  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  good  for  the  railways  them- 
selves. By  that  means  they  were  saved 
from  falling  into  the  hands  of  an  attorney, 
who  hurried  them  into  litigation  and  dis- 
putes for  the  sake  of  running  up  a  bill. 
For  these  reasons  he  thought  this  coura 
of  appeal  would  be  better  for  the  com- 
panies themselves.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cockermouth  thought  that  the  preaent 
wording  of  the  clause  limited  the  facility 
of  appeal^  and  he  entirely  agreed  with  bias 
in  the  observation. 

Lord  G.  Somerset^  conceiving  the  geoe^ 
ral  feeling  of  the  Committee  appeared  to  be 
in  favour  of  the  amendment,  he  would  not 
offer  any  opposition. 

Mr.  Hawes  objected  altogether  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
consequently  to  the  range  of  appeal 
being  extended.  If  the  Board  were  to 
have  I  hist  new,  extensive,  secret,  and  ir- 
responsible power  given  to  tliem,  let  it  be 
as  definite  and  narrow  aa  possible.  He 
objected  to  the  clause  altogether,  but 
would  rather  retain  it  as  it  was,  than 
adopt  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cockermouth. 

Lord  O,  Somenet  said,  that  all  that  was 
intended  by  the  clause,  was  to  give  re* 
lief  to  parties  in  cases  where  it  coold  not 
otherwise  be  obtained,  and  he  thought 
that  none  better  could  be  proposed  than 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  power  could 
not  be  given  to  the  local  magistrates; 
that  was  out  of  the  question,  and  to  pnt 
it  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  jury  in  the 
courts  of  law,  would  involve  a  much  greater 
expense.  This,  however,  was  not  the 
proper  time  to  discuss  the  general  ques- 
tion of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mr.  Fox  Mamie  did  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  present  was  not  a 
suitable  opportunity  for  discuaainic  the 
power  to  be  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
for  little  by  little,  and  elause  by  clauae, 
they  were  going  on  to  give  powers  to  thai 
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Boftrd.  Povrers  were  given  not  only  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  but  powers  that  were 
calculated  to  embarraie  the  Executive 
GoverniDent  of  the  day  »-  embarrass- 
mcDts  that  were  calculated  to  lead  to 
the  overthrow  of  any  Government.  He 
maiiitaioed  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  armed  with  an  irrespooBible  power. 
With  that  Board,  as  constituted  at 
present,  he  had  no  fault  to  find.  It 
could  not  be  composed  of  better  or  more 
honourable  men ;  but  it  would  be  well  for 
Ministers  to  weigh  well  the  embarrass- 
raanis  they  were  entailing  upon  the  Exe- 
cutive Government,  and  the  odium  to 
which  they  would  expose  it  by  the  course 
of  giving  a  departmental  jurisdiction  in 
matters  involving  property.  It  was  not 
for  him  or  any  one  on  his  side  of  the 
House  to  say  what  the  tribunal  ought 
lo  be ;  but  the  Government  were  insti* 
tatiog  a  dangerous  precedent,  and  if  he 
were  not  mistaken,  not  many  years,  nor 
even  months,  would  elapse  before  they 
would  themselves  come  dowu  to  the  House 
to  propose  an  alteration  in  it. 

Mr.  Wallace  wanted  to  know  how  the 
complaining  parties  were  to  go  before  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  who  was  to  bear  the 
expense ;  for  if  his  hon.  Friends  in  the 
"  land  o' cakes"  had  to  come  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  London,  and  were  to  pay  their 
own  expenses,  he  believed  that  the  clause 
would  be  rendered  nugatory,  as  it  would 
io  the  case  of  all  poor  persons  residing  at 
a  distance  from  the  metropolis. 

Lord  O.  Somerset  said,  that  persons  at 
a  distance  could  surely  write  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  With  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Penh  (Mr.  F.  Maule),  he  must 
say,  that  he  was  quite  alive  to  the  evil  of 
mixing  up  the  Executive  Government  with 
matters  of  property.  It  was  an  odious 
power,  and  one  that  could  only  be  justified 
by  necessity.  That  necessity,  be  con- 
tended, however,  did  now  exist.  There 
certainly  must  be  an  appeal  to  some  tri- 
bunal, and  he  could  not  conceive  a  better 
one  than  the  Board  of  Trade.  Would  the 
right  boD.  Gentleman  have  it  decided  by 
iIm  Court  of  Chancery  ? 

Mr.  AgUonby*s  Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  do  pass 

Mr.  Hawti  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  would  object  to  the  in- 
sertioD  at  the  end  of  the  clause  of  the 
woida  "  provided  always,  that  the  parties 
intereated  may  appear  by  themselves  or 
Ibcic  agents  before  tb«  hH  Board  of 


Trade."  He  did  not,  of  course,  care  about 
the  precise  words,  but  he  did  wish  (speak* 
ing  now  without  prejudice  to  any  future 
Motion  with  regard  to  the  abolition  of 
the  tribunal  altogether)  to  know  whether 
words  to  that  effect  might  not  be  ap- 
pended to  the  clause.  What  he  wanted 
now  to  know  was,  whether  the  Railway 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  to 
be  an  open  or  a  secret  tribunal ;  because,  if 
it  were  to  be  an  open  tribunal,  of  course, 
a  great  many  of  his  objections  would  be 
removed. 

Lord  G,  Somerset  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one  of  such  great  importance  that 
it  would  be  quite  impossible  for  him,  even 
if  he  had  a  very  definite  opinion  upon  the 
subject,  to  answer  it  at  once  ofi-hand. 
Whatever  his  own  opinion  was,  he  might, 
perhaps,  state  that  the  proposal  appeared 
at  first  sight  to  have  reason  on  its  side. 
He  thought,  that  the  best  plan  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  adopt,  would  be  to  pre- 
pare a  specific  and  distinct  clause,  con- 
tsining  the  whole  of  his  opinions  with  re- 
gard to  the  Board  of  Trade  tribunal,  and 
to  bring  it  before  the  whole  House.  There 
were  certainly  not  a  sufiicient  number  of 
hon.  Members  then  present  to  discuss  sa- 
tisfactorily a  matter  of  such  importance. 

Mr.  F,  Maule  concurred  that  thiii  was 
a  very  important  question,  and  roust  be 
fairly  raised  and  fully  discussed,  if  the 
public  were  ever  to  have  any  confidence 
in  the  decisions  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
which  could  not  be  done  at  a  morning 
sitting;  he  should,  therefore,  recommend 
his  hon.  Friend  to  give  his  notice  of  Mo- 
tion, and  to  endeavour  lo  make  some  ar- 
rangement with  the  Government,  by  which 
it  might  be  discussed  with  a>  little  delay 
as  possible. 

Mr.  Hawes  said,  that  he  would  raise 
the  question  on  the  47th  Clause,  and  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  give  the  op. 
portunity  for  discussing  it  in  a  full  House. 
He  would  in  the  first  place  move  lo  omit 
the  47th  Clause,  on  the  ground  of  object- 
ing to  the  tribunal  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ; 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  would  give  him  the 
benefit  of  the  legal  assistance  enjoyed  by 
the  Government,  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  would 
endeavour  to  frame  a  clause  which  should 
raise  the  question.  Then  two  proposi^ 
tions  would  be  before  the  House.  Tlie 
first,  whether  this  tribunal  should  be  cre- 
ated ;  and  secondly,  if  so,  whether  it 
should  be  a  secret  or  an  open  tribunal. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  trusted  that  the  hon. 

Member  would  io  the  meantime  cooflent  to 
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let  the  clause  pass  proybrmtfy  and  he  would 
promise  to  coosult  other  authorities  upon 
the  subject,  and  he  should  theu  be  able  to 
state  what  course  he  intended  to  pursue 
with  reference  to  this  point  on  Thursday 
neit. 

The  clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

House  adjourned. 

The  House  resumed  its  sittings  at  five 
o'clock. 

HoLTHBAD  Harbour.]  Mr.  W,  0. 
Stanley  wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  respecting  Holyhead  harbour. 
In  the  early  part  of  the  Session  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said— -- 

'*  With  regard  to  one  harbour  the  GoTem- 
ment  bad  come  to  a  decision.  They  thought 
it  of  great  importaDce  to  improve  the  harbour 
of  Holyhead,  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
the  intercourse  between  the  two  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom." 

He  wished  to  ask  whether  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  bad  determined  on  pro- 
posing any  grant  of  money  during  the 
present  Session  for  the  improvement  of 
that  harbour,  and  whether  any  plan  had 
been  fixed  upon  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel^  upon  the  part  of  the  Oo* 
Ternment,  was  most  desirous  of  seeing  a 
line  of  railway  established  between  Chester 
and  Holyhead,  and  had  given  every  en- 
couragement to  the  promoters  of  that 
railway.  A  Bill  had  been  passed  last 
year,  with  the  exception  of  the  railway 
crossing  the  Menat  Straits,  as  objections 
were  made  to  the  present  bridge  being 
used  for  that  purpose.  At  present  the 
subject  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  Admiralty, 
and  he  hoped  a  Bill  would  soon  be  pro- 
duced which  would  meet  the  ssnction  of 
Ck>vernment.  Retaining  the  same  opinion 
which  the  Government  had  before  ex- 
pressed that  Holyhead  was  the  proper 
channel  of  communication  with  Ireland ; 
if  that  Bill,  in  its  provisions,  met  the  views 
of  the  Government,  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  propose  a  grant  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Holyhead  harbour  in  this  year's 
estimates. 

Court  of  Sbssiok — Scotland.]  Mr. 
Wallace  rose,  in  pursuance  of  notice*  lo 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  that 
would  enable  the  Government  for  the 
tine  being  to  reduce  the  number  of  Judges ' 


composing  the  Court  of  Session  (ron  tJiir« 
teen  to  any  other  number,  and  to  extend 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  stipendiary  Conoty 
Judges,  called  Sheriffs,  by  giving  them 
the  power  of  awarding  the  puoiahmeDt  of 
transportation,  in  the  event  of  the  Jodges 
in  the  Court  of  Session  being  so  reduwl. 
The  time  had  arrived  when  this  redaclioa 
ought  to  take  place.     There  were  two 
divisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Bcview, 
or  Court  of  Session,  as  it  was  termed.  lo 
one  of  those  divisions  very  little  busHieis 
was  transacted.    It  had  been  said  that  his 
interfering  with  this  subject  had  been  at- 
tended  with  evil  effects  upon  thecondiict  of 
the  Scotch  Courts;  but  be  had  good  proof 
that  since  he  had   made  it  his  doty  to 
watch  these  Courts  there  had  been  greater 
attention  to  the  businessof  the  CourtSt  mkI 
that  his  interference  daring  the  last  five 
years  had  been  beneficial.    He  had  before 
him  a  comparative  view  of  the  busioesa  of 
the  First  and  Second  Divisions  of  the  Coort 
of  Session  since  1841.    In  the  Fiiet  Din* 
sion  the  number  of  reclaiming  notes  against 
the  judgments  of  the  Lords  Ordinary,  was 
from  the  1st  of  January  1842,  to  the  1st 
of  January  1843,  204 ;  from  the  Ist  of 
January   1843,    to    the  Ist  of  Jaoaaiy 
1844,  174;  from  the  1st  of  January  1844, 
to  the  1st  of  January  1845,  307.    la  the 
Second  Division  the  same  desoriptioa  of 
business  was,  from  the   let  of  Jannary 
1842,  to  the  1st  of  January  1843,  %\%i 
from  the  1st  of  Jannary  1848,  to  the  let 
of  January  1844,  145 ;  from  tho  Ist  of 
January  1844,  to  the  1st  of  Jannary  1845, 
82.    This  showed  the  opinfen  entertained, 
not  only  by  the  legal  profession  in  ScoU 
land,  but  also  by  the  people  of  that  conn* 
try,  of  the  conduct  of  the  Judges  in  these 
two  divisions  of  the  Supreme  Courts    He 
might  mention  another  description  of  bn* 
sioess  transacted  in  these  Conrts^naasely, 
incidental  applications  not  followed  by 
litigation.    In  the  First  Divisk>n  these  ap* 
plications   were—1842    to    1843,    587; 
1843  to  1844,  563;  1844  to  1845,  558 ; 
In  the  Second  Division  they  were:— 1842 
to  1843,  312;  1843  to  1S44,  360;  1844 
to  1845,  330.    This  was  an  tnconiesUUe 
proof  of  the  opinion  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Scotland  as  to  the  menu  of  these  two 
divisions  of  the  Court,  and  clearly  demon- 
strated that  the  Second  Division^  over 
which  the  Lord  Justice  Clerk  piteidsd, 
had  fallen  into  disrepute.    The  number  of 
defended  causes  which  bad  been  bioaglit 
from  the  Outer  Hon8e,and  which  had  bMn 
anroUed  for  reritw  btforo  tho  Fkit  uA 
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Sicond  Dif  iaiont  of  th«  Court  of  Seisioa 
since  tha  13ih  day  of  November^  1844,  to 
tb«  30(k  of  February ,  1845,  being  rather 
mote  than  three  months  out  of  the  four 
which  ooDStitttted  the  winter  Session  of 
the  Cktort  were :  defended  causes  enrolled 
for  review  by  the  First  Division,  298 :  de- 
ftmded   causes   enrolled    for    review  by 
the  Second    Division,    46;    showing  a 
difterence     between    the     two    Courts 
-*which,    let   it    be   remembered,    bad 
oo*ordinat«  jurisdiction,    and    had  four 
Judges   of  the  Supreme  Court    sitting 
in  each*>^of  262,  another  incontestable 
demonstration  of  publie  opinion,  of  more 
than  ais  to  one,  in  favour  of  the  Judges 
in  the  First  Division  over  those  in  the  Se« 
cond.    Formerly  similar  returns  proved 
that  not  more  than  one*fifth  of  the  de- 
fended causae  enrolled  as  above  found 
their  way  to  the  loner  Houses,  or  Courts 
of  Review ;  thus  showing  thst  the  propor* 
tion  likely  to  go  to  the  Second  Division 
for  more  than  three*fourths  of  the  present 
winter  eessioa  would  be  nine  causes  only. 
A  pretty  aUte  of  matters  for  a  Court  of 
four  Judges  of  the  higher  grade  and  sa* 
lary,  and  costing  the  country  not  less  than 
25,000/.  a*year.    The  number  of  causes  in 
a  certain  period  before  the  First  Division 
had  been  323,  and  in  the  same  period  be* 
fore  the  Second  Division,  the  number  of 
oattsea  was  only  twenty.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber next  adverted  to  a  comparative  view 
of  the  number  of  stipendiary  Judges  in 
England,  Wales,  Ireland,  and  Scotland, 
and  read  to  the  House  the  following  do* 
cutnent:--* 

^  Abstract  of  the  return  of  the  stipendiary 
Judges  In  Bn^and,  Irekod,  and  Seothind, 
respectively,  being  No.  314,  Session  1844 :— 
Calculations  to  show  U>e  proportional  number 
of  stipendiary  Judges  to  the  popubtion  of 
England    and    W^es,  and  of  Ireland    and 
Scotland,   respe^ively.     The  popuhition  is 
taken  in  round  numbers.    The  popnlstioo  of 
Englaud  being  about    16,000,000,  and  the 
number  of  Judges  145 ;  it  follows  that  there  is 
one  Judge  to  every  110,000  souls  in  Englsnd 
andWal^    In  Inland,  the  popalatien  being 
about  6,^00/K)0,  Mi  die  nunber  of  Judges 
124 :  it  appears  there  is  one  Judge  to  every 
64^000  of  the  Irish  people.    la  Scotland  the 
population  is  aboat  a,600»000j  and  94  Judges ; 
that  is,  due  Judge  to  erery  27,000  of  tlie 
people;   being  one   Judge  ia  Scotland  to 
every  !2t,000,  whilst  in  £o|^uid  you  have 
ottly«nefbr«vetvlK,000.    There  is  another 
way  of  Slating  tae  case.    In  Soglaad  there 
see  S2  superior  Judges,  which  gives  om  sm. 
umwi\jdi$t(>ntry727fiOOM%biUut^  In 
XreUnd  there  aie  16  superior  J  odges,  which 


gives  one  superior  Judge  to  every  500,000; 
and  in  Scotland,  13  superior  Judges,  which  is 
one  for  every  200,000  inhabitants.    Of  in« 
ferior  Judges,  England  has  123,  which  is  equal 
to  one  inferior  Judge  to  every  130,000.    Ire- 
land has  108  inferior  Judges,  or  one  to  every 
74,000  inhabitants:  whilst  Scotland  has  81 
inferior  Judges,  or  one  inferior  Judge  to  every 
32,000  inhabiu&nts.     There  is  still  another 
test  of  the  wasteful  expenditure  in  forcing 
upon  Scotland  a  number  of  Judges  far  beyond 
the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  people,  which  is 
brought  out  as  follows  from  the  above  return : 
The  judicial  establishment  in  England,  costs 
208,976/.,  showing  that  for  every  1,000  inha- 
bitants, 13/  Is.  2Ki<^P«oded.  In  Ireland, 
the  establishment  costs  116,087/.,  being  for 
every  1,000  inhabitants  14/.  lOi.  2|</ ,  whilst 
Scotland's  establisliment  costs  76,970/.,  being 
for  every  1,000  inhabitants  29/.  12s.;  being 
considerably  more  than  double  the  cost  ia 
England,  or  even  in  Ireland,  and  consequently 
considerably  more   than  for  both  of   these 
countries  put  together.** 

The  above  is  the  result  of  No.  314  of  last 
Session;  but  from   tables  which  he  had 
constructed,  printed,  and  circulated  from 
equally  authenticated  documents,  he  could 
prove  that  the  cost  to  the  nation  of  the 
judicial  establishment  of  Scotland,  in  place 
of  being  76,970/.,  was  170.148/.,  which 
would  show  that  for  every  thousand  souls 
in   Scotland,  the  judicial   establishment 
there,  in  place  of  costing  29/.  12s.,  ac- 
tually amounts  to  65/.  4f.  2(/.   At  present 
the  Scotch  bar  was  very  much  diminished, 
both   in  the  general  number  of  counsel 
and  in  the  leaders ;  some  years  since  he 
had  stated  the  number  of  leaders  at  seven, 
then  It  was  reduced  to  five,  next  to  three, 
and  at  this  moment,  independently  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  and  the  Solicitor  General, 
it  had  only  one,  vix.,  the  late  Lord  Advo- 
cate.   He  objected  also  to  the  length  of 
the  recesses,  and  insisted  that  the  Court 
of  Session  might  be  much  more  fit*y<|*- 
nominated  the  Court  of  Vacation.    With 
reference  to  the  Jury  Courts  of  Scotland, 
he  must  remark  that  for  20,646  causes 
decided  without  the  intervention  of  juries, 
there  were  only  thirty  causes  tried  by 
juries.     He  admitted  that  the  reason  why 
he  again  brought  the  subject  before  the 
House  was,  that  he  had  hitherto  failed  ia 
persuading  any  Government  to  afford  to 
Scotland  an  improved  system  of  criminal 
jurisprudence.   In  his  opinion  much  of  the 
present  state  of  crime  in  Scotland,  espe- 
cially among  juvenile  offenders,  was  owing 
to  the  fact  that  they  were  generally  taken 
before  police  courts,  and   inadequately 
punished  with  brief  periods  of  imprison^ 
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meDty  DOt  exceeding  sixty  days.   This  was 
why  Scotland  was  at  this  moment  overrun 
by  *'  habit  and  repute  thiefes/'  who  were 
not  severely  punished  until  they  had  com- 
mitted a  certain  number  of  smaller  delin- 
quencies, when  their  offences  were  accu- 
mulated and  they  were  visited  for  many 
under  one  sentence.     In   England  and 
Ireland  the  belter  system  enabled  crimi- 
nals to  be  brought  to  justice  in  a  short 
period ;  whereas  in  Scotland  there  was  a 
long  delay  ;  and  at  last  the  prisoner  was 
only  sent  to  such  penitentiaries  as  that  at 
Perth,  which  however  well    conducted, 
had  failed  in  the  effects  it  was  hoped  it 
would  produce.    Besides,  this  system  did 
not  get  rid  of  those  who  were  in  the  habit 
of  bringing  up    and    educating    young 
thieves.    The  speedy  punishment  of  de- 
linquents  was    extremely    advantageous 
also,  inasmuch  as  it  had  a  powerful  effect 
in  deterring  others  from  the  commission 
of   crime.      In   Scotland  six    or  seven 
months  sometimes  elapsed  between   the 
perpetration  of  the  offence  and  the  convic- 
tion of  the  party.     In  the  city  of  Edin- 
burgh, it  was  tfue,  by  an  old  law,  they 
could  and  did  try  and  convict  within  a 
week;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why   this 
rule,  with  certain  modifications,   should 
not    be   applied   to  Scotland    generally. 
Another  evil  was,  that  parties  and  wit- 
nesses were  frequently  brought  from  great 
distances  for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting 
offenders.     He  would  state  to  the  House 
the  number  of  prisoners  tried  between  the 
years   1834  and  1840,  at  the  assizes  in 
Glasgow,  with  the  number  of  witnesses, 
and  the  average  number  of  those  congre- 
gated in  Glasgow  for  eight  or  ten  days  at 
a  time,  to  try  criminal  cases  ooly^  from 
the  three  counties  of  Lanark,  Dumbarton, 
and  Renfrew.     It  was — Prisoners,  1,454; 
average  yearly  number,  about  242.     Wit- 
nesses,  14,667;  annual   average,   2,444. 
That  statement  showed  the  enormous  ab- 
surdity   of   collecting  all  the  offenders 
within  three  populous  counties  into  one 
town,  and  forcing  jurymen  to  leave  their 
homes  and  their  business,  over  the  whole 
surface  of  three  counties  of  not  less  than 
seventy  miles  in  length ;  and  adding  thereto 
the  drudgery,  the  inconvenience,  and  the 
great  loss  of  valuable  time,  besides  the 
cost  incurred   by  the  reckless  mode  in 
which  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  drag 
witnesses  from  every  corner  of  Scotland, 
to  prove  the  usually  enormous  proportion 
of  trumpery  cases  which  are  chiefly  the  I 
work|  Dow-a-days,  of  circuit  courtly  whicbi ' 


as  to  witnesses,  is  demonstrated  in  lh« 
above  statement  as  respects  assizes  held 
at  Glasgow ;  and  all,  be  it  remembered^ 
on  criminal  cases  of  an  average  of  2,444 
annually ;  while,  in  one  of  these  years, 
the  enormous  number  of  3,836  witoessea 
were  dragged  from  their  homes,  distanoe 
some  thirty  or  forty  miles,  as  the  caae 
might  be,  to  be  called  into  Court  or  not, 
as  often  happened  to  many  of  the  wit- 
nesses whom  the  underlings  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  compelled  to  leave  their  homes 
and  their  families.    That  something  most 
be  done,  he  was  perfectly  satis6ed.    The 
present  system  must  be  altered;  and  at 
county  meetings  it  had  been  frequently 
declared  that  the  Perth  Penitentiary  bad 
failed  in  its  design,  and  that  some  other 
course  must  be  adopted  to  check  the  in- 
crease of  crime.     He  imputed  the  fault  to 
the  system,  and  not  to  any  want  of  humane 
endeavours  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
and  others  to  remedy  the  growing  evil. 
There  was  at  present  a  great  want  of  con- 
fidence throughout  Scotland  in  the  Second 
Division  of  the  Court  of  Session,  which 
was  only  looked  upon  as  a  stepping-stone 
for  appeals  to  the  House  of  f<ords,  which 
must  be  remedied.  He  must  urge,  too,  the 
expediency  of  giving  Sheriffs  of  counties  in 
Scotland  the  power  of  transportation  for 
offences  which   would    meet   with    that 
punishment  if  the  criminals  were  detained, 
and  tried  by  the  Judges  of  Assize.     He 
believed  that  such  a  change  would  much 
improve  the    whole  system  of  criminal 
jurisprudence.     The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  submitting  the  following  Ho-. 
tion : — 

"  That  Leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
repeal  so  much  of  the  Act  1  Will.  4,  c.  69,  as 
provides  that  there  shall  be  thirteen  Judges  in 
the  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland ;  and  to  ex- 
tend the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Stipendiary  County 
Judges,  caUed  Sheriffs,  by  giving  them  the 
power  of  awarding  the  puni^ment  of  trans- 
portation, in  the  event  of  the  Judges  in  the 
Court  of  Session  being  reduced  below  the 
number  of  Thirteen." 

The  Lord  Advocate  submitted  to  the 
House  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
had  not  made  out  any  case  for  altering  tlie 
constitution  of  the  Court  of  Session.  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  the  Court  was 
not  satisfactory  to  Scotland,  and  being  of 
that  opinion,  he  had  with  a  laudable  perae- 
rerance  from  time  to  time  endeaTOured  to 
effect  an  alteration.  He,  however,  would 
venture  to  say,  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
altogether  mistaken^  and  that  the  coiiiti- 
tution  of  the  Court  of  Sewoo  wm  not  iiii« 
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flttliBbctory.     With  respect  to  the  Sheriff 
Courts,    the  hon.    Member    had  spoken 
in  tenns  of  praise  to  which  he  most  rea- 
dily responded*  They  had  performed  their 
duties,  hoth  as  regarded  their  ciril  and 
crimioal  jurisdiction,  most  satisliM^torilv ; 
nor  were  the  Supreme  Courts  less  satis- 
factory.   In  1840  a  Motion  similar  to  the 
E resent  was  urged    by  the  hon.   Mero- 
or,  and  a   Select  Committee  was   ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  any  alteration 
should  be  made  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Supreme  Court.    A  Tery  elaborate  inres- 
tigation  took  place.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  was  the 
Chairman  of  that  Committee,  and  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  whom  he  saw  opposite 
were  Members  of  that  Committee.    Many 
witnesses  were  examined,  and  the  Report 
made   by  that  Committee  unanimously, 
with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  was,  that  it  was  not  expedient  to 
reduce  the  number  of  Judges,  though  it 
was  expedient  to  make  certain  suggested 
alteratioos  in  the  form  of  proceeding.  These 
alterations  had  since  been  adopted  with 
advantage.    One  effect  of  them   was  to 
render  necessary  a  fuller  oral  discussion  in 
the  Inner  Chamber  of  the  Court,  the  con- 
sequence of  which  was  that  each  cause 
that  came   before  those  Judges  occupied 
more  time  in  Court.   The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  one  branch  of  the  business  of 
the  Inner  Chambers  of  the  Court  was  to  re- 
view the  judgments  given  by  the  single 
Judges,  and  that  there  was  a  great  deal  less 
business  in  one  of  the  Chambers  or  Divsions 
of  the  Court  than  in  the  other.     Now,  the 
amount  of  business  in  the  Courts  of  the 
country  necessarily  fluctuated  from  acci. 
dent,  the  state  of  the  country,  and  various 
other    circumstances,    exclusive    of    the 
merits  of  the  Courts.    Thus  in  1839  and 
1840   the  number  of  causes  before    the 
Inner  Chambers  of  the  Court  remaining 
undecided  at  the  end  of  the  summer  Ses- 
sion was  smaller  than  in  1841  and  1842; 
and  if  in  1840  the  number  of  Judges  had 
been  reduced  because  the  number  of  causes 
was  smaller  than  in  some  previous  years, 
the  result  would  have  been  that  the  Courts 
would  have  been  unable  to  get  through  the 
business.    A  similar  fluctuation  might  be 
observed  in  comparing  the  business  of  one 
Court  with  that  of  another.    It  often  hap- 
pened  that  one  Judge  or  one  Court  would 
get  more  cases  than  another,  from  the  fact 
that  there  were  feelings  and  impressions 
among  suitors  as  to  the  preference  to  be 
given  to  one  over  another;  and  practi- 
tioners might  be  of  opinion  in  reference 


to  certain  classes  of  cases  that  they  shouU 
go  before  particular  Judges.    At  the  same 
time,  such  preference  should  in  no  way 
disparage  any  of  the  other  learned  Judges. 
There  happened  to  be  at  the  present  time 
in  one  of  the  Chambers  of  the  Court  a 
more  fortunate  combination  of  various  or* 
ders  of  talent  and  character  than  he  had 
witnessed  since  he  had  been  a  practitioner* 
But  that  was  no  disparagement  to  the 
eminent  Judges  who  sat    in    the  other 
Chamber.     In  1836,  and  for  five  or  six 
years  before,  the  number  of  cases  in  the 
First  Division  of  the  Court  was,  as  now, 
greater  than  the  number  in  the  Second 
Dirision.  In  1837,  and  for  five  or  six  years 
thereafter,  the  reverse  was  the  case»-the 
greatest  number  was  in  the  Second  Divi- 
sion.    But  the  mere  circumstance    that 
there  was  more  business  in  one  Court  than 
in  another  was  no  evidence  against  the 
efficiency  of  the  Court  having  the  least 
business.      It    sometimes  happened,    in« 
deed,    that    cases  were   taken    into   the 
Court  which    had  fewest  cases,  because 
they  were  deemed  deserving  of  extended 
inquiry,  or  were  of  more  than  ordinary 
importance,  and  that  just  because  that 
Court  had  more  time  to  devote  to  the  in- 
vestigation of  them.     It  so  happened  that, 
of  cases  published  in  the  Reports  as  of  im- 
portance to  the  profession  during  the  years 
ending  in  November  1843  and  1844,  the 
larger  number  were  decided  by  the  Second 
Division.    In  1843  there  were  108  cases, 
and   in  1844  eighty-eigbt  cases  reported 
in  the  First  Division  of  the  Court;  while  in 
the  Second  Division  there  were  128  cases 
in  1843,  and  111  in  1844.    TJiat  was  the 
natural  course  of  events ;  for  if  one  Division 
was  overpowered  with  business,  cases  re** 
quiring  much  time  or  despatch  would  flow 
into  the  other.     He  contended,  therefore, 
that  no  case  had  been  made  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  reduction  of  the  Se<« 
cond  Division  of  the  Court,  or  of  the  num- 
her  of  Judges.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
complained  that  the  Judpes  did  not  devote 
much  time  to  their  duties.    Perhaps  the 
House  was  not  aware  that  from  the  Report 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  it  fully  appeared 
that  the  learned  Judges  underwent  a  great 
deal  of  labour  at  their  Chambers,  and  that 
the  number  of  hours  they  sat  in  Court 
daily  was  no  criterion  of  the  time  they 
devoted  to    their  duties.      The   Judges 
began  their  sittings  for  the  winter  on  Uie 
1st  of  November.     In  the  three  weeks  of 
the  Christmas  recess  few  of  them  had  a 
single  day  of  rest,  with  the  exception  of 
Christmas  Day  and  the  first  day  of  the 
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yefktf  haring  oitll  and  criminal  cases  to  dis* 
pose  of.  The  spring  vacation  did  not 
commence  till  after  the  middle  of  March, 
and  then  there  were  the  circuits.  The  Court 
reassembled  in  May»  and  the  Session^  which 
should  end  in  Julfi  was  generally  pro- 
longed for  another  fortnight,  to  the  18th 
of  August  Then  they  went  the  circuits 
agaiui  and  met  on  the  lit  of  November» 
so  that  there  was  scarcely  any  cessation  of 
businesSi  Haring  thus  dealt  with  the 
obsermtions  of  the  hon^  Member  on  the 
Supreme  Civil  Courtj  he  would  now  pro* 
oeed  to  notice  what  had  been  said  in  re«* 
gard  to  the  Criminal  Courts.  He  under, 
stood  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  to  be 
to  do  away  with  the  circuits  of  the  Supreme 
Judges;  and  to  give  the  SlieriiiB  the  power 
of  pronouncing  sentence  of  transportation^ 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
importance  of  discouraging  crime )  but  he 
di&red  from  him  as  to  the  mode  of  acu 
oomplishing  that  object.  But  what  he  had 
now  to  deal  with  more  particularly^  was  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  to  give  the 
Sheriffs  the  power  of  transportation.  He 
thought  the  proposal  quite  unneosssary. 
At  present  transportable  offences  were  sent 
to  be  tried  berore  the  High  Court  at 
Edinburgh^  and  the  Circuit  Courts;  and 
those  not  deserving  such  severe  punish* 
ment  were  tried  in  the  inferior  Courts, 
and  it  rarely  happened  that  the  Sheriff 
exhausted  the  power  of  the  milder  pun- 
ishment,  so  that  it  was  not  necessanr  to 
make  the  alteration.  Did  the  hen.  Mem- 
ber mean  to  sny  that  the  Courts  havina 
power  to  transport  could  not  overtake  idl 
the  oases  to  which  that  punishment  was 
appropriated?  The  fact  was>  that  they 
not  only  overtook  all  such  casesi  but  many 
others  which  they  did  not  consider  de- 
serving of  so  severe  a  punishment.  If 
they  should  at  any  time  be  found  unequal 
to  the  task,  by  the  9th  of  Geoige  IV.  the 
Crown,  by  an  Order  in  Council,  could  000* 
stitute  as  many  additional  circuits  as  might 
be  necessary.  It  was  not  only  unnecessaryi 
but  it  would  be  injurious  to  give  this  new 
power  to  the  Sherifla,  for  thereby  thirty 
odd  new  Judges  would  be  created,  who  were 
separately  to  esercise  their  discretion  as  to 
this  punishment  of  transportation.  By  that 
means  the  foundation  would  be  kid  for  a 
great  want  of  uniformity  in  the  punish* 
ment  attached  to  particular  offences ;  and 
if  the  hon  Crentleman  would  give  the 
power  to  the  substitutes  as  well  as  to  the 
Sheriffs^  it  would  double  the  chance  of  that 
Want  of  tmiformity*  The  effect  of  the  hon. 
Gaatlamiui's  proposilioii  would  1M|  to  gif  e 


the  power  of  acyudicating  upon  h^h  and 
grave  ofienoes  punishable  by  transportation  ^ 
to  persons  not  educated  as  Barristers^ 
though  very  excellently  qualified  peisoiMS 
for  their  present  duties.  The  9S^ct  of  it 
would  also  be  to  deprive  prisoner!  of  the 
aid  of  Counsel  to  Oonduct  their  defenoe*  At 
preseoti  no  man  in  Scotland  Could  be  tried^ 
subject  to  the  risk  of  transportation,  with« 
out  being  defended  by  counsel.  IntheHigb 
Court  01  Justiciary,  in  Edinburgh,  every 
man  could  be  defended  by  atiy  oouoasl  he 
chose  to  ask  for;  and,  however  sermuaor 
odious  the  charge  against  the  delinquent,  no 
counsel  at  the  Bar  would  refuse.  He  re* 
collected  a  case  which  attracted  a  good  deal 
of  attention  in  the  country >  and  to  which  a 
good  deal  of  odium  Was  attached,  in  whidi 
Uie  junior  counsel  claimed  the  aasistanos 
of  some  of  their  senior  bretliien,  and  at 
once  received  that  assistance  from  Lord 
Moncrief,  Lord  Jeffrey,  Lord  Cockbum, 
Lord  Robertsoti,  and  others.  Another 
ground  of  objeotion  to  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  the  inoieaeud  eit** 
pense  it  would  oocasion  in  conducting  pro- 
secutions.  Unless  a  case  of  very  gvsat 
necessity  were  made  out,  the  pr^osi* 
tion  could  not  be  justifiably  entertained ; 
and  he  (the  Lord  Advocate)  thoiq(lit  he 
had  shown  that  thers  was  no  neoessity  for 
it,  and  that  great  evil,  instead  ef  any  good, 
would  result  from  its  adoption.  He  lSeiw« 
fore  hoped  that  the  House  Would  not  Mgnb 
to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Fox  Manle  admitted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenock  had  always  timnght 
the  subject  forward  in  a  manner  that 
could  not  give  any  personal  offence.  He 
did  not,  however,  agree  with  the  bon. 
Member  in  any  of  his  propositions:  and 
he  had  combated  them  so  often  that  it 
wu  needless  to  go  over  the  ground  again. 
As  to  one  part  of  the  hon.  Oentleman*s 
Motion,  he  concurred  with  the  learned 
Lord  Advocste,  that  if  it  were  granted  it 
would  lead  to  great  incotitenience,  not  to 
say  to  much  maUadroinistratlon  of  justice 
in  Scotland — he  referred  to  the  proposU 
tion  to  give  inferior  Courts  the  power  of 
inflicting  the  punishment  of  transportation* 
Those  Courts  were  of  the  greatest  benefit 
to  Scotland,  and  the  gentlemen  who  pre* 
sided  over  them  discharged  their  duties 
admirably,  for  which  the  public  were 
greatly  indebted  to  them ;  but  if  they  were 
to  be  put  in  the  position  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenock,  duties  would 
be  imposed  upon  them  which  they  could 
not  ptrform  with  sttisfactton  to  the  pob* 
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lie.  Anolb«r  point  which  had  been  al- 
Indled  to^  lie  would  make  an  obsenration 
upon,  namely,  the  bosineaa  in  the  Court 
of  SeiBNm;  A  statement  bad  been  made 
%t  the  disproportion  of  the  cases  in  the 
two  divisions  of  the  Court  of  Session.  He 
did  not  agree  in  the  opinion  that  such  dis- 
proportion was  altogether  a  matter  of  pre- 
cedent, for  he  believed  it  was  to  be  attri- 
buted to  the  fact  of  the  profession  having 
more  confidence  in  the  manner  in  which 
a  certain  elass  of  cases  would  be  dealt 
with  in  one  Court  than  in  the  other.  He 
thought  that  matters  should  be  permitted 
ttt  present  to  remain  as  they  were ;  and  if 
the  disproportion  of  cases  continued,  it 
might  be  a  subject  for  the  serious  consi- 
deration of  Government,  whether  they 
would  not  devise  some  means  whereby  the 
First  Division  of  the  Court,  combining  as 
it  did  the  greater  amount  of  talent,  might 
not  be  overburdened  with  business.  Whe- 
ther this  might  be  efiected  by  taking  away 
from  parties  the  power  of  choosing  their 
own  Court,  or  by  a  division  of  the  Lords 
Ordinary,  he  would  not  say ;  but  it  would 
be  for  the  Government  to  consider  whe- 
ther they  could  not  lessen  the  labour  of 
the  First  Difision  in  some  way,  if  the  dis- 
crepancy continued  for  another  Session 
or  two.  This  was  the  only  observation 
he  wished  to  make ;  and  for  reasons  which 
be  had  previously  and  repeatedly  stated* 
he  should  oppose  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

Tabatmbmt  of  Libbrated  Africans*] 
Sir  R.  H.  Inglist  in  rising  to  move  for 
die  production  of  Correipondence  and 
Papers  relaUve  to  liberated  Africans,  said, 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  introduce,  and  he 
hoped  he  should  be  able  to  avoid,  anything 
which  might  provoke  an  angry  discussion. 
He  bore  no  ill-will  to  those  for  whose 
more  immediate  benefit  the  removal,  or  he 
might  say  the  exportation,  of  negroes 
from  the  coast  of  Africa  to  the  West  In* 
dies  had  been  sanctioned  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government;  and  certainly  he 
cduld  not  be  supposed  to  bear  any  ill-will 
to  the  other  party  engaged,  namely,  the 
negroes  themselves.  In  the  year  imme- 
diately after  the  abolition  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  an  Order  in  Council  was  issued, 
by  the  terms  of  which  the  case  of  the  ne- 
groes had  been  governed  up  to  the  year 
1844,  namely,  *'  that  when  landed  in  any 
plaee  where  there  was  a  Cburt  of  Mixed 
CommissioDi  the  dave  should  be  protected 


and  provided  for;*'  and  the  Government 
had  acted  upon  the  fair  and  liberal  inter- 
pretation of  the  words  which  ho  had 
quoted  to  the  House.  It  must  he  recol- 
lected that  the  slaves  were  taken  upon  tho 
high  seas  with  as  little  regard  to  their 
own  will  as  they  were  taken  from  the  in« 
tenor  of  Africa  to  the  coast.  It  was  in 
the  exercise  of  (if  they  pleased)  a  bencvo-^ 
lent  despotism  that  the  slaver  of  Spain  or 
of  Portugal  was  captured,  and  its  living 
cargo  transferred  from  the  hold  of  thai 
vessel  to  the  British  Colony  of  Sierra 
Leone;  the  slaves  themselves  had  no 
voice  in  selecting  the  direction  in  whioh 
they  should  go  when  taken  under  tlie 
charge  of  an  £nglish  officer;  they  were 
for  the  purposes  of  option  and  free  will  as 
little  entitled  to  the  description  of  free 
agents  as  when  still  in  the  hold  of  the 
slave  ship.  Now,  first  of  all,  the  actusl 
sufferings  of  the  slave  while  at  sea  were 
pretty  nearly  the  same  in  the  most  favour- 
able case,  whether  the  vessel  were  com- 
manded by  a  Spaniard  or  Portuguese,*  or 
had  been  eaptured  by  an  English  Lieute** 
nant ;  and  in  many  cases  those  sofiferings 
were  aggravated  to  a  degree  which  human 
imagination  could  scarcely  have  conceived, 
if  it  had  not  become  a  matter  of  history. 
In  the  Narrative  of  Fifty  Dayt  on  Board 
a  Slaver,  published  by  the  Rev.  Pascoe 
Hill,  the  horrors  described,  the  perfect  ac- 
curacy of  which  was  guaranteed  by  the 
charaoter  of  that  gentleman,  exceeded 
greatly  anything,  he  believed,  which  ap« 
peered  at  the  time  when  almost  every  heart 
in  England — he  wished  for  the  sake  of 
England  he  could  say  every  heart-«^was  de- 
sirous of  abolishing  the  trade  itself;  and 
those  horrors  took  place  under  an  endea- 
vour to  mitigate  tne  evils  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  they  took  place  almost  neces- 
sarily, in  consequence  of  storms  and  ad- 
verse winds  preventing  the  early  arrival 
of  the  vessel  at  the  port  of  adjudication. 
It  might  be  asked,  periiaps,  why  he  ad- 
duced that  illustration,  when  he  adtnitted 
in  the  same  sentence  that  these  calamities 
originated,  not  in  any  fault  of  the  British 
officer,  but  in  physical  necessity ;  but  he 
did  so,  for  two  reasons,  first,  because 
it  was  far  ftom  a  solitary  Instance  ; 
and  they  had  it  in  evidence  in  the  course 
of  the  inquiries  which  were  prosecuted 
two  or  three  years  ago,  that  a  large  pro* 
portion  of  those  who  were  taken  in  the 
slave  ships,  and  intended  to  be  carried  for 
adjudication  to  the  Mixed  Commission 
Court  of  Sierra  Leone,  perished  in  the  en^ 
deavour  to  carry  them  thither*    In  some 
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iiiftances  the  number,  as  was  stated  in 
the  Report  of  the  West  African  Com- 
mittee^ ranged  from  one-sixth  to  one-half. 
But  it  was  not  even  the  mortality,  fright- 
ful as  that  was,  which  would  justify  the 
introduction  of  the  subject  to  the  notice  of 
the  House;  his  second  reason,  and  his 
more  direct,  more  justifiable  objecf,  would 
be,  to  show  to  the  public  the  physical 
condition  in  which  the  survivors  of  the 
slaves  must  often  be  brought  into  port; 
and  thence  to  prove  how  little  could  such 
persons  be  able  to  exercise,  at  the  in- 
stant, any  discretion  for  their  own  benefit. 
One  of  the  witnesses  examined  on  the 
state  of  the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  him- 
self for  many  years  a  Governor  on  the 
coast.  Colonel  NicoUs  said,  "  1  have  seen 
them  come  out  of  the  ships  like  ghosts." 
Mr.  Hill's  account  of  their  state  while  in 
the  slaver,  and,  above  all,  his  account  of 
their  condition  when  landed  at  the  Cape, 
proved  that  their  condition,  dreadful  as  it 
was  when  they  were  in  the  midst  of  the 
voyage,  was,  though  preferable,  still  most 
deplorable  as  they  approached  the  shores 
on  which  they  were  to  be  landed.  These 
were  the  persons  who,  whether  they  would 
or  would  not,  being  landed  and  adjudicated 
to  be  free,  were  to  exercise  their  freedom 
by  going  at  once  to  the  West  Indies.  He 
helped  the  House  to  consider  that  he  was 
not  impugning  the  conduct  of  any  Admi- 
nistration, Whiff  or  Tory.  Up  to  last  year 
the  present  and  preceding  Governments 
had  acted  upon  the  principle  which  he  de- 
sired to  see  restored ;  and  the  olnect  of  his 
Motion  was  very  earnestly  and  very  re- 
spectfully to  call  upon  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  reconsider  the  case,  and  to  re- 
view the  proclamation  which^  under  the 
authority  of  a  despatch  from  the  Colonial 
Department  here,  the  Governor  of  Sierra 
Leone  issued  on  the  12th  of  June  in  the 
last  year.  He  had  intimated  that  the  con- 
dition and  sufierings  of  the  negroes  when 
landed  at  Sierra  Leone  were  such  as  to 
render  it  extremely  improbable  that  perwns 
in  such  circumstances  could  exercise  a  fair 
and  real  discretion  whether  they  would  re- 
main in  Sierra  Leone  or  should  migrate  to 
the  West  Indies.  He  advisedly  used  the 
word  "  migrate,"  because  he  was  unwilling 
to  beg  the  question  for  the  moment  by 
using  a  phrase  which  implied  the  absence 
of  volition,  and  therefore  he  would  give 
the  benefit  of  the  supposition  of  its  exist- 
ence, though  he  believed  it  could  not  be 
exercised.  But  still,  supposing  that  in  or- 
dinary circumstances  they  were  able  to  ex* 
^M  the  diicretion  attributed  \o  them  in 


the  despatch  of  February  10,  1844,  and 
the  Governor's  proclamation  issued  under 
it  at  Sierra  Leone  on  the  12th  of  June, 
1844,  even  that  oould  not  apply  to  a  latga 
proportion  of  those  who  were  seixed  in  toe 
holds  of  slavers*  In  the  particular  voyam 
to  which  he  first  referred,  the  case  of  the 
slaver  the  Progreso%  in  which  Mr.  Hill 
was  a  voluntary  witness  of  the  honors 
which  he  had  described — ^and  he  was  glad 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  mentioning  that 
that  gentleman  went  as  an  interpreter,  to 
alleviate  the  sufferings  of  those  unhappy 
beings,  so  far  as  such  assbtanoe  oould— the 
proportion  of  children  in  the  ship  was  no 
less  than  213  out  of  447.  In  other  slaveia 
the  proportion,  though  not  so  large,  was 
still  considerable;  in  one  instance  there 
was  a  child  of  six  years  of  age*  Now, 
the  proclamation  to  which  he  desired 
to  call  the  special  attention  of  the  House 
was  one  in  which,  acting  upon  the  terms 
of  a  despatch  from  the  Colonial  Office,  the 
Governor  required  that  all  persons  who  had 
been  liberated  in  Sierra  Leone,  as  soon  as 
such  liberation  should  take  place  under  the 
adjudication  of  the  competent  tribunal, 
should  decide  at  once  whether  they  would 
or  would  not  remain  in  the  Colony,  and 
whether  they  would  or  would  not  migrate 
to  the  West  Indies.  He  (Sir  R.  Inglis) 
contended  that  it  was  a  perfect  mockery  to 
give  choice  and  option  to  the  children,  or 
even  to  the  grown-up  men.  The  Proclft* 
mation  stated—- 

"That  Lord  Stanley  has  been  pleased  to 
notify  to  us"  (his  Excellency  WilUaro  Fergu- 
son, and  so  on),  **  that  lil>erated  Africans 
landed  in  ihis  Colony  should  be  apprised,  that 
in  case  they  prefer  remaining  in  this  CoUhij 
to  emigrating  to  the  West  Indies,  they  mast 
provide  entirely  for  themselves ;  now,  there- 
fore, we  do  hereby  publish,  promulgate,  and 
proclaim,  that  all  allowances,  of  whatsoever 
description,  heretofore  issued  to  captured  ne« 
groes  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  on  their 
being  landed  in  this  Colony,  will  discontinue 
and  cease,  excepting  clothing  and  aaiotenaooe 
while  under  adjudication,  which  will  be  sop* 
plied  to  them  as  formerly'*  (public  deoency 
would  not  allow  of  their  being  left  in  the 
streets  exactly  in  the  state  in  which  they  were 
liberated  from  the  bold),  '*  until  they  have  an 
opportunity  of  emigrating  to  the  West  Indies, 
and  no  longer." 

This  was  found,  even  by  the  Governor 
who  issued  it,  to  be  too  monstrous  a  propo- 
sition (he  would  not  qualify  the  word)  to 
be  carried  into  execution ;  for  the  Ho«ise 
would  observe,  there  was  no  esboeptioo 
either  of  age  or  sex;  the  Proclamatioo  !•• 
eluded  the  child  of  six  yean  rf  age  at 
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litaralljT  as  it  included  the  full-grown  and  that  any  man  reading;  it  would  not  ha?e 
healthy  labourer.  The  goremory  therefore^ '  adhered  ao  strictly  to  its  literal  meaning  aa 
cm  a  representation  being  made  to  him, '  not  to  give  to  the  weaker  party  the  benefit 
withhdd  from  the  operation  of  the  Pro-  '-•'••''••■ 
damation,  but  upon  his  own  responsibility, 
all  ehildren  under  nine  years  of  age*  The 
hon.  Member  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 


of  the  fair  liberty  of  interpretation  it 
would  bear.  Perhaps  the  Committee  did 
not  watch  their  words  as  they  ought  in 
framing  and  adopting  that  Report;  it  ap- 


Colonies  (Mr.  G.  W.  Hope)  would,  no  |  peared  to  him  now  that  the  pas8as;a  was 
doubt,  say,  that  the  despatdi,  upon  the  au-  ;  susceptible  of  a  meaning  which  did  not 
thority  of  which  this  Proclamation  was  occur  to  him  at  the  time;  namely,  that  in- 
iiBued»  did  but  follow  out  a  portion  of  the  <  stantly  upon  adjudication  the  negro  should 
Report  of  the  Committee,  which  sat  upon  be  required  to  make  his  election  between 
the  aifiurB  of  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  in  |  maintaining  himself  at  Sierra  Leone  and 
1842,  of  which  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  was  a  emigrating  to  the  West  Indies.  '*  Home- 
Member,  and  that  he  did  not  take  excep-  less,"  as  that  paragraph  stated  him  to  be, 
tion  to  it  at  the  time.  He  should  not  be  i  houseless,  naked,  without  knowing  one 
ashamed,  indeeil  he  should  be  very  ^lad,  to  word  of  the  language  of  his  captors,  a 
be  able  to  own  that  in  the  year  1845  he  stranger  in  the  midst  of  strangers,  irithout 
could  think  himself,  or  be  thought  by  any  <  any  skill  to  exercise  trade  or  agriculture,  and 
one  else,  to  be  wiser  than  in  1842;  and  without  any  implements  or  tools  of  any  kind, 
therefore  he  did  not  admit,  that  even  if  he  absolutelv  without  assistance  from  the  Go- 
had  concurred  entirely  in  that  passage  in  |  vernment,  or,  as  it  seemed,  from  any  fund 
Uie  Report,  he  was  so  bound  thereby  as  or  source  provided  in  the  Colony  itself,  he 
not  to  be  able  to  lift  his  voice  ngainst  it,  if  was  to  decide  whether  he  would  or  would 
on  further  consideration  he  should  feel  it  I  not  starve  (he  might  say)  in  the  Colony, 


required.    The  passage  ran  thus  :— 

''  Your  Committee  had  next  to  consider 
whether  in  achieving  this  object"  (the  civiliza- 
tion of  Africa,  by  the  removal  of  negroes  to 
the  West  Indies,  and  bringing  them  back 
aj^in  froro  the  We^t  Indies,  with  improved 


or  become  a  forced  labourer  in  the  West 
Indies.  He  denied  the  right  of  the  Go- 
vernment so  to  fetter  the  discretion  (if  such 
it  might  be  called)  of  the  liberated  negroes. 
It  must  be  recollected,  that  the  Govern- 
ment took  upon  itself  the  whole  system  of 


habits  or  oider  and  civilization,  and  knowledge  ;  dealing  with  these  slaves,  leaving  no  dis« 
of  agricultural  improvements,  and  so  forth), '  cretion  to  the  slaves.  He  doubted  how  far 
**  any  danger  existed  of  creating  a  real,  or  j  the  Government  could  be  said  to  be  at 
plausible  suspicion  of  a  real,  Slave  Trade,  liberty  after  this  engagement  to  free  them- 
nnder  another  name.  Under  proper  regula-  .elves  from  the  obligations  which  it  im- 
tions  they  ihmk  there  ,s  not  A  free  passage  ^^  ^pon  the  terms  of  that  compact 
may  be  offered  to  the  African  already  settled  <  f^^^„    /T  ro  mm.     t  u  a   r"*"i",V 

within  the  Colony,  and  to  the  free  settler  or  "P^f^»  ^{  62.000  skves  had  been  h- 
oiher  native,  who  shall  have  remained  long  !  ^^^d  and  provid^nl  for  in  Sierra  Leone 
enough  in  the  Colony  to  give  the  authorities  i  up  to  the  31st  of  December,  1842.  The 
solBcient  time  to  ascertain  the  circumstances  i  expense  of  this*  it  was  alleged,  had  been 
under  which  he  came,  and  to  assure  them-  i  considerable,  and  they  had  to  consider 
selves  that  they  were  entirely  free  from  all  j  whether  they  would  retain  these  unhappy 
suspicion  of  fraud  or  force.  To  such  as  thus  ^  beings  in  Africa  at  the  cost  of  this  country, 
leave  their  homes  a  free  passage  back  at  the  ^r  whether  they  would  remove  them  to 
end  of  a  certain  period,  say  '^^^^^^^^j;^^^^  '  the  West  Indies,  where  their  labour  would 
might  be  promised,  with  full  permission  lo  , ,  /•*  n        »  ^  i_        •  ,  ^      ,  r.    ^ 

them  to  return  at  any  time  at  their  own  ex-  '  ^  profit«}We.     But  he  might  ask  his  hon. 

Cnse.    To  the  homeless  African,  newly  li-  |  f  nend  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Co- 
rated,  the  option  should  be  given  of  aettling    lonies  whether,  admitting  that  the  expense 

had  been  12,000/.  one  year,  and  9,000/. 

another,  or  taking  it  on  an  average  at 
10,000/.  a  year,  had  they  not  on  an  average 
of  three  years  an  excess  of  ipcome  over  ex- 
penditure in  the  Colony  of  Sierra  Leone  ? 
nna  inenas  or  reiaiion»  wno  win  uiiuenaKc  u  i  Vj^  ^:,i  ^^.  i.^^:*.^*^  *^  al  ^  ^i_ 

for  him  **  I  .  hesitate  to  say  that  there  was. 

I  He  did  not,  however,  rest  on  this  point ; 
Now  he  should  not  have  felt  unwilling  to  but,  if  he  understood  the  engagement  which 
maintain  the  accuracy  and  the  justice  of  was  entered  into  when  the  Slave  Trade  was 
the  statements,  and  opinions,  and  views,  ,  abolished,  it  was,  that  Sierra  Leone,  and 
recorded  in  that  paragraph,  because  he  the  other  places  where  the  courts  of  adju- 
might  have  hoped  it  was  not  imptobaUe  .  dication  were  established,  should  be  con*. 


at  once  in  the  West  Indies,  if  he  please,  with 
permission  to  return  hereafter  at  his  own  cost, 
or  of  removing  from  Sierra  Leone,  or  of  re- 
maining in  it  on  the  first  adjudication,  if  he 
undertake  for  his  own  maintenance,  or  can 
find  friends  or  relations  who  will  undertake  it 
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fltituted  CIS  a  refuge  for  the  benefit  of  the 
liberated  African^  and  not  with  the  view 
to  a  profit.  The  engagement  we  had  en- 
tered into  was  a  national  one^  and  was  pro- 
claimed under  the  authority  of  the  King  of 
England  in  Council,  and  had  been  reported 
in  treaties  made  by  our  present  Soyereign 
in  the  exercise  of  her  prerogative.  It  was 
not  enough  to  say^  therefore,  even  if  it 
were  correct,  that  this  cost  was  a  bur- 
den on  the  revenues  of  Sierra  Leone; 
make  it  a  burden  (if  they  chose  to  use  that 
phrase)  on  the  imperial  revenues,  rather 
than  forfeit  the  pledge  they  had  made.  He 
knew  much  had  been  said  at  different 
times  against  the  Colony  of  Sierra  Leone  ; 
but  he  believed  from  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  to  which  he  had  referred,  that 
the  evidence,  which  was  of  a  very  mixed 
character,  would  show  that  there  had  been 
a  larger  proportion  of  persons  admitted  to 
the  benefits  of  education  in  that  Colony  than 
in  any  other  country  connected  with  Eng- 
land. The  Report  stated,  that  nearly  one- 
fifth  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  Colony  were 
under  a  course  of  education.  If  that  were 
so,  surely  the  founders  of  that  Colony  had 
in  some  degree  discharged  their  obligation. 
He  believed,  that  in  no  part  of  the  world 
would  there  be  found  so  large  a  proportion 
of  perflons  receiving  the  benefits  of  educa* 
tion  as  there.  One  of  his  objectionft  to  the 
course  taken  bv  the  Government  was,  that 
they  were  interfering  with  the  course  of  a 
great  experiment  He  referred  more  im* 
mediately  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment last  year  in  respect  to  the  schools 
of  Sierra  Leone.  He  had  the  authority 
of  the  letter  of  an  individual  who  was 
in  the  Colony  at  the  time,  that  not  only 
were  the  liberated  Africans  of  every  age, 
or  of  either  sex,  required  "  immediately  on 
adjudication  either  to  maintain  themselves, 
or  to  emigrate  to  the  West  Indies ;  but  the 
liberated  African  children  in  all  the  Go- 
vernment schools  were,  in  June  last,  by  a 
most  peremptory  order  received  from  Lord 
Stanley,  required  either  to  emigrate  to  the 
West  Indies,  or  to  be  immediately  given 
out  to  their  country  people,  the  liberated 
Africans  in  the  villages,  llie  Lieutenant 
Governor  (Ferguson^  retained  a  certain 
number  of  the  school  children  under  the 
age  of  nine  years  on  his  own  responsibility, 
until  a  reply  should  be  received  from  his 
Lordship  to  a  letter  of  remonstrance." 
Not  leu  than  100  boys  and  girls  were 
induced  under  these  circumstances  to 
leave  their  place  of  education,  and  to 
embark  on  board  the  Gien  HutUly,  the 
4(h  of  July  last  for  Jamaica,    lie  had 


not  said  one  word  which  impKed  tile 
slightest  objection  to  the  free  ingreas  mlo 
the  West  Indies  of  any  man  who  was  realiy 
free,  whether  taken  from  Bnghnd,  or 
Germany,  or  Africa.  His  objection  was  to 
the  plan  of  the  Government  in  making 
those  go  there  under  the  semblance  of  free 
will  who  could  not  exercise  any  optmi 
whatever.  They  were  really  aeting  in  the 
spirit  of  Dr.  Johnson's  definition  of  a  eomg^ 
d'elire,  which  was,  throw  a  man  out  of  m 
window,  and  recommend  him  to  ftdl  softly 
to  the  ground.  It  has  been  stated,  that 
something  under  3,000  persons  had  fredf 
returned  to  their  native  countries  in  the 
interior.  They  returned  with  many  ad* 
vantages  derived  from  the  instniction 
they  had  received.  One  of  these  putiee 
was  accompanied  by  a  native  elergyman. 
He  never  could  speak  but  with  mlinga 
of  the  greatest  respect  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Wesleyan  Missionaries  there;  but 
even  more  strongly  might  he  aUude  te 
the  proceedings  of  the  Church  Missiona- 
ries amongst  the  negro  population  there. 
They  had  not  only  elevated  the  character 
of  a  large  number  of  the  population,  but 
they  had  raised  up  three  of  these  liberated 
persons  of  colour  to  the  station  of  ordained 
ministers  of  the  Church  of  England.  One 
of  these  persons,  the  Rev*  Samuel  Crow- 
ther,  who  had  been  Chaplain  to  the  ▼oyage 
up  the  Niger,  he  had  the  ideasine  of  being 
well  acquainted  with.  Now  this  person 
and  his  colleagues  had  been  long  accus- 
tomed to  carry  on  their  labours  at  Sierra 
Leone,  and  they  had  been,  and  they  might 
still  continue  to  be  highly  serviceable  to 
the  liberated  negroes  brought  from  the 
coast  of  the  adjoining  parts  to  that  colony ; 
or,  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Crowther  him* 
self,  to  bis  own  people  at  a  distanee. 
He  did  not  wish  to  prevent  any  who  were 
arrived  at  the  age  of  discretion  from  going 
to  the  West  Indies ;  all  that  he  desired  was 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be 
pleased  to  consider  their  determination » 
and  to  examine  the  course  of  action  which 
they  and  their  predecessors  had  followed. 
Already  on  that  principle  63,616  Africans 
had  been  liberated  and  located.  Up  tc^tbe 
3 1st  of  December,  1843,  there  were  in  the 
schools  of  the  Colony  4,974  scholars,  and 
1,330  communicants  in  the  Church  Mis- 
sionary Society.  There  were  46  schools, 
35  native  lay  teachers,  and  26  training  as 
such.  Now  if  there  were  any  security  that 
there  could  be  a  real  bond  fide  freedom  of 
will  on  the  part  of  those  liberated  negmes^ 
when  they  were  adLed  whether  they 
would  emigratei  he  should  not  complaiB ; 


1181 


Treaimmkt  of 


{p£B.  25}         Liberaied  AJHcam.        1183 


bot  this  was  obviously  not  the  case. 
In  the  fint  instance,  an  intenral  of  six 
months  was  allowed  between  the  adjudica- 
tion in  the  case  of  a  liberated  nef»ro,  and 
his  being  called  on  to  say  whether  or  not 
he  was  willing  to  proceed  as  an  enugrant 
to  the  West  Indies*  This  period  was  af- 
terwards reduced  to  six  months ;  afterwards 
to  three  months ;  then  to  six  weeks^  then 
to  four  weeks ;  and  then,  by  the  Proclam- 
ation of  Goiremor  Ferguson,  they  were 
requited  to  come  to  an  immediate  decision 
as  to  emigration,  or  return  to  their  native 
country.  Again,  Lord  Stanley*  in  the  first 
instance,  when  he  sanctioned  this  species 
of  emigration  to  the  West  Indies,  directed 
that  in  every  case  a  certain  proportion  be- 
tween the  sexes  should  be  preserved  on 
board  of  each  vessel  conveying  emigrants 
from  Sierra  Leone  to  the  vTeBl  Indies; 
and  that  proportion  was,  that  out  of  every 
number  shipped,  at  least  on^third  should 
be  females*  In  the  first  instance,  it  was 
ordered,  that  the  proportion  between  the 
sexes  should  be  one-half;  but  it  was 
found  that  it  was  impossible,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  Colony,  to  adhere  to 
this  rule.  It  was,  no  doubt,  the  intention 
of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colo« 
nial  Department  that  something  like  an 
equal  preportum  between  the  sexes  should 
be  preserved  in  this  description  of  emigra- 
tion. This  requirement  was  subsequently 
not  enforced;  for  he  found  it  stated  in 
Minute  of  Council  in  Sierra  Leone,  that 
the  restriction  requiring  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  females  to  accompany  each  shipment 
of  emigrants  might  with  safetVi  in  a  moral 
point  of  vieW|  t«  altogether  abolished ;  the 
consequence  was,  that  whole  cargoes  of 
males  oould  be  taken  from  Sierra  Leone, 
just  the  same  as  slaves  were  conveyed  from 
the  Gold  Coast  forty  years  ago*  When  he 
considered  what  the  horrors  were  of  a 
population  consisting  only  of  one  sex^  car* 
ried  in  such  multitudes  to  a  dependency  in 
any  part  of  the  world,  he  owned  he  should 
be  very  sorry  to  be  a  party  to  the  bringing 
about  any  such  wicked  deed*  He  bore  no 
ill  will  to  any  of  his  fellow  subjects,  the 
planters  of  the  West  Indies  ;  he  knew  the 
^ufieringt  they  had  sustained  in  consequence 
of  the  great  and  humane  Act  for  the  Abo- 
lition of  Slavery  in  our  Colonies ;  and  he 
idso  knew  that  if  they  could  procure  a  due 
supply  of  labour,  that  they  would  be  ena- 
blea  to  raise  as  large  a  quantity  of  Colonial 
produce  as  any  other  country.  All  that  he 
now  objected  to  was,  tkat  they  should  re- 
ceive the  benefit  of  an  additional  supply  of 
labour^  by  means  which  the  public,  both  in 


England  and  other  countries,  would  regard 
as  tne  infliction  of  great  and  unneoessary 
torture  on  so  many  of  their  fellow-beinge. 
He  knew  that  strong  statements  had  been 
made  in  foreign  countries  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  this  emigration  was  carried  on, 
and  that  it  was  alleged  to  be  only  shivery 
in  disguise.  Now,  although  he  would  not 
refrain  from  doing  what  he  considered  to 
be  right  because  his  neighbour  thought  it 
to  be  wrong ;  yet  they  should  not  forget 
that  the  highest  authority  asserted,  ''  that 
they  should  not  do  good  in  such  a  way 
that  it  should  be  spoken  evil  of."  He 
conceived,  therefore,  that  they  should  so 
regulate  their  acts  as  not  to  allow  any  one 
to  speak  ill  of  them.  Up  to  a  very  recent 
period,  he  could  not  conceive  that  there  was 
any  objection  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government,  in  connection  with  this  mat- 
ter ;  but  recently  there  had  arisen  grounds 
for  serious  complaint.  Many  observations 
had  been  recently  made  in  the  French 
Chambers  on  this  subject,  which  must  be 
familiar  to  hon.  Gentlemen.  The  House 
was  well  aware  with  how  much  jealousy 
the  people  of  France  regarded  our  proceed- 
ings with  respect  to  emigration  to  our 
Colonies;  and  they  not  merely  watched 
our  proceedings  relative  to  the  Right  of 
Search,  but  also  to  the  cultivation  of  sugar 
in  our  Colonies,  by  what  we  called  free  la- 
bour ftom  Asia  and  Africa,  but  which  they 
called  slave  labour.  Again,  in  Spain,  he 
perceived  that  a  similar  feeling  of  jealousy 
had  manifested  itself  on  this  subject,  as 
would  be  seen  from  the  Slave  Trade  Papers 
before  the  House.  The  Spanish  Minister 
Gonxales,  in  writing  to  Mr.  Aston,  on  the 
20th  of  December,  1841,  said,  — '*  Mr. 
Barclay,  of  Jamaica,  has  been  authorised 
by  the  British  Government  to  transport 
thousands  from  Sierra  Leone*'*  And  though 
this  was  a  gross  exaggeration  of  the  num- 
ber, we  could  not  conceal  from  ourselves 
that  we  had  sanctioned  the  introduction  of 
persons  of  the  African  race  as  labourers  into 
our  Colonies,  without  giving  them  that 
freedom  of  action  which  we  ought  In  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  of  ^e  Cortes,  in 
January,  1845— on  the  27th  of  last  month 
—the  Minister,  acting  upon  our  conduct, 
had  claimed  the  freedom  of  doing  what  we 
had  taken  the  freedom  to  do ;  and  the  Re- 
port said, — "  Our  right  to  introduce  free 
negroes  into  America  remains  untouched." 
It  was  hardly  necessary  to  do  more  than 
refer  to-  the  use  made  of  our  conduct  in 
these  matters  by  Mr.  Calhoun,  in  his  cele* 
brated  letter  to  Mr.  King.  It  appeared, 
therefore^  to  him,  if  this  plan  were  to 
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be  adopted^  that  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  the  Slave  Trade  being  carri^  on 
nnder  the  allegation  that  the  slave  ships 
were  only  carrying  free  labourers  on  board 
to  their  own  Colonies.  There  was  too 
much  reason  to  believe,  that  under  thig 
change  of  name,  the  Slave  Trade  would 
fltill  exist  most  extensivelv.  He  now  came 
to  another  part  of  the  subject,  with  respect 
to  which  he  conceived  there  were  great 
grounds  of  suspicion.  He  alluded  to  the 
proceedings  on  the  Eastern  Coast  of  Africa, 
to  supply  the  Mauritius  and  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope.  In  the  Mauritius  he  under- 
stood that  an  Ordinance  had  been  issued — 
a  copy  of  which  he  understood  was  in  this 
country,  but  which  he  had  not  seen — in 
which  a  regular  bounty  was  offered  on  the 
importation  of  negroes  from  the  Eastern 
Coast  of  Africa  to  the  Mauritius,— namely, 
of  5/.  for  each  male,  and  6/.  10«.  for  every 
female.  In  the  Slave  Papers  marked  A, 
which  were  laid  before  the  House  last  year, 
there  was  a  long  account  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  negroes  were  induced  to  emi- 
grate, and  the  manner  in  which  the  voyage 
was  carried  on.  The  agents  were  told  that 
*'  you  will  predispose  and  captivate  their 
good- will,  to  induce  them  to  come  to  this 
island"  (Mauritius);  and  they  were  to 
be  promised  plenty  of  farina,  and  other 
food.  It  was  probable  that  their  condition 
as  to  food  might  be  improved;  but  the 
greatest  caution  and  control  ought  to  be 
exercised  in  sanctioning  these  proceedings. 
In  connexion  with  this  subject,  he  would 
refer  the  House  to  the  testimony  of  Colonel 
Nicholls  before  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  our  possessions 
on  the  Coast  of  Africa.     He  was  atked,— 

"  With  respect  to  any  extensive  emigration 
at  present,  you  think  that  it  could  not  be  car- 
ried on  ? — My  impression  is,  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Africa,  it  is  impossible.  If  tier 
Majesty  will  accept  the  sovereignty  of  terri^ 
tory  such  as  was  ceded  to  ine  opposite  to 
Fernsndo  Po,  by  the  native  chiefs,  who  came 
over  and  took  the  oath  of  allegiance  volun« 
tarily,  that  when  you  have  got  the  cession  of 
the  territory,  you  will  have  a  population  which 
will  become  free;  you  may  then  have  freemen 
to  go  to  the  West  indies ;  you  cannot  prevent 
a  freeman  going  where  he  likes ;  and  if  he 
chooses  to  go  to  the  West  Indies  for  the 
wages  be  would  get  thern,  you  wight  have  an 
emigration  to  some  extent,  but  under  present 
circumstances  it  is  impossible,  for  this  reason ; 
I  went  over  to  Old  Calabar,  and  said  to  Duke 
Ephraim, '  What  will  you  let  me  have  a  thou- 
sand men  for,  to  clear  the  bush  at  Fernando 
Po,  and  I  will  send  them  back  when  I  have 
done  with  them  ?*  *  No,*  said  he,  *  I  will 
have  nobody  here  that  is  cdncated  by  you ; 


.  they  would  soon  beeome  our  masters  here-; 
but  I  can  sell  yon  a  thousand  men,  and  you 
can  make  them  free/  Now,  it  would  have  a 
noble  appearance,  if  it  were  said  that  a  person 
had  bought  a  thousand  men,  and  made  them 
free,  and  sent  them  over  to  the  West  Indies  to 
work  as  free  men.  But  look  behind  the  pic* 
ture,  and  see  the  consequence ;  with  the  price 
of  those  thousand  men  Duke  Ephraim  would 
go  into  the  interior,  and  boy  9,000 ;  there  yoa 
at  once  double  the  mischief.  But  still  that  is 
not  half  the  mischief,  for  in  taking  those  men 
in  the  interior,  I  have  very  good  proof  that 
there  are  generally  two,  three,  or  four  people 
destroyed  in  taking  one.  So  that  1,000  would 
be  the  destruction  of  6,000,  which  would  be 
altogether  a  complete  renewal  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  Then,  again,  that  would  not  be  half 
the  mischief;  because  if  you  did  this,  would 
not  every  power  in  Europe  demand  the  saose 
right,  and  Africa  would  be  torn  to  atoms  for 
everlasting,  and  still  be  made  the  scapegoat 
of  cupidity." 

That  which  was  true  with  respect  to  the 
Western  Coast  of  Africa  took  place,  in 
his  belief,  wherever  there  was  a  demand 
for  slaves.  The  native  kings  bad  an 
absolute  command  over  the  liberties  of 
their  subjects.  When  they  oould  find 
their  own  subjects  in  suflkient  numbers, 
they  were  ready  to  sell  them  to  the  first 
comer  who  applied  for  them ;  and  when 
they  could  not,  they  would  make  an  inroad 
into  the  territor)*  of  some  neighbouring 
State,  and  sell  all  the  captives  they  suc- 
ceeded in  catching.  It  was  true  these  re- 
marks did  not  apply  to  the  state  of  affairs 
in  Sierra  Leone,  to  which  the  first  part  of  hia 
Motion  referred,  but  it  was  emphatically  ap- 
plicable to  the  case  of  the  Mauritius,  whidi 
constituted  the  second  part  of  his  notiee. 
He,  therefore,  thought  it  right  to  call  die 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  sub* 
ject ;  and  he  would  ask  them  to  follow  not 
merely  the  example  of  their  predecessors, 
but  their  own  example  up  to  last  year. 
The  Marquess  of  Normanby  declared  that 
no  precaution  which  had  been  nr  oould 
be  devised  could  prevent  discredit  being 
brought  on  Huch  a  system,  and  on  the 
nation  which  allowed  it ;  and  Lord  John 
Russell  said  '*  he  was  not  prepared  to  coun- 
tenance a  measure  which  might  lead  to 
loss  of  life  on  the  one  hand,  or  to  a  new 
state  of  slavery  on  the  other."  Such  were 
the  sentiments  of  the  distinguished  indivi- 
dtials  to  whom  he  alluded  on  something  like 
the  system  of  exporting  nemes,  to  whidi 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Go* 
vemment ;  and  he  trusted  they  would  not 
be  lost  sight  of  on  the  present  oocasion. 
He  was  sensible  of  the  datros  which  their 
fellowmbjeeU  in  the  West  Jndiee  bad  to 
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einery  indalgenoe  that  could  1m  extended  to 
them,  consistently  with  good  feeling  and 
humanity  towards  others  of  the  human 
race ;  for  he  was  not  unmindful  of  the  fact 
that  in  the  course  of  the  great  experiment 
made  ten  years  hencct  and  for  which  Eng- 
land paid  not  ]ess  than  20,000,000/.  ster. 
ling,  the  West  India  proprietors  were  re- 
peatedly told  that  it  was  true  they  would 
be  deprived  of  the  compulsory  lahour  of 
the  800,000  human  beings  who  were  to  be 
liberated    from    slavery,  but    that    their 
bfxiies  would  still  be  left  in  the  Colonies ; 
that  they  would  be  obliged  to  work  for  their 
subsistence ;  and  that  the  proprietors  would 
pay  them  little  more  in  wages  than  they  had 
hitlierto  paid  for  their  support,  their  medical 
treatmentf  and  their  clothing.    He  thought 
the  experiment  then  made  was  never  to 
be  regretted ;  but  he,  at  the  same  time, 
felt  that  the  promises  to  which  he  alluded 
as  having  been  held  out  to  the  proprietors 
had  not  been  realixed^  and  that  there  was 
not  a  sufficiency  of  labourers  in  the  West 
Indies  to  compensate  for  the  abolition  of 
the  sjTitem  of  compulsory  labour.    He  be- 
lieved that  the  climate  of  the  West  Indies 
was  not  unsuited  to  the  negro  constitution, 
and  that  the  soil  was  in  general  such  as  to 
repay  any  amount  of  toil  that  was  expended 
upon  it  J   but  he  still  felt  that  notwith- 
standing these  circumstances,  and  the  claims 
(^  their  fellow- subjects  in  the  West  Indies 
to  every  consideration  that  could  consist- 
ently be  given  to  them,  he  was  not  at 
liberty  to  weigh  the  purse  of  the  West 
India  proprietor  against  the  sufferings,  the 
blood,  and  the  lives  of  the  Africans — ^he 
was  not  prepared  to  do  evil  in  order  that 
good  might  follow;  he  felt  that  he  was 
bound  as  a  legislator  of  the  nation,  as  well 
as  an  individual,  to  take  care  that  whatever 
he  did  should  he  consistent  with  good  faith ; 
and,  above  all,  with  those  specific  contracts 
under  which    they    had    undertaken    to 
watch  the  interests  of  those  sufferers  of  the 
African  race  to  whom  they  owed  so  much, 
and  whom  for  five  and  thirty  years  they 
had  not  only  protected,  but  provided  for  to 
a  certain  extent.     He  had  to  thank  the 
Hous^  sincerely  for  having  listened  to  him 
with  so  much  attention  for  perhaps  a  longer 
period  than  he  had  asked  their  indulgence ; 
and  he  then  begged  leave,  in  the  words  of 
his  Motion,  to  move  for  the  following 
Papers : — 

**  Copies  of  despateb  from  Lord  Stanley  to 
Governor  Macdonald,  at  Sierra  Leone,  dated 
the  10th  day  of  February,  1844.— Of  Procla. 
mation  of  lieutenant  Governor  Ferguson,  at 
Sierra  Leone,  dated  the  12th  day  of  June,  ' 
VOL.LXXVII.    {SSI} 


1844.— Of  Letter  from  the  Lay  Secretary  of 
the  Church  Missionary  Society  to  Lord  Stanley, 
dated  the  26th  day  of  November,  1844.— Of 
reply  from  Mr.  George  William  Hope  on  the 
part  of  Lord  Stanley,  dated  the  24th  day  of 
December,  1844. — And  of  any  ordonnance, 
proclamation,  law,  or  proceeding  on  the  part 
of  any  authority  in  the  Mauritius,  relative  to 
the  introduction  of  negroes  into  that  island  in 
the  years  1842, 1843,  and  1844." 

Mr.   G,  W,  Hope  said,  that  as  there 
was  no  wish  on  toe  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment   to  withhold    this    information,  he 
would  second  the  Motion.    The  onlv  ob« 
jection  he  had  to  the  Motion  was,  that 
documents  which  he  should  have  occasion 
to  refer  to,  were  not  in  the  possession  of 
the  House.     He  must,  however,  protest 
strongly  against  the  concluding  sentence 
of  the  hon.  Member,  when  he  said,  that  he 
would  not  weigh  the  purse  of  the  West 
Indian  against  the  blood  and  lives  of  the 
African,  or  do  evil  that  good  might  come, 
and   that  he  could  not  consent  to  this 
course,  however  beneficial  to  the  West  In- 
dians, if  it  involved  the  breach  of  the  so- 
lemn contract  which  England  had  entered 
into  with  the  African  race.    He  could  as- 
sure the  House  that  if  he  could  conceive 
that  the  course    the  Government    were 
taking  involved  any  of  these  consequences, 
he  should  be  aa  sorry  as  his  hon.  Friend  to 
adopt  that  course ;  but  he  contended  that 
the  very  reverse  was  the  case;   and  he 
trusted  that  he  should  convince  the  House 
that  there  was  no  breach  of  faith  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Government,  but  on 
the    contrary    complete    and    substantial 
observance  of  it.    Shortly  after  the  stop- 
ping of  the  Slave  Trade,  measures  were 
adopted  for  disposing  of  captured  Africans. 
His  hon.  Friend  wished  to  adhere  strictly 
to  these  measures ;  but  the  question  was, 
whether  the  means  now  adopted  in  lieu  of 
them  for  promoting  the  immigration  into 
the  West  Indies  from  Africa,  were  not  better 
means,  which,  while  they  were  beneficial  to 
other  parties,  would  be  more  beneficial  to  the 
Africans  themselves.    His  hon.  Friend  had 
referred  to  a  proclamation  of  the  Governor 
of  Sierra  Leone,  and  the  mode  in  which  he 
did  so  left  it  to  be  concluded  by  the  House 
that  the  negroes  taken  on  board  slave  ships 
by  British  cruisers  were  landed  at  Sierra 
Leone  in  a  state  of  debility,  and,  being  in* 
capable  of  exercising  a  proper  discretion  as 
to  whether  they  would  emigrate  to  the  West 
Indies  or  not,  were  left  to  starve  at  Sierra 
Leone,  if  they  would  not  emigrate.     That 
was  the  inference  from  the  terms  in  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  the  procla« 
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snttbn.  The  proclamation  ttatedi  that  all 
aUowanoei  of  whatever  kind  which  had, 
previous  to  the  date  of  it,  been  issued  to 
the  captured  negroes  by  the  Government 
on  their  being  landed  in  the  Colony,  would 
cease  and  determine  from  the  date  thereof, 
except  clothing  and  maintenance,  while 
under  adjudication,  which  would  be  sup- 
plied to  them  until  they  could  find  an 
opportunity  of  going  to  the  West  Indies, 
and  no  longer.  But  that  was  not  an 
inflexible  rule ;  it  was  addressed  to  the 
negroes  only,  and  was  not  binding  on  the 
Government.  The  proclamation  undoubt- 
edly was  intended  to  be  carried  out  in  a 
spirit  of  justice  and  moderation  ;  it  was 
not  intended  to  compel  emigration,  but  to 
provide  against  the  negroes  remaining  in  a 
state  of  idleness  in  the  Colony,  alike  da- 
maging to  themselves  and  to  the  Colonists. 
The  negro  was  not  asked  to  exercise  this 
discretion  until  he  had  enjoyed  ample  op- 
portunity of  recovering  his  health  and 
strength  after  the  voyage,  and  ample  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  question  of 
emigration.  In  one  case  only  had  anything 
in  the  nature  of  an  extreme  measure  been 
taken  under  this  Proclamation.  That  was 
in  the  case  of  a  body  of  180  liberated 
Africans,  who,  so  far  from  being  forced  to 
emigrate  immediately  on  landing,  were 
not  turned  out  of  the  Government  yard 
until  they  had  several  times  refused  to  take 
advantage  of  the  offers  that  were  made 
them.  Therefore,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  must  see  he  was  not  right  in 
the  view  he  had  taken  on  this  point.  But 
his  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  of  the  children, 
and  said,  that  with  reference  to  them  this 
option,  which  was  a  mockery  in  the  case  of 
grown-up  persons,  was  still  more  a  mock- 
ery in  the  case  of  children ;  and  he  said 
that  the  system  was  so  strongly  establish- 
ed, that  by  a  special  regulation,  children 
up  to  nine  years  old  only  were  exempt  from 
its  operation.  Now,  his  hon.  Friend  knew 
how  soon  the  human  frame  came  to  matu- 
rity in  those  climates ;  and  he  must  know, 
therefore,  that  it  was  a  material  difference 
when  he  (Mr.  G.  W.  Hope)  stated,  that 
,  twelve,  instead  of  nine,  was  the  age  at  which 
the  system  was  brought  into  operation ;  and 
no  person  who  knew  how  soon  the  neffro 
was  fit  for  labour,  would  deny  that  twelve 
instead  of  nine  years  was  a  very  material 
difference.  His  hon.  Friend,  in  reference 
to  the  schools  for  liberated  negro  children  in 
Sierra  Leone,  had  said  that  a  Government 
agent  had  been  sent  through  these  schools 
to  offer  the  children  the  option  of  emigrat- 
ing or  being  turned  loose  in  the  Colony,  and 


that  the  result  was  that  100  children  had 
emigrated  to  Jamaica.  Kow,  he  thou|^t 
he  could  satisfy  his  hon.  Friend's  feen  oa 
this  point  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
these  lOOchildren  had  emigrated ;  but  wliat* 
were  the  comparative  advantages  of  Sienra 
Leone  and  the  West  Indies?  Having 
emigrated,  charge  was  taken  of  them  by 
the  Government,  and  the  greatest  pains 
taken  in  allotting  them  to  proper  mas- 
ters, special  eontracts  being  enforoed  In 
order  to  secure  their  rights  and  oomfiNts. 
The  situation  of  these  children,  then, 
was  this,  — they  were  well  educated  at 
Sierra  Leone  up  to  twelve  years  of  age, 
and  then,  on  being  taken  to  the  West 
Indies,  they  were  engaged  under  spe- 
cial contracts  providing  for  the  carrymg 
on  of  their  education  and  training  them  in 
moral  principles.  A  more  complete  answer 
than  the  case  of  the  children  presented 
to  the  observations  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
thought  it  impossible  to  imagine.  As  re- 
garded the  children,  therefore,  he  should 
not  further  trouble  the  House;  and  he 
came  back  to  the  charge  of  forcing  the  libe* 
rated  n^roes  immediately  upon  their  land- 
ing, to  choose  between  Sierra  Leone  and  the 
West  Indies.  His  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  ima- 
gine that  theeffect  of  the  regulations  epfoie* 
ed  at  Sierra  Leone,  was  to  leave  no  option  to 
the  negro.  He  might  be  allowed  to  say  dmt 
the  plan  of  a  eentleman  who  was  eninenl 
in  theannalsofemaneipation— *aplanwhieh 
doubtless  emanated  from  the  best  spirit  to- 
wards the  African  race — he  meant  the  plan 
of  Mr.  Hook,  Commissioner  of  the  Mixed 
Commission  Court  at  Sierra  Leone,  whose 
name  need  only  be  mentioned  to  convince 
every  friend  of  the  African  that  hia  reeona* 
mendation  emanated  from  the  best  and  purest 
of  motives,  had,  indeed,  recommended  that 
no  option  should  be  given,  as  the  n^roea 
were  in  the  predioameni  of  pemna  who 
were  entitled  to  exercise  no  option ;  and  he 
wished  to  substitute  a  decision  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  their  behalf;  but  that  proposi- 
tion was  rejected  by  his  noble  rnend, 
and  the  option  remained  as  before.  He 
would  enaeavour  to  trace  a  picture  of 
the  comparative  advantages  of  Sierra  Leone 
and  the  West  Indies ;  but,  though  his  hon. 
Friend  had  referred  to  the  concluding  pas- 
sage of  the  Report  of  the  last  Committee 
who  sat  on  this  subject,  and  owned  that 
he  was  wiser  than  he  had  been  in  1849, 
he  confessed  that  he  remained  of  the  sasse 
opinion  still,  and  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  be  found  to  agree  with  the 
Committee  also.  The  Committee  eoni- 
menced  their  labours  by  inquiring  iote  the 
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condition  of  the  Colony  of  Sierra  Leone, 
and  especially  the  condition  of  the  negro 
population.  They  showed  that  there  was 
a  deficiency  of  employment  fbr  labour  in 
Sierra  Leone,  and  a  great  deficiency  in  civi- 
lisation. Indeed,  they  stated  that  the  arts 
of  eiviliaation,  and  particularly  agriculture, 
were  in  a  state  of  total  stagnation.  They, 
on  the  other  hand,  referred  to  the  West 
Indies,  and  stated  that  as  regarded  the 
moral  condition  of  the  immigrant  labourer, 
nothing  could  be  more  complete  or  perfect 
than  the  means  which  were  taken  to  secure 
it.  They  quoted  the  number  of  churches 
and  the  number  of  schools  that  were  esta- 
Udied  for  them,  giving  the  opinion  of 
numbers  not  only  of  &e  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church,  but  of  other  religious 
ministers,  as  to  the  state  of  that  class  of 
the  population  ;  and  having  done  that,  they 
drew  the  result  that  it  was  of  the  highest 
advantage  and  the  greatest  blessing  to  the 
Africans  to  make  the  exchange  from  Sierra 
Leone  to  the  West  Indies.  In  Sierra  Leone 
the  rate  of  wages  was  from  4d,  to  7d,  a 
day,  when  they  were  earned ;  in  fact,  the 
extent  of  good  soil  was  so  limited,  that  the 
inhabitants  were  sometimes  obliged  to 
wander  out  of  the  Colony  in  search  of 
subsistence,  as  stated  in  Dr.  Madden's  Re- 
port. Compared  to  his  situation  in  Sierra 
Leone,  where  there  was  a  great  and  strik- 
ing deficiency  of  agricultural  knowledge, 
there  could  not  be  a  greater  advantsge  to 
the  negro  than  to  find  himself  a  free  la- 
bourer in  a  British  Colony.  He  could 
assure  the  House  he  fully  expected  to  show 
that  no  one  act  had  been  done  by  the  6o- 
▼eroment  which  did  not  fidl  within  the 
spirit  of  the  condusion  of  the  Committee's 
Report,  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
ferred. That  conclusion  recommended  that 
the  captured  African  should  have  the  op- 
tion of  being  taken  to  the  West  Indies,  to 
return  at  his  own  cost,  or  to  stay  in  the 
Colony,  and  that,  he  said,  was  the  course 
that  had  been  pursued  by  the  Government 
The  option  had  been  a  bondjide  one.  There 
had  been  lately  an  inquiry  undertaken  on 
the  part  of  the  West  Indian  proprietors  as 
to  the  cause  which  stood  in  the  way  of  a 
more  extended  emigration,  of  which  the 
result  would  be  laid  before  the  House  be- 
fore long ;  at  present  he  might  be  allowed 
to  quote  a  few  lines  from  one  of  the  docu- 
ments to  which  that  inquiry  had  given  rise, 
in  order  to  show  for  what  purposes  certain 
parties  resident  in  Sierra  Leone  threw  ob- 
stacles in  the  way  of  this  plan  of  emigra- 
tion to  the  West  Indies*  The  author,  Mr. 
Batts,  writing  from  Sierra  Leone,  said,-— 


^'The  original  settlers  here  and  their  im- 
mediate descendants  are  not  aceustomed  to 
labour,  baring  heretofore  proeared  appren- 
ticssj  who,  by  that  name,  worked  and  were 
treated  as  slaves,  withoat  the  protection  or 
remuneration,  small  as  was  tliat  remuneration, 
by  slaves  enjoyed,  and  also  by  persons  from 
the  tribes  in  the  neighbourhood,  who  were 
frequently  obliged  to  fly  here  for  refiige  from 
their  own  country  people.'^ 

And  Mr.  Guppy,  in  his  Report,  said,— 

*'  The  old  residents  here,  when  they  have 
scraped  together  enough  of  money  to  set  up 
for  themselves,  get  a  grant  of  a  lot  of  lana, 
plant  prorisions,  traffic,  and,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, procure  a  liberated  African,  who  then 
becomes  their  drudge," 

All  experience  showed  that  this  would  be  the 
case.  It  came  to  this — that,  living  in  the 
Colony  of  Sierra  Leone,  they  became  the 
drudges  of  persons  who  treated  them  not 
with  any  regard  to  the  benefit  of  the  ne- 
groes, but  solely  to  their  own  advantage. 
But  the  state  of  the  liberated  negro  in  Sierra 
Leone  would  perhaps  moro  satisfactorily  be 
learned  from  a  person  who  could  not  be  sup- 
posed to  write  with  a  bias  against  the  ne- 
gro race.  Nothing  could  be  stronger  than 
the  statements  of  the  Governor  of  the  Co- 
lony to  Lord  Stanley.  The  present  Gover- 
nor was  Mr.  Fergusson,  a  man  of  colour, 
who  was  well  known  among  those  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  African.  He  said, 
in  a  despatch  of  the  30  th  October,  last,— 

*'  Those  persons  who  have  thus  refused  to 
emigrate,  and  have  been  so  readily  picked  up 
by  the  already  located  liberated  Africans,  are 
employed  by  them  altogether  as  unpaid  ser- 
vants ;  they  are  fed^scantily,  if  at  all  clothed 
—  and  have  no  pecuniary  allowance  what- 
eter." 

That  was  the  oondition  of  the  liberated 
African  at  Sierra  Leone ;  and  he  did  fear- 
lessly ask,  therefore,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment did  bondjide  perform  their  contract 
with  the  Afirican,  by  allowing  him  to  re- 
main at  Sierra  Leone,  or  by  giving  him  the 
means  of  going  to  the  West  Indies  ?  Such 
being  the  position  of  the  negro  at  Sierra 
Leone,  he  might  next  refer  in  more  detail 
to  the  situtation  in  the  West  Indies.  Hie 
papers  for  1843  and  1844  contained  state* 
ments  showing  most  conclusively  the  ad- 
vantages derived  by  the  liberated  Africans 
in  the  West  Indies.  Perhaps  the  House 
would  excuse  him  if  he  referred  to  one  or 
two  of  those  statements.  The  first  to  which 
he  would  call  their  attention  was  contained 
in  a  Report  of  Governor  Light,  of  October 
1842,  in  which  he  stated  that  he  had  mi^ 
nutely  inspected  the  liberated  Africans  in  the 
Colony,  and  found  them  well  dressed^  and 
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cheerfal,  and  that  many  of  them  earned  high 
wages.  He  could  quote  fifty  panaget  to 
the  same  effect,  but  be  would  only  refer 
the  House  to  another,  at  to  the  state  of 
education.  Mr.  Stephenson,  the  rector  of 
a  parish,  stated  that  scholars  of  all  ages 
and  of  both  sexes  were  under  a  course  of 
instruction ;  and  that  many  of  them  were 
taught  mensuration,  algebra,  and  the  use 
of  the  globes.  The  general  tendency  of 
the  opinions  obtained  from  various  quarters 
showed  that  nothing  could  have  been 
more  successful  than  the  endeavours 
which  had  been  made  to  promote  educa- 
tion among  these  liberated  negroes  in 
the  West  Indies.  He  considered  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  great  regret  that  the 
liberated  Africans  at  ^erra  Leone  should 
be  left,  as  was  stated  in  the  letter  to  which 
he  had  referred  from  Mr.  Hope,  wander- 
ing about  like  savages.  Certainly,  when 
he  compared  the  condition  of  the  liberated 
Africans  in  the  West  Indies  with  those  at 
Sierra  Leone,  he  considered  the  comparison 
was  vastly  in  favour  of  those  who  had  emi- 

f  rated  to  the  West  India  Coloniea.  Thehon. 
(aronet  (Sir  R.  loglis)  had  referred  to  the 
regulations  as  to  the  proportion  of  the 
sexes.  Now  it  was  a  singular  fact,  of 
which  probably  the  hon.  Baronet  was  not 
aware,  that  it  appeared  from  returns  of  the 
numbers  of  the  sexes  in  the  West  Indies, 
that  in  many  of  the  colonies  the  number  of 
females  exceeded  that  of  males.  In  Do- 
minica, out  of  22,000  of  both  sexes,  the 
preponderance  of  females  over  males  was 
1,000.  In  Trinidad  and  Guiana  the  num- 
bers were  nearly  equal ;  and  in  George- 
town, Dcmerara,  there  was  a  considerable 
excess  of  females.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
spoken  with  great  horror  of  the  dispropor- 
.tion  of  the  sexes;  but,  if  he  instituted  in- 
quiries on  the  subject,  he  would  find  that 
the  proportion  which  at  present  existed 
gave  no  cause  for  apprehension.  Indeed, 
he  believed  that  the  proportion  of  females 
in  the  West  Indies  was  greater  than  in 
Sierra  Leone.  He  ought  also  to  state,  that 
before  the  regulation  which  had  been  re- 
ferred .  to  as  to  the  proportion  of  the  sexes 
was  adopted,  the  opinions  of  the  Governors 
of  the  West  India  Colonies,  as  well  as  of 
the  Governor  of  Sierra  Leone,  were  ob- 
tained, and  the  measure  was  adopted  with 
their  concurrence.  The  hon.  Baronet  then 
referred  to  the  subject  of  bounties  for  im* 
migration  into  the  Mauritius ;  and  he  had 
stated,  with  perfect  accuracy,  that  an  or- 
dinance, with  reference  to  this  question 
had  lately  been  received  from  the  Mauri- 
tius.   That  ordinance  was  received  only 


this  morning.  He  believ^,  that  «C  tli* 
period  when  it  was  despatched  from  the 
Mauritius,  it  had  nut  been  brought  into 
operation  in  the  Colony.  An  ordinanee 
granting  a  bounty  on  the  emigration  of  la^ 
bourers  into  the  Mauritius  from  the  coast 
of  Africa  was  issued  in  1842  ;  but  (as  we 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman)  it  was 
disallowed  by  the  home  Government.  It 
would  probably  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  leam^  that  from  the  time  when 
the  ordinance  to  which  the  hon.  Baranet 
had  alluded  was  adopted,  to  the  period  of 
its  despatch  from  the  Colony,  no  labourer 
had  emigrated  from  Afirica  at  a  bouiitjr. 
He  did  not  give  any  opinion  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  granting  a  bounty ;  but  he  stated 
this  fact  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  hon. 
Baronet.  The  provisions  of  the  ordinance 
had  not  yet  been  examined.  It  would  un- 
dergo a  careful  and  close  examination ;  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  might  rest  assured  that 
nothing  would  be  approved  which  could  in 
the  slightest  degree  contenance  the  Slave 
Trade.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  referred  to 
a  note  presented  to  the  British  Government 
by  the  Government  of  Spain,  and  had  stated 
that  our  motives  were  liable  to  misconstruc- 
tion. He  was  well  aware  of  that ;  but, 
though  our  motives  might  be  misconstrued, 
that  was  no  reason  for  abandoning,  the 
principles  we  had  adopted.  He  would  re- 
fer the  hon.  Baronet  to  an  answer  to  the 
note  of  the  Spanish  Government,  which  he 
would  find  at  page  16  of  the  Papers  for 
1843,  and  which,  in  his  opinion,  was  most 
conclusive  and  complete.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  expressed  an  opinion,  that  by  promot- 
ing the  immigration  of  free  Africans  to  the 
West  Indies,  we  were  throwing  a  great 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  civilisation  of 
Africa.  His  belief  was,  that  successful  en* 
deavours  to  civilize  Africa  must  he  carried 
out  from  the  west,  and  not  from  the  east. 
If  they  raised  up  in  the  West  Indies  a 
body  of  well-educated  men  —liberated  Afri- 
cans—they would  be  the  most  sucoesiful 
agents  in  civilixing  their  native  country. 
It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say,  that  in 
order  to  civiliae  a  barbarous  people,  they 
must  be  brought  into  contact  and  inter* 
course  with  those  who  enjoyed  the  advan«> 
tages  of  civilization ;  and  they  were  well 
aware  what  serious  and  almost  insuperable 
obstacles  prevented  Europeans  from  taking 
an  active  part  in  the  civilization  of  Africa. 
He  need  scarcely  remind  them  of  an  enter- 
prise undertaken  some  time  ago  with  that 
object,  when  the  lives  of  58  persoiu  out  of 
168  who  were  engaged  in  it  were  sacici- 
ficed ;  and  in  the  case  of  another  expedition^ 
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wbich  proceeded  up  one  of  the  nortfaem 
rivers  of  Africa,  three  captains  died  within 
six  weeks.  The  dangerous  nature  of  the 
climate,  however,  he  might  ohserre,  was 
not  the  only  difficulty  they  had  to  encounter 
in  similar  attempts.  He  was  fully  con- 
vinced that,  before  they  could  adopt  any 
efiective  measures  for  the  civilisation  of 
Africa,  they  must  establish  a  nursery  in 
which  they  could  civilise  Africans,  where 
they  could  instruct  them  in  useful  know- 
ledge, impart  to  them  the  arts  and  sciences, 
and  fit  them  to  become  the  agents  for  dis- 
seminating the  blessings  of  civilisation  a- 
mong  their  own  countrymen. 

•  Mr,  Aglitmbtf  said,  it  was  almost  impos- 
sible for  Members,  generally,  to  discuss  a 
question  of  this  kind  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, when  some  of  the  Papers  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  (Mr.  G.  W. 
Hope)  were  in  possession  only  of  the  Co- 
lonial Office,  although  others  had  already 
been  laid  before  the  House.  He  was  glad 
that  the  hoo.  Gentleman  had  agreed  to 
produce  the  Papers  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  because  they  would  af- 
ford additional  information  on  this  very 
important  subject.  He  (Mr.  Aglionby) 
sympathised  with  the  West  India  propri- 
etors, who  bad,  he  conceived,  laboured 
under  very  great  disadvantages.  He  had« 
in  his  place  in  Parliament,  opposed  and 
voted  against  the  loan,  and  subsequently 
against  the  grant  of  20,000,000/.  as  com- 
pemation  to  the  West  India  proprietors ; 
and  be  bad  never  had  cause  to  regret  the 
course  he  then  pursued.  Were  those 
measures  required  by  the  West  India  plan- 
ters, or  by  the  slaves  themselves?  No. 
In  bis  opinion  they  would  have  derived 
far  greater  advantage  from  a  system  of 
good  government;  for  he  believed  few 
places  bad  sufiered  more  from  misgovern- 
ment  than  the  West  India  islands.  He 
hoped  the  speech  of  the  hon*  Baronet 
woold  not  have  the  effect  of  inducing  the 
Government  to  relinquish  a  course  which, 
in  his  (Mr.  Aglionby's)  opinion,,  would 
lead  to  promote  the  interests  and  pro- 
sperity 01  our  West  India  Colonies.  He 
would  not  have  obtruded  himself  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  on  this  occasion, 
bat  for  a  remark  wbich  fell  from  the  hon. 
^Inder  Secretary.  He  understood  that 
in.  Member  to  express  his  belief  that 
re  were  in  Sierra  Leone  interested 
ies  who  exercised  their  influence  to 
^nt  the  emigration  thence  of  libe* 
\fricans.  That,  if  he  mistook  not, 
1  subiUQce  of  tb^  hon.  Gentle* 


man's  statement.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  state,  if  he  could  with- 
out impropriety,  who  were  the  parlies  to 
whom  he  alluded.  He  would  be  very  re- 
luctant to  mention  any  class  of  individuals 
whom  he  believed  to  have  been  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  because  be  might 
thereby  do  them  an  injustice  he  should 
afterwards  regret ;  but  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  favour  him  with  an  answer 
to  his  inquiry.  It  was,  he  considered, 
most  desirable  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  do  so,  because  there  was  a  feeling 
abroad — which  he  would  mention,  thou(;h 
he  did  not  wish  to  do  injustice  to  humane 
and  worthy  individuals  in  this  country  and 
at  Sierra  Leone — that  the  missionaries  were 
the  parties  who  had  done  this  mischief.  He 
mentioned  this  as  a  common  feeling.  He 
might  state^  with  reference  to  New  Zea- 
land^a  Colony  with  which  he  was  well 
acquainted,  and'wiib  regard  to  which  a 
Committee,  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  was  Chairman,  was  appointed  last 
year — that  it  had  been  asserted  openly 
and  publicly,  and  he  had  every  reason  lo 
believe  it,  that  the  missionaries  were  the 
parties  who  had  retarded  the  progress  of 
that,  one  of  the  first  Colonies  under  the 
control  of  the  British  Crown.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  the  missionaries  had  there 
produced  injuries  without  end ;  that  they 
had  almost  destroyed  the  British  settlers, 
and  that  they  had  retarded  the  advance« 
ment  of  the  aborigines  themselves.  He 
hoped  this  question  would  be  hereafter  a 
subject  of  inquiry,  when  the  matter  might 
be  fully  investigated.  He  mentioned  the 
subject  to-night  in  order  that  he  might 
bring  it  to  the  notice  of  the  House,  and  of 
those  high-minded  and  influential  indi* 
viduals  who  constituted  the  Church  Mis- 
sionary Society,  to  the  missionaries  of 
which  he  had  particularly  alloded,  than 
whom  a  more  humane  set  of  persons,  he 
believed,  did  not  exist.  But  he  feared 
those  worthy  individoaU  had  been  misled  ; 
and  he  mentioned  this  subject  openly,  in 
order  that  if  any  members  of  that  Society 
were  present,  they  might  look  rather  more 
strictly  after  the  proceedings  of  their 
agents.  He  was  himself  most  anxious  for 
the  extension  of  Christianity  and  civilisa* 
tiou ;  and  on  this  ground  he  was  desirous 
that  the  conductors  of  this  Society  should 
take  care  that  no  mismsnagement  occurred 
on  the  part  of  those  to  whom  they  gave 
their  confidence.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
moved  for  the  return  of  a  letter  addressed 
to  Lord  Stanley  by  the  Lay  Secretary  of 
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the  Church  Miuionary  Society,  on  the 
26th  of  November,  1844.     He  could  not, 
of  course,  express  aoy  opinion  with  regard 
to  that  letter  at  present ;  but  he  was  glad 
that  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded  him 
of  seeing  the  letter  of  the  Lay  Secretary, 
whose  name,  he  believed,  was  Mr.  Dande- 
aon  Coates,  as  they  might  be  able  to  judge 
from  it  how  far  he  had  been  successful  in 
dictating  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  and  to 
.  Members  of  Parliament.     He   must  say 
that  he  thought  the  Church  Missionary 
Society  should  pay  more  attention  to  the 
conduct  of  their  officers.     He  could  state 
that  circular  letters  had  been  sent  to  many 
influential  constituents  in  various  parts  of 
the  Kingdom,  requesting  them  to  hand  a 
pamphlet  by   Mr.  Dandeson   Coates   to 
their  respective  Representatives,  and  call- 
ling  upon  them  to  induce  those  Represen* 
tatives  to  oppose  the   recommendations 
made  by  the  Committee  on  New  Zealand. 
He  would  read  to  the  House  a  copy  of  one 
of  these  circulars,  which  had  been  ad* 
dressed  to  an  elector  in  a  borough  in 
England.    [The  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
letter,  which  requested,  on  the  part  of  the 
.  Committee  of  the  Church  Missionary  So- 
ciety, that  the  person  addressed  would 
transmit,  or  present  through  some  influen- 
tial medium,  the  inclosed  pamphlet  to  the 
Member  for  ■  ;  and  also  use  his  in- 

fluence to  induce  such  Member  to  op« 
pose  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  New  Zealand  in  the  ensu« 
ing  Session  of  Parliament,  and  thus  enforce 
the  just  claims  of  the  New  Zealanders  to 
their  lands.]  He  hoped  he  would  not  be 
accused  af  any  discourtesy  to  the  Church 
Missionary  Society ;  but  he  did  think  it 
right  to  call  attention  to  this  subject,  more 
especially  as  a  letter  from  the  same  source 
had  found  its  way  into  one  of  their  blue 
books.  He  might  also  be  allowed  to  al« 
lude  to  a  denial  which  had  been  givton  to 
the  statement  that  the  missionaries  in  New 
Zealand  possessed  large  tracts  of  land, 
when  he  held  in  his  hand  a  paper  stating 
they  had  claimed  no  less  than  196,000 
acres.  He  hoped  that  nothing  he  had 
caid  would  be  regarded  aa  conveying  the 
slightest  imputation  upon  the  motives  or 
conduct  of  any  member  of  the  Church 
Missionary  Society ;  for  his  only  object  in 
mentioning  the  matter  had  been  to  state 
to  the  conductors  of  that  institution  that  a 
strong  feeling  existed  on  this  subject,  and 
to  give  them  an  opportunity  of  investi* 
gating  the  conduct  of  their  agents. 
Mr.  (?•  fV.  Hope,  io  answer  to  th« 


question  of  the  hon.  Gentleraao,  nufht 
state  that  the  remark  he  had  made  had 
no  reference  to  the  Church  Missionarice. 
He  was  not  now  going  to  enter  into 
the  New  Zealand  question ;  but  what  he 
had  stated  with  reference  to  Sierra  Leone 
was  this : — that  Africans  who  had  beee 
liberated,  and  had  amassed  a  small  earn  of 
money,  were  anxious  to  take  into  thek 
employment  other  liberated  Africans,  and 
were  consequently  averse  to  emigration* 
The  Gentlemen  who  had  been  comntt* 
sioned  to  inquire  into  the  causes  which 
prevented  emigration  to  the  West  Indies 
had  reported  that  the  merchants  and  in- 
habitants of  Sierra  Leone  generally  were 
averse  to  emigration,  which  they  aaid 
could  not  benefit  the  West  Indies,  and 
had  a  tendency  to  lower  the  rate  of  wages 
there.  In  all  the  passages  on  this  subject 
the  impediments  to  emigration  were  at- 
tributed to  the  old  residents,  who  were 
afraid  of  loaing  the  labour  of  the  liberated 
Africans. 

Viscount  Sandcm  thought  the  observe* 
tions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  (Mr.  Aglionby)  had  no  bearing 
upon  the  question  before  the  House.  He 
would  defy  any  person  to  trace  any  con* 
nexion,  however  remote,  between  the  snb- 
ject  of  emigration  from  Sierra  Leone  to  the 
West  Indies,  and  the  conduct  or  misoon* 
duct  of  the  Church  Miuionary  Soeiefy. 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  eon- 
duct  of  agents  of  that  society  on  the 
coast  of  New  Zealand.  But  the  hen. 
Gentleman  complained  that  circulars  had 
been  issued  by  the  Committee  of  that  So- 
ciety, recommending  a  paosphlet  to  the 
attention  of  constituents  in  different  bo- 
roughs, and  requesting  them  to  urge  the 
advocacy  of  certain  tiew  supon  their  Re* 
presentatives.  Why,  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man oppoaite  had  chosen,  he  might  beve 
iuued  counter-statements  in  the  seme 
manner.  In  reference  to  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni» 
versity  of  Oxford,  the  question  had  been 
so  completely  exhausted  by  him  that  very 
little  was  left  to  be  said  upon  it:  bet  he 
regretted  to  find  that  his  hon.  Friend  wee 
recommencing  the  old  battle.  He  had 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  have 
brought  the  Motion  forward.  What  coold 
his  hon.  Friend  mean  by  "  the  blood  and 
the  suffering"  of  the  African  T  If  there  had 
been  no  option  allowed  to  the  African,  he 
mi^t  then  have  been  able  to  asake  oec  e 
case  ef  hardship ;  but  the  foots  wtra  that 
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thert  WM  «n  optioo*— that  they  were  trans- 
ported  in  vetsQla  providad  under  thexara 
of  the  Colonial  Qovernoient— and  that 
they  w^re  removtd  from  a  Colony  where 
the y  had  no  chanot  of  rising^  in  Ihe  scale 
of  civilization  to  where  there  was  every 
nietBs  and  appliance  for  their  doings  ao. 
He  confetaed  he  regretted  this  Motion  of 
hia  boo.  Friend.  He  did  not  wiab  to  refer 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee ;  hut  he 
moat  aay  It  proved  that  every  means  had 
been  taken  to  prevent  even  the  snspioion 
of  wronf*^hat  the  principle  had  been 
acrapuloasly  adhered  to  of  not  allowing 
any  Afriean  to  go  to  or  from  any  but  an 
Engliah  Colony— and  that  every  precau* 
tion  was  taken  that  the  parties  who  mi- 
grated were  not  exposed  to  any  violence. 
It  was  satisfactory  to  him  to  hear  from 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  that 
the  apprehensions  which  had  been  in- 
spired 10  certain  parties  in  this  country, 
that  the  missiooeries  had  interposed  ob- 
structions to  immigration  into  the  West 
Indies  were  entirely  unfounded. 

Mr*  Hutt  ssid,  that  having  been  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  of  1842,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  no  fact  had  been  brooght 
forward  by  the  hon.  Baronet  which  had 
not  been  under  the  consideration  of  that 
Committee.     The    Committee   patiently 
and  elaborately  entered  upon  a  considera* 
tion  of  all  those  points^  and  alter  having 
done  so  they  maoe  a  Report  decidedly  in 
favour  of  that  immigration  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  bad  advised  io  part.    He  did  not 
generallj  follow  the  views  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty'a  Government,  but  be  wee  bound  to 
give  his  cordial  support  to  their  policy  on 
tbia  questmn*    He  only  regretted  that  the 
same  policy  bed  not  been  adopted  earlier, 
and  that  it  had  not  been  voluntarily  car- 
ried out.    It  was  impossible  to  deny  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  praise  of  having 
stated  hie  view  of  the  case  with  consi* 
dernUe  moderation  and  fairness»  He  only 
wished  that  some  others  would  follow  hia 
example.    He  was  convinced,  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  only  pursue 
boldly  the  course  they  had  iww  adopted 
— if  they  would  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  mis* 
chievoua  meddlers— if  they  wonid  throw 
•pen  onr  West  India  plantations  to  the  free 
immigration  of  the  African  race,  they 
would  promote  the  cause  of  improvement 
to  an  extent  that  he  believed  scarcely  so 
mncb  could  be  accomplished  by  any  other 
aingle  line  of  policy.    This  policy*  he 
koew  verv  well,  would  not  give  satisfae- 
tMB  to  aU  pgrtiv;  boi  for  a  momeal  let 


the  good  be  considered  which  it  set  before 
us.    He  would  remark,  then,  that  by  par* 
suing  this  policy  we  should  repay  that 
debt  we  owed  to  the  African  to  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  referred;  the  African 
race,  so  long  oppressed,  we  should  raise 
in  the  scale  of  civilisation;   we  should 
rescue  the  West  Indies,  to  which  we  owed 
a  great  and  heavy  debt,  from  a  posiiioo  of 
difficulty;    and  at  the   same    time  we 
should  have  the  satbfaction  of  throwing 
open  to  our  own  country  a  great  extension 
of  Colonial  empire.    By  such  means*  he 
was   persuaded    we   ahonld    realize  the 
dreams  of   Wilberforce,  Clarksoo,    and 
Buxton,  and  throw  off  the  manacles  of 
slavery  all  over  the  world.    If,  bt  re- 
peated, we  only  allowed  the  WMt  Indies 
the  opportunity  of  cultivation  by  the  free 
immigration  of  the  coloured  race,  alavery, 
which  had  resisted  all  our  attempts  to 
overthrow  it   in   the   United  States,  in 
Mexico,  and  in  the  Brazils,  would  be  en- 
tirely prostrated,  becattae  we  should  be 
able  to  undersell  the  employers  of  slaves. 
We  should  also  put  down  the  African 
Slave  Trade,  without  collision  or  quarrel 
with  our  powerful   neighbours,  because 
these  means  were  more  certain  than  an  j 
which  the  treaties  of  politicians  coold 
ever  effect,  inasmuch  as  they  would  ruin 
its  supporters.    He  therefore  calUd  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Govornment  to  carry  out 
this  policy  honestly  and   courageously. 
We  had  long  enough  tried  the  aystem  so 
much  contended  for  by  the  trading  pbilan- 
thropiats  of  Exeter  Hall,  the  consequence 
of  which  had  been  that  we  had  reduced 
our  WesilndiaColonies  almost  to  theverga 
of  ruin,  prodigiously  increased  the  price 
of  sugar,  and  given  a  great  impetus  to  the 
unspeakable  horrors  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
besides  sacrificing  the  lives  of  numbers  of 
gallant  seamen  upon  the 
What  good  had  been  derived  from  all 
this  r  With  the  exception  of  hearing  some 
of  the  gentlemen  of  Exeter  Hall  and  Mr. 
Dandeson  Coates,  we  had  derived  no  ad- 
vantage whatever.    He  rejoiced  to  hear 
from  the  Under  Secretary  of  State,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  not  dis- 
posed tw  submit  to  dictation ;   and  he 
hoped  they  would  continue  boldly  to  pur* 
sue  the  course  ihey  had  adopted  with  ie« 
gard  to  our  Colonial  concerns. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortky  recollected  nothing 

whatever  in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 

the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 

to  justify  the  observations  that  had  fallen 

I  fcoA  the  hon*  Member  (Mr*  Hutt)*    The 
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noble  Lord  (Lord  Saodon)  also  appeared 
to  have  rather  misinterpreted  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hoo.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis). 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  been  assumed  to 
have  argued  as  if  he  thought  it  was  a  very 
objectionable  course  of  proceeding  to  re- 
move the  liberated  Africans  from  Sierra 
Leone  to  the  West  Indies,  in  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  regulation  to  do 
so  was  established.  He  did  not  under- 
stand his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  to 
mean  that.  His  motive  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Motion  was,  that  in  his  opinion 
a  change  had  been  introduced  into  the  re- 
gulations for  the  removal  of  the  African  po- 
pulation which  was  not  consistent  with  jus- 
tice towards  them, and  not  likely  toconduce 
to  the  successful  result  of  the  operation. 
His  hon.  Friend,  if  he  thought  that,  was 
justified  in  introducing  the  Motion,  and 
he  deserved  no  little  praise  for  having 
submitted  it  to  the  House,  because  there 
was  no  question,  if  we  were  to  cany  this 
system  out,  and  give  the  negro  in  Sierra 
Leone  an  option  on  the  question  of  his 
removal  to  the  West  Indies,  it  was  de- 
sirable on  all  grounds  that  the  option 
should  be  properly  guarded.  Above  all, 
it  was  desirable  that  regulations  should  be 
made  as  effective  as  possible  in  order  to 
secure  that  option.  Whether  it  were  de- 
sirable to  continue  the  option  was  another 
question.  There  were  those  who  thought 
the  option  should  be  altogether  withdrawn 
•—that  when  the  negro  was  liberated  he 
should  be  told  there  was  a  market  for  his 
labour  in  the  West  Indies,  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  remove  him  there  without 
any  option  ;  but  as  the  option  was  to  be 
given,  he  contended  that  it  behoved  the 
House  and  the  Government  to  see  that 
regulations  were  adopted  to  secure  to  the 
liberated  African  the  proper  degree  of 
option.  His  hon.  Friend  had  moved  for 
these  Papers,  asserting  a  change  restricting 
the  regulation ;  and  he  could  not  be  sorry 
at  the  Motion,  because  it  had  elicited  a 
reply  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  which  must  be 
satisfactory  to  all  who  had  paid  attention 
to  the  question.  The  regulation  now  was^ 
that  the  African  should  be  required  to 
proceed  to  the  West  Indies  by  the  first 
opportunity ;  and  this  being  so,  he  could 
not  help  thinking,  with  his  hon.  Friend, 
that  it  contained  within  it  something  of 
haidship ;  for  it  was  impossible  to  suppose 
that  parties  in  the  position  of  the  unfor- 
tunate Africans,  immediately  after  libera* 
^.00  from  a  ilafe  fbipi  cQuld  fitber  sup* 


port  themselves  in  the  Colony  or  eiercise 
an  option.  He  did  not  mean  to  contend 
that  from  this  time  forward  it  would  be  un- 
desirable to  believe  that  the  Africaq  bene- 
fited by  the  change  from  Sierra  Leone  to 
the  West  Indies;  on  the  contrary,  be  be- 
lieved, that  under  this  regulation,  if  pro- 
perly carried  out,  the  advantage  to  the 
African  was  inevitable ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  was  our  duty  and  our  business^ 
when  we  placed  them  at  Sierra  Leone,  to 
provide  such  assistance  as  should  secure 
them  the  power  of  option.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  his  hon.  Friend,  instead 
of  deserving  blame  for  the  Motion  he  had 
made,  deserved  the  thanks  of  the  House. 
-  Mr.  Mangles  could  scarcely  believe 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
had  correctly  heard  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hott) ;  for,  so  far  from 
casting  any  discredit  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford,  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  if  his  hon.  Friend 
had  not  spoken  in  terms  of  praise  and 
commendation  of  the  temper  and  modera- 
tion in  which  the  Motion  had  been  brought 
forward.  The  hon.  Member,  for  instance, 
had  expressed  his  earnest  wish  that  all 
parties  who  took  the  same  views  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  conduct  themselves 
with  equal  moderation  and  with  equal 
regard  to  strict  verity  and  truth.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Wortley),  under 
cover  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford,  had  defended  parties 
whose  conduct  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hutt) 
did  impugn ;  but  anybody  who  knew  the 
history  of  the  West  Indies  since  the  eman- 
cipation, and  who  knew  anything  of  the 
efforts  made  to  introduce  slavery  into 
those  Colonies,  must  know  there  had  been 
parties,  mistaken,  misguided,  and  short- 
sighted, who  had  done  their  utmost,  in  a 
suicidal  manner,  to  verify  all  the  predic- 
tions of  the  enemies  of  emaocipatioDy  and 
to  falsify  all  the  statements  of  its  friends. 
As  to  the  attack  which  bad  been  made 
upon  the  operations  of  the  Church  Mis- 
sonary  Society,  he  must  say  that  he  was 
a  member  of  that  Society,  and  could  bear 
testimony  that  on  India,  where  the  mis- 
sionaries were  under  the  eye  of  a  stronff 
Government,  the  Society  had  conferred 
great  blessings ;  but  he  must  admit  that 
in  some  other  places  the  efforts  of  the 
missionaries  had  had  an  iojarious  eflRect. 

Sir  T>  Aeland  saidt  it  waa  not  bis  in- 
tention to  prolong  the  discussion  by  any 
observationa.  As  to  the  labonia  of  the 
misaionariesi^  he  moat  be  permitted  lo  mj 
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that  to  these  labours,  by  which  this  coud- 
try  was  highly  distinguished,  and  in  which 
our  Colonial  Empire  was  deeply  interested, 
he  was  willing  to  award  due  praise.     It 
was  very  possible  that  the  interference  of 
missionaries  might  in  some  cases  have  been 
found  injurious.    But  every  Englishman 
who  had  his  country's  interest  at  heart, 
and  who  was  de§irous  of  arailing  hiinself 
of  all  opportunities  of  usefulness — ^let  his 
object  be  the  promotion  of  commerce,  the 
spread  of  religion,  or  the  advancement  of 
science — did  naturally  come  home  to  the 
Government  of  this  country,  being  assured 
that  if  his  object  were  one  likely  to  be  be- 
neficiaU  be  would  have  an  impartial  hear- 
ing.     Therefore,    if  it  was  found  that 
parties  had  besieged  the  Colonial  Office 
a  little  more  than  was  usual  or  desirable, 
forgiveness  mieht  readily  be  extended  to 
them   for  so  doing.      But  his  principal 
reason  for  claiming  a  moment's  indulgence 
of  the  House  was,  that  a  reference  had 
been  made  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  upon  a 
subject  which  was  once  one  of  the  most  hope- 
ful and  buoyant  among  the  English  public, 
and  which  afterwards  turned  out  to  be  one 
of  the  most  painful.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
appealed  to  nim  whether  he  was  not  con- 
scious of  the  difficulty  of  any  attempt  to 
attain  the  beneficent  objects  of  this  coun. 
try,  and  whether  he  should  not  justify 
him  (the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies) for  being  cautious  in  the  exercise  of 
his  power  in  sending  Europeans  into  cli- 
mates that  had  proved  so  very  disastrous. 
Now,  he  (Sir  T.  Acland)  was  certain  that 
every  one  who  took  part  in  forwarding 
that  not  useless  expedition — he  meant  the 
expedition  to  the  Niger,  which  it  did  not 
please  God  to  crown  with  success — had 
done  considerable  good.     For  the  result  of 
that  expedition  was,  he  felt  certain,  the 
forwarding  the  commerce  of  Africa  nearly 
a  quarter  of  a  century  ;  and  its  beneficial 
eflects  would,  he  was  persuaded,  be  ex- 
perienced a  century  hence.      But,  with 
all  the  hopeful  expectations  they  might 
justly  entertain  of  the  benefits  to  accrue  at 
a  future  period,  they  could  not  help  re- 
membering and  lamenting  the  loss  of  hu- 
man life  that  had  taken  place  in  the  expe- 
dition that  had  been  refened  to.     The 
partial  failure  of  this  expedition  was  a 
great  disappointment,  in  the  midst  of  his 
anxious  and  beneficent  solicitude,  to  one  of 
the  ablest  sons  of  British  humanity.     He 
meant  Sir  Thomas  Fowell  Buxton,  who 
was  at  the  head  of  that  expedition,  and 

who  bad  lately  beea  removed  from  among 


us.     He  (Sir  T.  Acland)  was  sure  that 
there  was  no  one  in  that  House  who  would 
not  willingly  render  to  the  character  of 
that  distinguished  philanthropist  the  me- 
rited tribute  of  praise.    There  were  some 
drcumstanoes  which  he  thought  had  not. 
been  fairly  brought  before  the  notice  of 
the  public.     It  had  been  very  much  the 
custom,  and  it  was  to  him  a  great  disap- 
pointment— it  had  been   very  much   the 
custom  to    imagine  that  the  expedition 
to  the  Niger  was  one  of  the  most  disas- 
trous ex[^itions  in  which  this  country 
had  ever  been  engaged.    But  such  was 
not   the  case.      The  first   efforts  made, 
either  for  the  promotion  of  commerce  or 
religion  in  an  uncivilized  country  were  ge- 
nerally attended  with  disaster ;  and  in  the 
expedition  to  the  Niger  there  had  been 
sacrifices  which  they  all.  deplored;  but 
that  expedition  had  not  been  so  disastrous 
as  was  imagined  bv  many  parties.    Sacri- 
fices had  always  talcen  place  in  such  cases. 
The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  mention, 
that  five  months  haa  been  spent  by  a  party 
in  the  country  referred  to,  and  that  the 
loss  of  life  was  comparatively  small.   And 
he  took  courage  from  a  fact  mentioned  in 
the  United  Service  Gazette,  in  the  early 
part  of  1842 — it  was  a  most  singular  co- 
incidence.    It  was  stated,  that  in  one  of 
the  West  India  islands,  there  was  a  regi. 
ment  which  lost  almost  the  exact  propor- 
tion of  men  during  that  summer  which 
was  lost  in  the  Niger  expedition.     That 
fact  might,  he  thought,  tend  to  a  certain 
extent  to  relieve  the  feelbgs  of  sorrow 
and  disappointment  caused  by  the  partial 
failure  of  the  expedition.     With  respect 
to  the  subject  brought  immediately  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net  the  Member  for    the  University  of 
Oxford,  he  entirelv  agreed  in  the  recom- 
mendation that   the  labour  of  liberated 
Africans  should  be  made  available  in  the 
West  Indies.      H^  thought  that    much 
good  would  result  from  an   interchange 
between  persons  resident  on  both  sides  of 
the  Atlantic.     He  remembered  that  when 
the  qtiestion  as  to  the  employment    of 
Coolies  was  under  discussion,  he  took  no 
part  whatever  against   that  Motion,  be- 
cause he  could  never  understand  why, 
if  they  refused  a  man  slave  labour,  they 
could  turn  about  and  say  that  he  was  not 
to  have  free  labour.    The  only  question 
they  had  at  that  time  to  consider  was,  the 
regulations;  and  the  only  question  they 
had  at  the  present  to  consider  was,  the  re- 
gulations.   They  must  take  care  in  their 
regolattons  lespectiog  the  liberated  sUtve 
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of  Sierra  Leone  that  they  gare  him  a  bond 
fide^'-B,  free  choice  or  option  as  to  remove 
to  the  West  Indies — not  confined  to  a  day^ 
or  a  week,  or  a  month.  The  hon.  Baronet 
proceeded  to  ohserve  that  native  mission- 
aries were  being  provided  for  the  distant 
scenes  of  the  operations  of  the  missionary 
societies.  The  Bishop  of  London  had 
lately  ordained  two  or  three  Africans  as 
missionaries ;  and  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished missionaries  of  a  society  uncon- 
nected with  the  Church  Missionary  Soci- 
ety was  the  son  of  an  African ;  and  he  was 
glad  that  thei  employment  of  native  agency 
was  sanctioned  by  the  example  of  the  Ctn 
lonial  Office  itself. 

Mr.  Plump&e  believed  that  the  Church 
Missionary  oociety  had  performed  its  la- 
bours well.  He  defended  the  Lay  Secre- 
tary from  the  imputations  that  had  been 
east  upon  him.  He  had  had  a  long  ac- 
quaintance ivith  that  gentleman^  ana  he 
must  say  that  he  was  wholly  undeserving 
of  the  censures  made  upon  him. 

Sir  R.  H.  Ingtts  replied.  He  had  per- 
haps used  too  strong  an  expression^  since  it 
was  so  regarded  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Sandon);  yet  he  could  hardly  admit  it, 
after  it  had  been  so  kindly  vindicated  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley).  As  the 
papers  were  to  be  grantedi  it  was  not  ne* 
cesiary  for  him  to  say  much  ;  but  he  must 
rejoice  in  the  assurance  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  that« 
while  the  words  of  the  Governor's  Procla- 
mation might  bear  the  interpretation  put 
upon  itj  it  was  not  intended  to  act  upon  it 
literally.  His  hon.  Friend  told  him,  that 
he  was  mistaken  in  assuming  that  nine 
years  of  age  had  been  fixed  as  the  period 
at  which  children  were  removed  from  the 
schools ;  whereas  it  was  twelve,  "  a  mat 
difference  in  a  tropical  country.'*  Au  he 
could  say  was,  that  the  earlier  age  was 
stated  in  a  letter  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  from  one  who  had  been  in  the 
Colony  at  the  time.  He  again  thanked 
the  House  for  their  patient  attention. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HoNo-KoNo.]  Dr.  Bowring  said,  he 
was  about  to  ask  some  information  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  a  matter  which  was  well  en- 
titled to  the  attention  of  the  Hoiue.  In 
bringing  forward  the  subject,  it  was  not 
necessary  to  refer  to  the  interest  which 
the  proceedings  in  China  had  created  in 
the  mind  of  this  country,  or  to  the  grtti- 


fication  with  which  public  opinion  rsgardfd 
the  briliiant  and  successful  career  of  Sir 
Henry  Pottinger  in  that  country,  render* 
ing  the  position  of  any  one  who  succeeded 
that  distinguished  individual  one  of  co»* 
siderable  dtfficultv,  from  the  disadvanta* 
geoos  contrast  in  which  he  would  nsoes- 
sarilyjbe  placed.    It  must  be  the  universal 
wish  of  all  parties  in  England,  that  all  our 
proceedings  in    that   country  should  be 
characterized  by  prudence  and  wisdom, 
and  that  no  impression  should  be  left 
upon  the  inhabitants  of  our  newly-founded 
Colony,  or  upon  the  extraordinary  people 
amongst  whom  that  Colony  was  placed, 
which  might  be  unfavourable  to  the  eba. 
racter  of  the  English  people.    Proceedings 
which  had  recently  taken  place  at  Hong- 
Kong,  and  with  respect  to  which  he  wished 
to  obtain    some    authentic  information, 
were  of  such  a  nature,  that  they  could 
scarcely  fail  to  leave  an  unfavourable  im« 
pression  with  respect  to  us ;  and  therefore 
it  was  desirable  tnat  the  House  should  be 
folly  informed  upon  the  subject,  so  that  if 
the  statements  which   had  reached  this 
country  through  unofficial  channels  would 
be  explained  by  facts  of  an  authoritative 
character,  the  error  and  mistakes  which 
appeared  to  have  been  made,  might  be 
excused  or  explained.    For  according  to 
present  appearances  the  conduct  of  the 
Governor  of  Hong-Kong  bad  been  hasty — 
injudicious— indefensible;  and  he  should, 
previously  to  requiring  information  upon 
the  subject,  lay  before  the  House  whet 
had  been  communicated  to  him  with  re» 
ference  to  the  circumstances  to  which  he 
he  alluded.     On  the  21st  of  August 
1844,  an  ordinance  was  prepared  by  the 
Governor  and   Council  of  Hong-Kong, 
which  was  not  promulgated    until  two 
months  after,    which   showed    that   the 
document   was   not  rashly  issued,   boi 
that  it  had  been  promulgated  after  loeg 
coosideratioo.    The  documeot  to  whick 
he  alluded  stated  that 

"  To  secure  tranquillity  and  good  oider  m 
the  Colony  of  Uon^Koog  and  its  depeedee- 
cies,  and  to  prevent  the  resort  there  of  abao* 
doned  characters  and  of  persons  without  any 
ostensible  means  of  subsistence,  it  was  expe« 
dient  that  a  registry  be  established  of  persons 
resident  therein." 

The  mode,  howeveri  of  carrying  out  the 
objects  proposed  in  that  document  was  of 
so  inquisitorial  a  character,  that  it  wae 
calculated  to  lead  to  great  resistence*  aod 
to  be  warmly  opposed  by  all  who  wera 
•ubjeotcd  10  iticoouol.    Tbo  oidiMMO 
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spoke  of  HoDg-Koog  and  iU  dependen- 
cies ;  and  be  would  ask,  where  were  those 
dependencies  ?  He  thought  it  would  be 
well  if  the  Governor  had  defined  what 
those  dependencies  were.  The  first  clause 
of  the  ordinance  went  on  to  say,-^ 

**  Be  it  further  enacted  and  ordained,  that 
from  and  after  the  first  day  of  November  next, 
all  male  inhabitants  of  the  age  of  twenty-one 
years  and  upwards,  or  capable  of  earning  a 
livelihood,  resident  in  the  Colony  of  Hongr- 
Kongy  shall  be  required  once  in  every  year  to 
appear  personally  at  the  said  office,  or  at  such 
branch  offices  as  may  from  time  to  time  be 
established  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  to  be 
registered  in  manner  hereinafter  mentioned/' 

That  ordinance  contained  provisions  which 
were  to  apply,  not  only  to  the  British 
merchants,  but  to  all  persons  resident  in 
Hong-Kong ;  and  some  of  those  provisions 
were  of  such  a  nature,  that  they  were  op- 
posed to  the  feelings,  not  only  of  the  mer- 
chants, but  were  so  mucb  more  especially 
80  to  the  habits  and  usages  of  oriental 
countries,  that  it  would  be  quite  impos- 
■iblo  to  carry  them  out.  It  went  on  to 
say,— 

**  Be  it  further  enacted  and  ordained,  tliat 
the  said  Registrar-General,  or  such  other 
officer,  so  to  be  appointed  as  aforesaid,  shall 
and  may  in  all  cases  where  he  shall  deem  it 
advbable,  inquire  into,  and  acquaint  himself 
with  the  age,  birtb*place,  and  residence  of 
every  person  so  to  be  registered,  and  with  his 
occupation,  and  the  date  of  his  arrival  in  the 
Colony  aforesaid ;  and  with  the  circumstances 
of  his  family  and  connexions,  and  with  their 
places  of  residence,  and  occupation ;  and  shall 
and  aay  ascertain  whether  the  said  applicant 
be  married,  and  of  what  number  his  family  con- 
sistSi  and  whether  male  or  female :  and  that  he 
do  enter  or  cause  to  be  entered  all  such  parti- 
culars in  a  book  to  be  kept  for  that  purpose." 

If  such  provisions  were  calculated  to  be 
lepulsive  to  the  feelings  of  the  British  at 
Hong-Kong,  he  (Dr.  Bowring)  could 
state,  from  bis  knowledge  of  oriental 
society  and  manners,  that  it  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  impossible  to  carry  them  into 
operation,  when  the  retirement  of  the 
housebold  could  scarcely  even  be  pene- 
trated. Even  at  Cairo,  a  few  years  since, 
the  Qovernment  wholly  failed  in  an  at. 
tempt  to  make  a  census  of  the  population, 
being  resisted  by  the  universal  feeling  of 
the  public.  What  was  the  consequence 
of  this  attempt  at  Hong-Kong  ?  The  re- 
sult was,  that  a  great  number  of  persons 
left  the  Colony — the  bazaar  was  in  a  state 
of  great  commotion,  public  works  were 
suspended,  and  the  market  at  Victoria 
Wii  for  a  lime  thrown  into  great  confa^ 


sion.      The  details    of   the   registration 
ordinance  were  as  obnoxious  as  its  gene- 
ral character.     There  was  no  appeal  al- 
lowed against  the  decision  of  the  Regis* 
trar-General ;  all  headmen  and  contractors 
were  made  responsible  for  the  registration 
of  all  those  in  their  employment;   and 
every   one   liable  to   be    registered   was 
bound,  under  the  ordinance,  to  report 
himself,  in  order  to  be  registered  before 
the  expiration  of  twenty.four  hours  after 
his  arrival  in  the  Colony,  nnder  a  penalty 
of  twenty  dollars.     It  was  further  or- 
dained that  all  tepos  and  overseers  should 
be  bound  to  give  a  return,  when  called 
upon  by  the  proper  officer,  of  the  names 
and  occupation,  and  all  the  particulars 
before-mentioned,  of  all  persons  residing 
in  their  respective  villages  or  districts, 
with  the  number  of  each  house,  accord- 
ing to  the  register,  and  the  number  of 
persons  residing  in  each   house,  or  be 
liable  to  a  penalty  of  twenty  dollars  for 
each  and  every  person  so  required  to  be 
registered.     It  also  ordained  that  every 
householder  should  give  a  return  of  the 
names,  and  the  number  of  persons  in  bis 
employment,  or  residing  within  his  house 
or  on  bis  premises ;  and  if  the  returns 
were  not  made  before  a  certain  day  named 
in  the  ordinance,  be,  was  to  be  fined 
twenty  dollars;  then  there  was  a  fee  of 
five  dollars  for  registering  every  resident 
being  a  merchant,  shopkeeper,  or  com« 
prador,  or    being  in   the    receipt  of   a 
monthly  income  of  twenty  dollars  or  up* 
wards,  with  a  fee  of  three  dollars  for  re- 
gistering any  person  who  was  a  servant, 
clerk,  or  mechanic,  or  was  in  the  receipt 
of  a  monthly  income  not  exceeding  twenty 
dollars,  and  not  less  than  ten  dollars ;  and 
the  fee  for  registering  every  person  being 
a  Coolie  boatman  or  labourer,  or  being  in 
receipt  of  a  monthly  income  of  less  than 
ten  dollars,  was  to  be  one  dollar.    The 
sppearance  of  such  a  document  naturally 
created  the  greatest  sensation  in  the  Co- 
lony, for  all  were  opposed  to  a  system  of 
such  an   mquisitorial  nature,  which  in- 
quired not  only  as  to  individuals  them- 
selves, but  to  their  connexions;  and  a 
public  meeting  was  beld,  at  which  the 
dissatisfaction  of  the  inhabitants  was  ex- 
pressed, and  a  memorial  adopted  on  the 
subject.    With  reference  to  a  meeting  of 
the  Chinese,  whicb  had  been  beld  on  that 
subject,  the  Governor  stated  that  he  had 
received  a  communication  from  the  as- 
sistant magistrate  of  police,  to  the  foi« 
lowing  effect ;— 
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'*  My  iaformation  leads  me  to  believe  ihal 
other  than  Chinese  influence  has  been  exerted 
to  mature  the  late  movement.  The  leading 
part  taken  by  the  comprador  of  an  English 
firm— the  meeting  of  Chinese  held  at  the 
house  of  that  firm — the  intimate  knowledge 
displayed  by  the  Chinese  of  the  proceedings 
of  certain  English  regarding  the  registration, 
and  their  adoption  of  precisely  similar  lan- 
guage—would seem  to  mark  most  clearly  the 
assistance  and  co-operation  of  one  or  more 
Englishmen/' 

And  the  GoverDor  went  on  to  say,-— 

"  He  would  fain  hope,  for  the  sake  of  the 
British  character,  that  none  could  have  been 
found  capable  of  thus  tampering  with  the 
Chinese  population ;  but  as  the  subject  had 
come  oflScially  before  him,  he  deemed  it  ne- 
cessary to  take  that  public  notice  of  it,  and 
to  draw  the  attention  of  any  who  could  de- 
scend to  such  unworthy  practices,  to  the  conse- 
quences entailed  on  the  ignorant  and  unfor- 
tunate Chinese,  who  had  been  necessarily  sub- 
jected by  the  magistrates  to  severe  punish- 
ment." 

That  would  show  the  view  which  was 
taken  of  the  ordinance  at  Hong-Kong. 
The  parties  at  that  meeting  distinctly  re- 
pudiated, by  resolution,  all  intention  of 
disrespect,  and  again  expressed  their  dis- 
approval of  the  ordinance.  He  was  not 
sure  that  without  reference  to  the  home 
Government,  the  authority  of  levying 
taxes  existed  in  the  Governor  of  Hong- 
Kong  ;  but  that  the  mode  adopted  was 
imprudent  there  could  be  no  doubt.  Sub- 
sequently a  letter  was  received,  in  which 
it  was  stated,  that  the  representations 
made  to  the  Governor  were  of  so  disre- 
spectful a  character,  that  all  further  com- 
munications between  him  and  the  mer- 
chants must  cease  while  such  sentiments 
continued  to  be  maintained  by  them  ;  and 
that  they  were  indebted  wholly  to  the  ig- 
norance of  the  Governor  and  Council,  oc- 
casioned by  the  delay  of  their  letter  of  the 
31  St,  for  any  answer  whatever  to  wbat 
now  appeared  to  be  their  third  communi- 
eation.  Now  this  was  not  the  friendly 
position  in  which  the  principal  inhabitants 
of  %  new  Colony  ought  to  stand  in  relation 
to  its  authorities.  He  thought  these 
parties  hud  an  undoubted  right  to  repre- 
sent wbat  they  considered  to  be  a  great 
grievance,  and  to  state  the  fact  that  the 
ordiMDca  had  stopped  their  commercial 
affairs.  The  result  was,  that  the  present 
Governor  was  obliged  to  withdraw  the 
ordinance.  After  the  Chinese  had  been 
induced  to  submit  to  all  the  terms  which 
we  saw  fit  to  enforoe  upon  iheoii  here 


was  one  of  the  first  acts  of  the  new  Go- 
vernor— a  measure  which  he  was  obliged 
to  retract — thus  giving   to  those  against 
whom  it  was  directed  a  triumph,  wbioh 
must  be  most  dangerous  to  good  and  regu- 
lar Government,  and  must  be  a  source  of 
great  confusion.     The  object  which    ho 
now  sought  was  to  obtain  a  commonioa- 
tion  of  the  Papers,  and  to  invite  from  the 
Government  such  an  explanation  as  tbej 
might  be   disposed  to  offer;  and   unless 
something  more  were  said  than  was  con. 
tained   in   the   Papers   in   his    hand,  be 
should  feel  it  necessary  hereafter  to  take 
further  steps  to  ascertain   whether  there 
was  any  justification  for  the  proceedings 
to  which  be  had  called  the  attention  of 
the  House.    The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
moved — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,    that  She  will  be  graciously 

S leased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
efore  this  House,  Copies  or  Extracts  of  Cor- 
respondence relative  to  the  issue  and  sus- 
pension of  an  Ordinance  of  the  Governor 
of  Hong-Kong,  dated  21st  August  last,  for 
the  registration  of  the  population  of  that  Co» 
lony,  and  for  establishing  a  Poll  Tax  on  the 
inhabitants  to  cover  the  expenses  of  said 
registration." 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  could  not,  on  the  pari 
of  the  Department  with  which  he  was 
connected,  consent  to  the  production  of 
the  correspondence ;  neither  could  he  suf- 
fer the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  pass  without  some  notice.  In  the  first 
place,  he  had  to  complain  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should,  without  waiting  for 
the  whole  correspondence,  so  that  the  case 
might  be  fairly  stated,  have  made  an  attack 
upon  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Davis.  That 
Gentleman  had  for  y^ears  been  superin- 
tendent of  the  trade  in  China,  and  had 
been  selected  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  as 
especially  fittea  for  the  appointment,  and 
he  had  given  great  satisfaction  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  consider  such  a  law  as  a 
registration  law  inconsistent  and  difficult 
of  application  in  a  new  Colony  like  Hong- 
Kong  ;  but  he  thought  it  much  more  easy 
in  a  new  Colony  than  in  an  old  citr  Im 
Cairo.  He  should  be  doing  injustice  to 
Mr.  Davis,  if  he  did  not  state  that  the 
principle  of  the  law  in  question  had  re* 
oeived  the  sanction  of  the  noble  Lord  it 
the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  Hong-Koog 
was  small  in  extent^  and  was  close  to  a 
dtnse  population  of  Chinese.  It  was  b« 
*  fested  bj  rogues  and  vagabonds  of  eve7 
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defleription ;  robberies  were  committed  in 
the  most  daring  manner.  Ab  one  instance, 
the  House  of  a  merchant  bad  been  attacked 
early  in  the  night  by  150  men.  To  re- 
strain these  excesses  by  a  proportionate 
force  was  almost  impossible ;  and  the  next 
best  thing  was  considered  to  be  a  police 
regulation  in  the  nature  of  registration,  so 
as  to  prevent  persons  who  were  not  of  good 
character  from  residing  there.  As  to  the 
tax  in  question,  it  was  intended  to  cover 
the  expense  of  the  proceeding,  and  that 
did  not  seem  an  unfair  mode  of  supplying 
the  means  of  candying  such  a  regulation 
into  effect.  At  the  same  time  the  whole 
subject  was  under  the  consideration  of 
Mr.  Davis,  and,  until  further  explanation 
should  be  received,  he  (Mr.  Hope)  was 
not  prepared  to  say  more  on  the  subject. 

Sir  G.  Staunton  hoped  that  the  Motion 
would  be  withdrawn.  There  was  nothing 
which  appeared  to  him  more  likely  to  re- 
tard the  progress  of  the  Colony  than  these 
premature  discussions.  In  oider  to  assist 
the  House  to  form  a  just  estimate  of  the 
impression  which  this  ordinance  made  on 
the  spot,  he  should  read  to  them  the  fol- 
lowing extracts  from  the  Hong-Kong  Ga- 
zette  ;— 

"  The  clauses  of  the  last  ordinance  which 
were  felt  to  be  so  obnoxious  have  been  with- 
drawn, much  to  the  credit  of  the  Government 
and  Legislative  Council.  As  it  now  stands 
we  have  little  to  find  fault  with.  We  hear 
objections  from  parties,  whose  opinions  we 
respect,  to  some  of  the  clauses  of  the  registra- 
tion ordinance.  We  confess  that  the  whole 
document  is  un-English,  but  at  the  same  time 
the  state  of  affairs  renders  it  indispensable. 
We  must  bear  in  mind  that  Hong-Kong  is  an 
anomaly  in  Colonial  history,  and  that  we  must 
not  seek  elsewhere  for  measures  which  here 
are  unavoidable.'* 

The  advices  which  he  had  received  in- 
formed him  that  the  ordinance  had  been 
withdrawn  ;  at  the  same  time,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  those  who  had  an  opportunity  of 
judging  of  the  facts,  it  had  been  rendered 
necessary  by  the  state  of  the  Colony.  He 
was  of  that  opinion,  and  entirely  approved 
of  the  ordinances:  they  were  absolutely 
required  in  the  existing  circumstances  of 
the  Colony.  At  the  same  time,  he  must 
remark,  that  the  favourable  Tariff  of  du- 
ties  which  had  been  conceded  by  the  Chi- 
nese was  undoubtedly  a  **  heavy  blow  and 
great  discouragement**  to  those  who  ex- 
pected the  prosperity  of  the  Colony  to  be 
promoted  by  branches  of  trade  which  were 
not  legitimate.     Mr.  Davis^  as  had  been 


stated  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  was 
well  qualified  for  the  duties  confided  to 
him,  as  well  by  his  attainments  as  by  his 
natural  abilities.  He  had  given  many 
proofs  of  his  judgment  and  skill ;  and  he 
was  selected  for  the  post  which  he  filled 
solely  on  account  of  his  high  character  and 
his  qualifications.  But  whatever  might 
be  the  talents  with  which  he  was  endowed, 
his  situation  was,  from  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  Colony,  a  very  hard  and 
difficult  one.  He  had  to  deal  with  a  popu- 
lation of  15,000  Chinese,  all  seeking  to 
evade  the  contact  or  control  of  both  the 
Chinese  and  the  English  Governments, 
and  he  found  it  necessary  to  control  them 
by  some  stringent  regulations.  The  dif- 
ferences which  had  arisen  were  not  ori- 
ginated by  any  act  of  Mr.  Davis.  It  was 
even  admitted  on  the  spot  that  he  had 
done  more  to  promote  the  prosperity  of 
the  Colony  in  six  months  than  had  been 
achieved  in  the  two  previous  years  of  its 
occupation  by  the  English. 

Dr.  Bontring  said,  that  he  did  not  un- 
derstand the  hon  Gentleman  opposite  to 
state  decidedly  that  he  would  not  by  and 
by  communicate  the  document  to  the 
House.  He  had  said  that  at  present  thtf 
information  was  imperfect,  and  he  (Dr. 
Bowring)  would  certainly  not  do  Mr.  Da- 
vis the  injustice  of  resting  the  case  upon 
imperfect  documents.  If  there  was  any 
defence  of  which  we  had  no  knowledge, 
Mr.  Davis  ought  to  have  the  advantage 
of  them.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Memt^r 
for  Portsmouth  stated,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived information  that  the  document  bad 
been  wholly  withdrawn.  That  was  not 
the  purport  of  the  communication  which 
he  (Dr.  Bowring)  had  received.  The 
Hong'Kong  Register^  of  the  I2th  of  No- 
vember stated ,  that  the  postponement  of 
the  Act  had  restored  matters  to  their 
former  state,  that  roost  of  the  Coolies  who 
had  left  the  settlement  seemed  to  have 
returned,  and  the  public  and  pri? ate  works 
that  had  been  brought  to  a  stand  were 
again  in  u  state  of  progress.  It  proceeded 
to  say,  "  We  have  heard  that  upwards  of 
3,000  left  in  the  course  of  two  days,  af- 
fordibg  a  sufficient  proof  of  itself  how 
much  harm  would  have  resulted  from  en- 
forcing the  measure  which  has  in  the 
meantime  been  wisely  withdrawn,  and  we 
hope  will  not  again  be  promulgated  with- 
out being  divested  of  the  offensive  clauses." 
As  far  as  he  could  judge,  the  amount  of 
the  justification  of  Mr.   Davis  came  to 
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this,  that  he  had  pat  forward  an  ordioaoce 
which  be  was  not  able  to  defend »  which 
he  had  in  conseqaence  withdrawn,  and 
that  a  great  many  of  its  obnoxious  clauses 
had  been  reroofed ;  and  he  could  not  but 
think  that  such  an  exhibition  in  the  Colony 
of  HoD^-Kong,  or  in  any  other  Colony,  did 
no  credit  to  the  British  authority.  With 
leave  of  the  House  he  would  withdraw  his 
Motion  in  its  present  form,  retaining 
to  himself  the  right  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward  by  and  by,  when  the  necesary  do- 
cuments were  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

MxDiCAL  Profession.]  Sir  X  Gra- 
ham :  Sir»  I  should  not  have  considered 
it  consistent  with  that  duty  which  I  am 
called  upon  to  perform,  to  have  trou- 
bled the  House  at  any  length  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Motion  which  I  am  about  to 
make  had  I  not  thought  that  a  verr  great 
impression  has  been  created  on  the  public 
mind  by  misapprehension,  and  that  a 
very  great  degree  of  anxiety  exists 
amongst  the  m^ical  practitioners,  with 
respect  to  the  alterations  which  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  bills  which  I  am  about  to 
ask  leave  to  bring  in*  to  introduce  into 
that  profession.  I  should  not  but  for  this 
have  trespassed  at  so  late  an  hour  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House.  But  the  Houae 
will  no  doubt  remember,  when  I  intro- 
duced, at  the  latter  end  of  last  Se8sioD«  a 
Bill  for  the  regulation  of  the  medical  pro- 
fession, I  then  stated,  that  considering  the 
various  important  interests  which  that 
measure  would  affect,  as  well  with  respect 
to  the  public  at  large,  as  to  the  medical 
practitioners  themselves,  hasty  legislation 
upon  such  a  subject  would  not  only  be 
inexpedient,  but  also  unjust  to  the  profes- 
sion ;  and  that  I  thought  1  should  best  con- 
sult the  public  interest,  and  accord  that 
general  justice  which  was  due  to  all  par- 
ties, if  I  laid  the  projected  measure  in 
its  then  state  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  in  order  that  its  merits,  and  the 
various  enactments  which  were  proposed 
in  its  clauses,  might  be  canvassed  and 
thoroughly  sifted  during  the  ensuing  re- 
cess. It  is  not  denied  that  this  proceeding 
on  my  part  was  characterized  by  fairness 
and  by  a  willingness  to  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity for  thoroughly  examining  the  pro- 
posed Bill ;  and  I  am  now  prepared  to  ad- 
mit also  its  usefulness,  for  the  discussions 
which  have  since  taken  place  with  respect 
to  that  measurCfhave  enabled  me  to  state  the 
changes  which  I  am  now  prepared  to  submit 


to  the  consideration  of  the  Hoaae.    And* 
first,  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  raeapita* 
late  the  leading  objects  of  the  Bill  to  whteh 
I  refer,  and  then  I  shall  state  the  chaage 
which  I  have  introduced  in  the  neaaure  I 
am  now  about  to  propose.    The  lint  |m^ 
vision  of  that  Bill  to  whidi  I  propose  to 
adhere  is  the  establishment  of  a  Council  of 
Health,  which  shall  have  the  superinten- 
dence snd  control  over  medical  and  surgical 
education,  and  which  shall  constitute  a 
Board,  the  seat  of  which  shall  be  in  the  me- 
tropolis, so  as  to  be  easy  of  aoeees  to  the  Exe- 
cutive Government,  inotder  to  assist  the  au- 
thorities with  its  advice  upon  all  questioos 
I  affecting  the  health  of  the  people  at  large, 
such  as  on  occasions  when  the  cholera  rages, 
or  when  fevers  or  epidemics  are  abroad.  The 
Sanatory  Board  will  advise  the  roeflsaraa 
te  be  taken  by  the  Government  with  re- 
ference to  the  general  health  oi  the  people 
in  large  and  populous  cities,  and  it  will  con- 
stitute a  council  easily  aooesaible  at  all  times 
to  the  Executive  Government,  for  itaseatwill 
be  in  the  metropolis.  This  is  the  first  object 
of  the  Bill.    The  second   object  which 
the  measure  is  intended  to  effect,  is  to 
abolish  all  monopolies  of  the  medical  pro- 
fession, and  to  secure  to  all  medical  practi- 
tioners equal  facilities  of  practice,  as  well  as 
to  afford  the  security  to  the  public  of  an 
equality  of  attainments  on  the  part  of  the 
medical  practitioners,  so  that  whibt  on  the 
one  hand  equality  of  practice  is  given  to 
the  profession,  equality  of  attainments  is 
secured  to  the  public  on  the  other  hand ; 
these  attainments  being  certified  and  made 
notorious  to  the  public  by  the  registration 
of  all  the  medical  practitioners  after  they 
shall  have  undergone  an  examination  be- 
fore the  constituted  authorities,  and  there- 
by afforded  a  proof  that  they  have  come  up 
to  that  stanaard  which  shall  be  deemed 
requisite  to  qualify  them  to  practice  in 
medicine  and  surgery ;  and  by  the  law,  as 
it  will  in  future  stand,  no  title  to  practise 
in  the  three  kingdoms  will  be  given  in 
any  one  of  the  branches  of  medicine  and 
surgery  to  those  who  shall  not  have  uur 
dergone  such  an  examination,  and  shall  not 
have  been  found  competent.  These  were  the 
leadingobjects  of  the  Bill  which  I  introduced 
last  year  ;  to  those  objects  I  still  adhere  in 
the  Bill  which  I  contemplate ;  and  if  the 
House  gives  me  permission  to  bring  it  in, 
it  shall  be  my  care  that  the  provisions 
which  I  have  pointed  out  shall  be  fully 
secured  to  the  public.   Having  thus  shortly 
stated  the  leading  objects  of  the  proposed 
measure,  I  will  now  proceed  to  lay  before 
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the  HoQie  the  alterations  in  the  Bill  of 
last  Session  which  it  is  my  intention  to 
neke.  In  that  Bill  I  proposed  to  repeal 
the  Statute  of  Henry  VIII.  (14  and  15, 
c.  5)>  which  gives  to  the  members  of  the 
College  of  Phyacians  the  exclusiTe  right 
of  practising  as  phjrsicians  in  the  metro- 
polis, and  within  seven  miles  of  it.  1  do 
not  BOW  propose  to  repeal  that  Act  entirely; 
but  I  do  so  only  so  fi&r  as  to  exempt  from 
its  iienalties  all  physicians  who  shall  be  re- 
gistered according  to  the  provisions  of  the 
proposed  measure ;  and  I  nave  also  framed 
8  clause  whereby  the  Universities  of  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge  will  be  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  the  new  Billj  and  their  gra- 
duates will  consequently  be  secured  in  all 
their  present  privileges.  There  exists^  I 
mm  sorry  to  say,  both  at  Cambridge  and 
Oxford,  a  great  jealousy  respecting  their 
exclusive  and  peculiar  privileges,  which 
they  have  not  as  yet  consented  to  fore- 
go, and  to  come  within  the  operation 
of  the  proposed  measure ;  I  have,  there- 
fore,  thought  it  expedient  to  introduce  a 
clause  into  this  Bill  exempting  their 
graduates  entirely  from  its  operation,  and 
coniequentiy  conferring  on  them  the  right 
to  practise  according  to  their  respective  de- 
grees throughout  all  England  and  Wales, 
save  and  except  in  the  metropolis,  and 
within  seven  miles  of  it.  This  provision 
securing  the  existing  rights  of  the  two 
Universities  will  be  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Bill,  unless  they  shall,  subsequently  to  its 
introduction,  agree  on  certain  terms  to 
come  under  its  operation.  The  particular 
arrangement  which  it  is  desirable  to  ac- 
complish between  the  College  of  Phy- 
sicians ^d  the  Universities,  is,  that 
assessors  from  the  College  of  Physicians 
shall  go  down  to  Cambridge  and  Oxford, 
and  have  the  power  of  granting  medical 
degrees  in  conjunction  with  the  academical 
authorises,  which  degrees  shall  confer  on  the 
graduate  the  same  right  of  practising  in  the 
metropolis,  and  within  seven  miles  of  it, 
which  they  will  possess  with  respect  to  all 
the  other  parts  of  England  andWales,  under 
the  operation  of  the  clause  I  have  already 
roferred  to.  If  the  Universities  shall, 
pravious  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill  into  a 
law,  consent  to  wave  their  exclusive  privi- 
leges, and  to  place  their  graduates  under 
its  operation,  then  the  exemption  clause  can 
be  withdrawn  in  Committee,  and  the  same 
arrangement  can  be  made  with  respect  to 
them,  which  I  am  happy  to  say  the  Uni- 
versities in  Ireland  and  Scotland  have  al- 
ready acceded  to.    I  now  come  to  the 


question  more  particularly  referred  to  in 
the  petition  just  presented  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex ;  name- 
ly, the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the  Apo- 
thecaries' Act  After  having  reflected  upon 
this  subject  with  great  anxiety,  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  not  expe- 
dient to  propose  the  total  repeal  of  the 
Apothecaries*  Act.  It  is  my  intention  to 
propose  the  repeal  of  that  Act  only  so  far 
as  parties  who  shall  be  registered  under 
the  Bill  I  am  about  to  introduce  shall  be 
concerned.  A  great  complaint  made  against 
the  measure  proposed  by  me  last  Session 
was,  that  I  gave  no  additional  security 
against  empiricism,  and  that  I  abolished 
the  penalties  already  in  force.  In  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  whilst  I  propose  the  partial  re- 
peal of  the  Apothecaries*  Act,  1  shall  leave 
the  full  powers  to  enforce  penalties  un- 
touched which  the  Apothecaries'  Com- 
pany now  enjoys.  The  Apothecaries' 
Company  will  still  be  allowed  to  prosecute 
all  those  practitioners  who  shall  not  be  re- 
gistered under  this  Bill,  and  who  shall 
practise  without  being  licentiates  of  their 
body.  I  confess,  Sir,  that  I  do  not  attach 
much  value  to  the  enforcement  of  these 
penalties,  but  1  am  content  to  leare  the 
power.  Nor  do  I  stop  here ;  I  do  hope 
that  I  shall  be  aMe  to  give  an  addi- 
tional security  to  that  offered  in  the  Bill 
of  last  year ;  and  as  I  think  it  is  a  security 
which  I  can  offer  consistently  with  the 
principle  I  maintain,  against  the  simula- 
tion of  the  right  to  practise  by  an  indivi- 
dual who  shall  not  be  duly  enrolled ;  I 
cannot  regard  it  as  an  offence  for  any 
person  not  professing  to  possess  the  re- 
quired stanaard  of  an  examination,  to 
practise  surgery  or  medicine,  subject  to  the 
risk  which  he  runs  of  a  criminal  prosecu- 
tion, and,  I  believe  also,  of  a  civil  action, 
if  any  injury  shall  result  from  his  practice. 
He  will  still  be  subject  to  the  general 
operation  of  the  law;  and  if  he  does  not 
pretend  to  be  what  he  is  not,  I  cannot  see 
why  we  should  make  any  new  crime  to 
make  him  amenable.  I  propose,  however, 
to  go  the  length  of  saying  tnat  there  shall 
be  an  additional  restraint,  by  making  it 
penal  for  any  unqualified  person  to  assume 
the  title  of  physician,  of  surgeon,  or  of 
apothecary  or  doctor,  or  any  other  title 
recognised  by  this  Bill.  My  best  course, 
however,  will  be,  as  this  is  a  most  important 
clause,  that  I  should  read  the  whole  clause, 
which  runs  in  these  words  :— 

**  And  be  it  enacted,  that  every  unregistered 
person  who  shall  wilfully  and  falsely  pretend 
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to  be^  or  take  or  use  the  name  or  title  of  phy- 
sician, doctor,  bachelor,  or  inceptor  in  the 
faculty  of  medicine,  or  surgeon,  or  licentiate 
in  medicine  and  surgery,  or  apothecary,  (I 
retain  that,  because  I  do  not  now  propose  to 
repeal  the  Apothecaries'  Act,)  or  any  name, 
title,  or  addition  implying  that  he  is  registered 
under  this  Act,  or  recognized  by  law  as  a  me- 
dical or  surgical  practitioner,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour  in  England  and  Ire- 
land, and  in  Scotland  of  a  crime  and  offence, 
and  being  convicted  thereof,  shall  be  punished 
by  fine  or  imprisonment,  or  both,  as  the  Court 
before  which  he  shall  be  convicted  shall 
award." 

I  shall  meet  many  objections  by  this  pro- 
vision ;  and  1  feel  it  consistent  with  my 
duty  to  go  this  full  length  against  empi- 
ricism, and  against  the  pretenders  to  medi- 
cal titles  who  have  not  the  qualifications 
they  claim.  I  propose,  also,  to  repeal  so 
much  of  the  Apothecaries'  Act  as  requires 
the  examiners,  who  will  hereafter  be  con- 
joined with  physicians  in  the  examination 
of  licentiates  in  medicine,  of  necessity  to 
be  members  of  the  civic  Guild  of  Apothe- 
caries of  the  city  of  London*  The  exa- 
miners are  now  part  and  parcel  of  a  civic 
guild,  the  admission  to  which  may  be  by 
purchase  or  by  inheritance,  without  any  me- 
dical knowledge  or  examination.  In  lieu  of 
the  present  provision,'  I  propose  that  the 
qualification  for  au  examiner  shall  in  future 
be,  an  apothecary  of  ten  years'  standing, 
who  shall  be  in  practice  as  an  apothecary; 
or  a  licentiate  in  medicine  of  ten  years' 
standing;  anticipating  that,  after  the  lapse 
of  ten  years,  the  examiners  will,  in  fact,  be 
licentiates  in  medicine  under  this  Act,  and 
that  under  the  general  name  of  "licen. 
tiates  "  the  examiners  will  be  general  prac* 
titioners.  I  come  now  to  another  altera- 
tion, to  which  I  attach  great  importance.  I 
confess  that  I  could  earnestly  desire  to  see 
one  admission  to  practice  by  an  examination 
common  to  all,  and  that  after  all  shall  have 
passed  one  common  portal,  each  should 
choose  what  branch  of  medicine  he  may 
wish  to  practise.  My  desire  would  have  been 
to  see  that  common  examination;  but  I 
have  found  objections  raised  to  that  plan 
which  appear  to  me  to  be  reasonable  and  to 
be  insuperable.  The  College  of  Physicians 
has  always  attached— and,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  they  rightly  attached  ^great  importance 
to  a  university  education;  and  to  enforce 
upon  persons  who  have  received  that  educa- 
tion another  examination,  such  as  would  be 
enforced  upon  others  at  an  earlier  period, 
would  greatly  increase  the  protracted  study 
of  the  physiciani  who  could  not,  according 


to  my  proposal,  enter  into  piActice  as  )i 
physician  till  he  is  twenty-rix  years  of 
age,  which  is  certainly  not  too  late  a  perioii 
of  life  for  a  physician  to  commence  practice. 
This  objection  is  made— that  academical 
education,  which  is  his  best  foundation  in 
arts,  literature  and  science,  is  not  so  vari- 
ous, and  not  so  full  upon  particular  poinla 
of  the  curriculum  of  surgical  and  medical 
instruction  as  may  be  acquired  by  atten- 
dance on  chemical  lectures,  and  by  walk- 
ing hospitals.  This  objection,  does  not 
apply  to  surgeons;  and  I  have  great 
satisfaction  in  knowing,  as  far  as  my 
inquiries  have  gone,  that  there  is  not,  on 
the  part  of  the  College  of  Surgeons,  or  of 
the  surgeons  generally,  any  objection  to  a 
provision  in  this  Bill  to  which  I  attach 
great  importance — that  no  one  shall '  be 
qualified  as  a  surgeon  till  he  is  twenty-five 
years  of  age,  or  unless  he  shall,  have  been 
previously  examined  as  a  licentiate  in  sur^ 
gery  and  medicine,  and  shall  have  passed 
the  examination  as  licentiate  in  m^icine 
as  well  as  surgery.  There  was  also  an 
objection  made  to  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
which  was  not  so  much  a  real  as  an  appa- 
rent objection— that  there  was  no  direel 
provision  for  an  examination  in  midwifery. 
I  propose,  that  henceforth  ii  shall  be  neoea- 
sary  to  make  provision  in  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  for  an  examination  in 
midwifery,  and  that  there  shall  be  in  the 
registration  a  distinctive  mark  that  the  party 
has  undergone  an  examination  in .  mid- 
wifery, and  has  so  passed.  Now,  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex  has  just 
presented    a  petition  requiring  that  the 

fmeral  practitioners  should  be  incorporated, 
have.  Sir,  given  my  most  anxious  con- 
sideration to  that  subject ;  and,  at  all 
events,  I  am  desirous  not  to  pledge  myself 
to  the  adoption  of  any  such  measure, 
till  the  profession  at  large  shall  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  very  im- 

r>rtant  alterations  made  in  the  Bill  which 
am  now  opening  to  the  House.  I  had 
proposed  to  repeal  the  Apothecaries'  Act, 
and  thereby,  for  the  purposes  of  medicine, 
to  leave  the  Apothecaries'  Company  to  act 
only  as  a  euiid  of  druggists.  1  have  now 
departed  from  that  intention,  and  I  do  not 
now  propose  to  repeal  the  Apothecaries' 
Act.  I  should  most  deeply  regret  the 
separation  of  the  general  practitioners  from 
the  College  of  Surgeons.  That  might  in 
some  degree  have  been  the  consequence  of 
the  measure  as  it  was  proposed  last  year ; 
but  I  think  that  eril  has  been  net  by 
the  proposition  that  no  one  shall  be  aUe 
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40  qualify  as  a  surgeon  without  having  pre. 
viously  become  a  licentiate  in  medicine.  I 
-will  not  now  anticipate  a  discus$ion 
on  the  new  charter  granted  to  the  Col- 
lege of  Surgeons:  that  there  are  defects 
in  it  1  am  fully  aware;  hut  when  I  in- 
Hoduoed,  for  the  first  time,  a  particular 
order  into  that  body,  which  existed  in 
overy  other  college  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  namely,  the  order  of  Fellows 
of  the  College,  it  was  necessary  that  I 
should  create  a  constituency  for  the  elec* 
tion  of  the  Council,  and  it  was  also  neces- 
sary that  this  constituency  should  in  the  first 
instance  be  nominated.  I  only  state  the 
difficulty  in  the  recent  change;  but  I  now 
hope  that  the  general  practitioners  and  the 
College  of  Surgeons  will  be  in  a  more  close 
and  honourable  connexion  than  at  any 
antecedent  period.  Now,  reserving  to  my- 
self the  right  of  advising  the  Crown  to 
grant  a  Charter  of  Incorporation  to  the 
general  practitioners,  and  stating  that  I 
shall  be  ready  to  give  tbat  advice  if  I  shall 
deem  it  desirable,  I  may  say,  that  I  am 
most  anxious  to  sustain  the  station  the 
honour,  and  the  attainments  of  the  general 
practitioners.  I  believe  them  to  be  one  of 
the  most  useful  bodies  of  men  in  this  coun- 
try* In  larsn  cities,  where  the  numbers 
are  great,  a  division  of  labour  is  not  only 
possible,  but  it  is  also  desirable,  for  it  leads 
to  increased  qualifications  and  greater  re- 
muneration J  in  great  cities  the  division  of 
the  profession  into  physician,  surgeon,  and 
general  practitioner,  arises  by  the  force  of 
circumstances ;  but  we  have  to  consider  the 
interest  of  the  community  at  large,  and  we 
know  that  the  great  body  of  the  rural  popu- 
lation must  loot  to  the  general  practitioner ; 
and  so  far  it  is  desirable  for  the  interests 
of  the  public  tbat  we  should  use  all  our 
power  to  uphold  the  character,  the  station, 
and  the  attainments  of  the  general  prac- 
titioner. These,  Sir,  are  my  decided  opi- 
nions; and,  entertaining  these  opinions,  I 
doubt  whether  we  should  be  doing  good, 
and  should  advance  the  honour  and  the 
character  of  the  general  practitioners,  by 
dissolving  the  connexion  between  them  and 
the  College  of  Surgeons,  and  by  giving  them 
an  institution  which  might beas  good  in  time 
as  the  College  of  Surgeons,  but  which  would 
be  wholly  new — a  College  of  General  Prac- 
titioners. I  am  anxious  that  the  altera- 
tions I  propose  should  tend  to  promote  the 
spirit  of  conciliation ;  and  I  am  ready  to  con- 
sult as  far  as  I  can  the  feelings  and  wishes 
of  tha  whole  body  of  general  practitioners. 
They  will  have  an  opportunity  of  consi- 
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dering  the  changes  I  have  made»  and  of  re« 
viewing  the  requisition  they  have  made  for 
a  new  Charter  of  Incorporation.  I  shall 
be  delighted  if  the  result  shall  be  that  they 
will  withdraw  that  requisition,  and,  as  a 
consequence,  form  a  close  alliance  with  the 
College  of  Surgeons — a  great  and  noble 
institution,  which,  with  all  its  defects,  has 
produced  some  of  the  most  eminent  and 
best  surgeons  in  Europe;  which  possesses, 
at  this  moment,  the  finest  museum  in  Eu« 
rope,  and  one  of  the  most  renowned  collec- 
tions in  physiology.  It  is  impossible  that 
such  a  connexion  can  carry  with  it  any  other 
effect  than  honour  and  distinction  to  the 
general  practitioner ;  and  I  cannot  anticipate 
any  new  arrangement  which  will  be  mora 
conducive  to  the  fair  fame,  the  character  and 
the  station  of  the  genend  practitioner.  I 
pass  on  now  to  another  alteration  I  propose 
in  the  Bill  of  last  Session.  It  was  an  ob« 
vious  error  to  provide  that  a  gentleman 
seeking  to  be  qualified  as  a  physician 
should  for  the  two  years  immediately  pre- 
ceding his  examination  at  the  College  of 
Physicians  have  resided  in  the  University* 
In  many  cases  this  would  be  found  a  great 
hindrance  to  attendance  on  Foreign  Uni- 
versities and  to  his  attainment  of  useful 
knowledge  by  various  studies  in  difieient 
quarters.  I  propose  to  change  the  necessity 
to  two  years'  residence  at  the  University 
afier  matriculation,  instead  of  two  years 
before  examination.  So  also  with  respect 
to  attendance  on  Foreign  Universities;  I 
think  upon  the  whole  it  is  expedient  to  pro- 
pose that  only  one  year's  residence  at  a 
Foreign  University  should  be  required,  if 
the  student  has  pursued  his  education  abroad. 
I  now  come  to  the  ^neral  constitution  of 
the  Council,  and  it  is  a  point  of  great  im- 
portance. If,  Sir,  I  fiUed  any  other  situa- 
tion than  that  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
hold,  I  should  perhaps  have  ventured  to 
propose  some  alteration  in  the  Bill  in  this 
respect.  It  is  my  opinion  that  it  would 
lead  to  far  greater  safety  if  there  were  left 
to  the  Executive  Government,  acting  on 
its  responsibility  in  Parliament,  the  power 
of  nominating  the  entiro  Council.  I 
think  there  are  evils  arising  from  the 
election  of  Members  by  the  general  me* 
dical  body,  which  would  thus  be  avoided  ; 
but  having  proposed  a  mixed  scheme  of 
nomination  and  of  election,  on  the  whole 
1  adhere  to  the  proposition  as  it  was  intro- 
duced in  the  Bill  of  last  Session.  Tbat 
point  may  still  be  open  for  discussion;  but 
1  beg  to  state  distinctly  that,  in  reserving 
to  the  Crown  the  nomination  of  six  Mem« 
2R 
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advice  I  may  give  to  the  Crown  wiU  be 
with  the  view  of  introdiuaag  into  the 
Council  a  portion  of  general  piactotioneri, 
and  a  portion  abo  of  country  piactotionaif. 

Upon  that  point  I  am  dear,  that  the  gene- 
ral practidoners  and  the  country  prwJto- 
tionen  have  a  right  to  be  rejire^mted  in 
the  Council.    There  wai  also  m  the  Bill 
of  last  year  an  omission  which  1  propose 
to  supply.    There  was  no  power  given  to 
the  Council  to  remove  a  person  froni  the 
register  in  case  of  any  iUgrant  misconduct. 
Ipropoee  now  to  invest  the  Counal  with 
powerto  mnove  from  the  register  all  par- 
Sea  who  maybe  convicted  in  aCourt  of 
Law  of  any   criminal  offence,  or  woo 
have  used  any  false  or  simulated  testimo- 
nials to  obtain  admission.    One  other  alter- 
ation I  propose  in  a  provision  of  the  JSiU, 
which  arose  from  a  misconception  on  my 
ptf  t  last  year.    I  proposed  to  give  the  Fa- 
culty  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  G  Us- 
mow  eaual  power  of  licensing  with  the  *a- 
oiity  of  PhysicUns  and  Surgeons  of  Edin- 
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the  candid  censMewtfinn  of  the  pw&sshm 
and  the  public  I  certainly  have  takena 
e^m  and  dispassionate  view  of  the  whole 
subject,  with  only  one  desire— 4o  psomete 
the  interests,  not  of  the  profession  only,  hot 
alio  of  the  puUic.  No  labour  I  have  be- 
stowed on  it  will  be  thrown  away  in  the  leai^ 

degree  if  that  object  shall  be  gained;  and! 
certainly  lay  this  Bill   in    iu  amended 
form  before  the  House   in  the  eoofideot 
hope  and  expectation   that  this    Semian 
will   not   close    without   some   measure 
receiving    the   sanction    of    Parliament 
which  shall  beUer  r^ulate  mediod  prac- 
tice   throughout    the   United    Kingdom. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  mov- 
bg  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  fior  r^gn- 
laUng  the  profession  of  phy  nc  and  surgeiy. 
Mr.fVakUy:  I  have  heard  with  verv  gfeat 
satisftbction  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  1  earnestly  hope  and  really 
believe  that  the  dificolties  which  beset  this 
subject   will  be  amicably  arranged  and 
Bnally  settled.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  shown  by  the  alterations  he  has 
proposed  that  he  is  most  anxious  to  eon< 


bursh      I  made  that  proposition  in  the    lider  every  matter  mooted  by  the  general 
belief  that  the  Facnlty  of  Physicians  and    practitioners  and  the  profeuion.  I  believe 
Surceons  in  Glasgow  had  in  the  four    •!.«  •:«.4«f  kAn  Hiiniliimttn  and  the  Govern* 
eountiea  adjacent  to  that  city  power  to 
lioense  practitioners  both  in  airgery  and 
aedicine ;  but  by  subsequent  information 
1  have  discovered  that  they  have  no  power 


to  grant  licenses  for  practising  medicine 
The  question  has  been  directly  raiseL 
before  a  Court  of  Law,  and  it  has 
been  determined  that  they  have  not 
fuch  power.  I  made  the  proposition  on  a 
false  conception  of  their  power,  and  on  the 
whole  I  think  it  better  to  withdrew  that 
provision,  and  to  give  the  sole  i»ower  of 
licensing  to  the  Colleges  of  Physicians  and 
Surgeons  in  Edinburgh.  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  any  other  change  proposed  in 
the  Bill,  which  I  have  omitted  to  state  to 


nave  pomtea  qul  xu^m^  mi»E»i««'«- ;- 

to  make,  which,  so  far  from  being  at  vari- 
ance with  any  of  the  objects  of  the  original 
measure,  are  quite  consistent  with  them, 
and  conducive  to  their  accomplishment  I 
have  endeavoured  to  meet  fairly  the  objec- 
tions of  the  great  body  of  medical  men  who 
have  canvassed  my  measure.  I  do  not 
complain  in  the  least  of  the  severity  of  cri- 
deism  to  which  it  was  subjected.  1  was 
only  anxious  to  avail  myself  of  the  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  which  that  criticism 
diacksed.    I  do  now  commit  the  Bill  to 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Govern* 
Dient  to  which  he  belongs  could  be  scarcely 
aware  of  the  difBcolties  by  which  this  sub- 
ject  Is  encompaased.    There  are  so  many 
various  interests,  so  many  laws  ^^i^tiog 
the  profession,  so  many  righta  conferred 
by  those  different  laws,  in  some  instances 
opposed  apparently  to  every  principle  of 
sense  and  reason,  that  more  difficulties 
were  in  fact  connected  with  this  subject 
than  almost  any  other  requiring  the  legis- 
lative interference  of  the  House,    Sir,  I 
must  ssy,  I  ;fclt  very  strongly  opposed  to 
the  other  Bill.    I  considered  some  por- 
tions of  it  most  oWectionable ;  but  I  do 
not  now  wish  to  rcftr  to  those  topics  of 
difference.  1  am  so  satisfied  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  from  the  alterations  he 
baa  proposed,  is  anxious  to  conciliate  all 
parties  in  the  profession,  and  to  listen  at- 
tentively and  deliberately  to  the  various 
suggestions  that  may  be  made,  that  I  have 
only  now  to  request  that  he  will  not  pro- 
pose the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  at  an 
early  period,  but  give  time  for  the  most 
mature  consideration  of  its  provisions  by 
the  profession.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  will  only  pnrsue  the  course  ha  hss 
taken,  he  will  receive,  I  can  assure  him* 
the  gratitude  of  one  of  the  roost  imporUnt 
bodies  of  men  to  be  found  in  this  cooauy* 
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8lr  X  Qralam  kftd  b«ard  with  salia- 
faotion  tha  tpeeeh  of  the  hoo.  Gentleman, 
who  bad  met  kis  propoeuion  in  a  ipirit  of 
fiahnneee  and  temper  thai  waa  perfectly 
■alitfactory.  He  eertainly  woold  not  pro* 
poee  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  until 
after  Baiter* 

Leave  giTeo* 

Sir  J.  Oraliam  moved  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  grant 
new  Charters  to  certain  Colleges  of  Pfay- 
sieians  and  Surgeons,  which,  he  said,  would 
serve  to  render  more  efficient  the  operation 
of  the  measure  he  had  just  now  obtained 
leave  to  introduce.  So  far  from  rendering 
these  bodies  more  close,  the  intended 
Charter  would  render  them  more  open. 
He  would  be  quite  ready  to  lay  on  the 
Table  copies  of  the  four  Charters  proposed 
to  be  granted  to  the  Colleges  of  rbysi- 
cians  in  London,  Dublin,  and  Edinburgh, 
and  to  the  College  of  Surgeons  in  Edin- 
burgh, and  then,  taking  them  in  con- 
nexion with  the  other  Bill,  the  House 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  judging  of 
the  entire  scheme. 
*  Leave  given. 

Both  Bills  were  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

ApPOINTU  BNT  OF  LORD  LUCAN.^     Mr. 

BeUmo  rose  in  pursuance  of  the  Motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice— 

''That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  a 
Return  of  any  Correspondence  which  tooH 
place  in  the  yeais  1842, 1843,  and  1844,  be- 
tween the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  and 
the  Barl  of  Luean,  relative  to  the  dismissal  of 
the  latter  from,  and  subsequent  restoration  to, 
the  Magistracy  i  also  for  a  Copy  of  the  Com* 
mission  appomting  the  said  Earl  of  Lucan 
lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  of  Mayo." 

The  noble  Lord  was  dismissed  from  the 

magistracy  not  more  than  two  years  ago, 

and,  presuming  the  circumstances  still  in 

foroe  which  led  to  that  dismissal,  that  no* 

thing  in  fact  had  occurred  to  better  his 

Lor&hip*s  case,  it  appeared  to  him  that 

the  recent  conduct  of  the  Government  to* 

wards  his  Lordship  must  be  wrong.    The 

House  had  recently  been  occupied  with 

omtten  of  great  public  interest,  and  the 

present  might  appear  but  of  comparatively 

smaU  consequence ;  but  ha  could  assure  the 

House  that  in  that  part  of  Ireland  where 

^e  events  to  whioh  he  was  about  to  call 

"sntion  had  ooeurred,  the  interest  ex- 

■d  was  quite  as  great  as  that  which  had 

'  attracted  to  great  public  questions 

The  House  uad  always  acted  with 


promptitude  on  all  occasioni  when  ohargeg 
wero  made  against  parties  holding  a  puUie 
office  in  this  country.  Very  recently  the 
conduct  of  a  magistrate  had  come  in  quea* 
tion.  and  twen^-four  hours  had  not 
elapsed  before  it  was  brought  under  the 
notice  of  that  House.  Thero  was  also  a 
case  last  year  in  which  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  a  county  was  concerned.  He  referred 
to  the  case  of  *'  The  Queen  and  Hum- 
phries V.  the  Duke  of  Marlborough/'  and 
this  case  was  immediately  referred  to  the 
cogniaance  of  the  Solicitor  General.  He 
hoped  the  same  promptitude  would  be 
shown  in  cases  of  a  similar  character  which 
related  to  public  men  in  Ireland^  and  he 
trusted  the  case  of  Lord  Lucan  would 
meet  with  similar  attention  to  that  which 
had  been  conferred  on  cases  to  which  he  had 
just  referred.  Previously  to  entering  upon 
Lord  Lucan's  case,  he  would  briery  refer 
to  another  matter  in  which  L^ird  Chan* 
cellor  Sugden  was  concerned,  and  he  waa 
bound  to  say  that  he  thought  the  learned 
Lord  in  the  affair  was  a  very  ill-used  in-* 
dividual.  He  beggad  to  be  allowed  to  say 
that  he  had  not  the  smallest  intention  of 
entering  upon  questions  of  Government 
policy-^1  he  wanted  to  show  was,  that 
tt  was  very  difficult  to  understand  the 
princifde  upon  which  appointments  were 
piade  in  Ireland.  He  would  just  glance 
at  the  dismiaptls  from  the  magutracy  that 
had  taken  place*  The  first  was  that  of 
Lord  Ffrench— 4t  was  difficult  to  under- 
stand the  principle  which  had  prompted 
dismissal  in  this  and  in  other  cases.  The 
subject  of  these  dismissals  had  already  un« 
dergone  discussion  in  both  Houses  of  Par« 
liament.  In  the  case  of  the  dismissal  of 
Lord  Lucan  the  same  course  was  adopted 
— the  subject  was  canvassed,  and  the  cause 
of  his  Lordship's  dismissal  was  made  pub« 
lie  He  trusted  that  the  grounds  on  which 
his  Lordship  had  been  reinstated  would 
also  appear  in  the  eorrespondenoe  which 
he  was  about  to  move  for.  With  regard 
to  the  noble  Lord  he  begged  to  say  he  had 
no  personal  knowledge  of  his  Lordship; 
he  bad  no  personal  motive  in  bringing  for«f 
ward  this  question*  The  only  feeling 
which  guided  him  was  the  desire  of  doing 
justice  to  the  puUic»  and  eeeing  that  jus- 
tice was  properly  administered  m  Ireland, 
He  had  no  intention  of  canvassing  the  pnn 
priety  of  the  dismissal  both  of  Liord  Lucan 
and  Mr.  O'Malley  from  the  magistracy. 
It  was  sufficient  for  his  purpose  that 
enough  appeared  on  Lord  Lucan's  own 
showmg  to  warrant  their  dismissals,  and 
2  R  2 
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this  rendered  him  quite  unable  to  compre- 
hend how  the  reinstatement  of  his  Lord- 
ship could  redound  to  the  credit  of  the 
Government     From  the  statements  which 
were  made  public  in  the  correspondence 
between   Lord   Chancellor    Sugden    and 
Lord  Lucan,  it  appeared  that   the  terms 
''blackguard"  and  '^miscreant"  had  been 
used  in  open  Court  by  Lord  Lucan  and 
Mr.  O'Malley  to  each  other.     After  the 
dismissals  had  taken  place,  he  found  that 
one  party  was  restored  to  the  magistracy, 
and  the  other  appointed  to  the  dignity  of 
head  of  the  magistracy  of  the   county. 
Now,  if  the  statement  of  Lord  Lucan  to 
the    Lord  Chancellor  was    correct,  then 
Mr.   O'Malley  ought  not  to  have  been 
restored;   and  if   Mr.    O'Malley's  state- 
ment   was    correct.   Lord   Lucan    ought 
not  to  have  been  placed  in   the  honour- 
able post  he  now  filled.     What  he  wished 
more    particularly  to   direct   the    atten- 
tion of   the    House  to    was  an    extract 
from  the  letter  written  to  Lord  Lucan  at 
the  request  of  Lord  Chancellor  Sugden. 
The  letter  was  to  the  efiect,  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  having  considered  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, had  come  to  the  painful  con- 
clusion that  two  magistrates,  on  the  nme 
Bench,  in  the  characters  of  prosecutor  and 
defendant,  had  used  language  towards  each 
other  which  could  not  be  Justified,  and 
which  exhibited  that  want  of  respect  to 
the  law  which,  unfortunately,  too  much 
prevailed— and  that  it  was  impossible  to 
have  due  respect  paid  to  the  Court  as  long 
as  they  were  privileged  to  sit  there  as  ma- 
gistrates.   It  would  appear   Lord  Lucan 
had   said,  that  from  certain  expressions 
used  by  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  that  he  could  not  be  persuaded 
that  the  act  of  Lord  Chancellor  Sugden 
had  received  the  approbation  of  that  noble 
Lord.    That  noble  Lord  was  known  to  be 
the  expositor  of  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  oppositei  and  he  recollected 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  stating  that  the 
conduct  of  that  noble  Lord  had  met  with 
his  entire  approbation.    The  conduct  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  been  approved  by 
Lord  Eliot,  by  Lord  Whamclifie,  and  also 
by  Lord  Lyndburst.   Notwithstanding  this, 
it  would  appear  that  this  very  same  Lord 
Lucan  had  been  appointed  to  preside  over 
the  Bench  of  magistrates  of   that  very 
county  from  which  two  years  previously 
he  had  been  dismissed,  and  who  was  con- 
sidered by  the  great  authorities  he  had 
mentioned  as  unfit  to  be  even  a  private 
member  of  the  magistiacy.  It  could  not  be 


said  that  the  Government  had  no  dioioe. 
They  might  have  selected  Lord  Sligo,  a 
Nobleman  who  had  taken  no  active  part  in 
politics,  but  had,  nevertheless,  taken  great 
interest  in  the  improvement  of  the  condi-> 
tion  of  his  tenantry.      There  were  also 
many  other  influential  noblemen  and  gen- 
tlemen in  the  county  from  amon^  whom 
they  might  have  selected  a  fit  and  proper 
person  to  fill  the  office.    The  present  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  said,  that  Ireland 
was  an  integral  part  of  the  Empire,  and 
was  to  be  legislated  for  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  Lancashire  or  Yorkshire — that  the 
conciliation  of  Ireland  was  necessary  in 
every  respect,  while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
Union  was  to  be  maintained,  the  Church 
upheld,  and  the  law  respected.  He  uttered 
the  words  that  the  law  was  to  be  respected 
at  the  very  moment  when  this  appoint- 
ment was  made,  as  if  in  complete  mockery 
of  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said.    Enact- 
ments were  of  little  use,  if  the  administnw 
tion  of  the  law  was  not  respected.     There 
was  a  great  difference  between  this  country 
and  Ireland  in  this  point.     It  was  not  that 
there  was  less  crime  in  this  country,  but  it 
was  that  there  was  here  no  sympathv  for 
the  evil-doer,  and  that  the  law  was  ndrly 
and  justly  administered  without  respect  tit 
persons.    The  result  of  the  appointment 
in  question  would  produce  a  contrary  im- 
pression in  Ireland.     Respect  for  the  law 
in  that  country  was  a  feeling  but  recently 
created.     Lord  Wellesley,  by  establishing 
Petty  Sessions,  and  Lord  Normanby,  by 
appointing  Stipendiary  Magistrates,  might 
be  said  to  have  called  the  feeling  of  re- 
spect for  the  law  into  existence.    He  could 
assure  the  House  that  this  was  a  matter  of 
grave  and  serious  importance.     It  was  of 
the  last  importance  that  the  unpaid  maffis* 
tracy  should  be  above  all  suspicion.     He 
had  no  further  observations  to  make ;  but 
he  could  not  help  stating  that  it  appeared 
from   Lord  Lucan*s  own  statement,  that 
for  two  years  previous  to  his  having  been 
dismissed  he  had  not  acted  as  a  magistrate* 
and  that  since  he  had  been  restored  he  had 
never  sat  on  the  Bench.     The  hon.  Men* 
her  concluded  by  submitting  his  Motion. 

Sir  T.  Fremantle  had  no  objection  to 
the  Papers  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Gentle., 
man.  It  was  perfectly  well  known  that 
the  noble  Lora  in  question  had  himself 
moved  for  them  in  another  place,  and  had 
given  notice  of  a  Motion  on  the  subject  of 
this  inqoiry.  The  hoo.  Member,  at  the 
commencement  of  his  apeech,  epdto  of  the 
jealoQsy  with  which  the  oondoct  of  nagia* 
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trates  was  regarded  in  this  country, 
and  proceeded  to  draw  an  invidious  com- 
parison between  tlie  course  taken  by  the 
Government  of  Ireland  in  this  respect, 
and  that  taken  by  the  Government  of 
this  country.  He  thought,  however,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  extremely 
unfortunate  in  the  instances  which  he 
adduced  in  support  of  his  assertion ;  be- 
cause, first  or  all,  he  adverted  to  the 
case  of  the  noble  Duke  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  county  of  Oxford,  and  stated 
that  when  certain  charges  had  been  made 
against  him,  he  proceeded  to  a  court  of 
justice,  and  vindicated  himself.  It  ap- 
peared, then,  that  Government  took  no 
notice  of  that  transaction,  but  left  the 
noble  Duke  to  vindicate  his  character  in  a 
eourt  of  justice.  It  appeared,  therefore, 
that  the  vigilance  exercised  on  the  part  of 
the  present  Government,  with  respect  to  the 
administration  of  justice  and  the  surveil. 
lance  of  the  magistracy  in  Ireland,  was  not 
worse  than  it  was  in  England.  That,  in 
fact,  a  similar  attention  was  paid  by  the 
Government  to  this  matter  in  both  coun- 
tries. So  much  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite seemed  to  admit.  But,  in  bringing 
forward  the  present  case,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  thought  it  necessary  to  go 
into  the  details  of  the  circumstances  and 
the  transactions  which  had  occurred  at 
Castlebar,  and  out  of  which  the  present 
matter  had  arisen ;  and,  indeed,  he  (Sir 
T.  Fremantle)  was  glad  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  abstain^  from  so  doing,  as 
it  relieved  him  also  from  the  necessity  of 
going  into  the  case.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  only  said  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  had  thought  it  necessary  to  dis- 
miss Lord  Lucan  from  the  magistracvi  and 
that  the  G#vemment  of  Irehind  had  sup- 
ported the  Lord  Chancellor  in  that  dis- 
mi^.  But  this  was  not  the  entire  case. 
The  question  had  been  argued  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  Members  of  the  Government 
in  that  House  had  there  stated  that  they 
shared  the  responsibility  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  in  the  course  he  had  pur- 
sued on  this  occasion.  Then  the  hon. 
Gentlemauj  having  assumed  that  it  was 
right  that  Lord  Lucan  should  be  dismissed 
from  the  niagistracy»  bad  also  jumped  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  highly  improper 
that  he  should  be  subsequently  raised  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  the  county.  In 
■tating  all  this*  however,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  had  entirely  passed  over  all 
(be  intervening  grounds  ana  circumstances 


which  induced  the  same  Lord  Chancellor 
who  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  dismiss 
Lord  Lucan,  to  conceive  it  likewise  his 
duty  to  reinstate  that  nobleman,  *Now, 
certainly  if  the  hon.  Member  opposite  bad 
thought  it  right  to  have  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor for  an  authority  in  support  of  the 
case  he  was  making  out,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, surely  it  was  open  to  him  (Sir  T. 
Fremantle),  to  claim  the  benefit  of  the 
same  high  authority.  He  was  prepared  to 
contend  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land was  perfectly  justified  in  reinstating 
Lord  Lucan  in  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace.  That  reinstatement  had  accordingly 
taken  place ;  and  he  was,  moreover,  pre- 
pared to  contend  that  what  had  occurred 
before  the  dismissal  might  be  very  fairly 
forgotten,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
stand  as  a  magistrate  in  as  fair  a  position  as 
he  bad  stood  before.  Was  it  to  be  contended 
for,  that  an  accidental  error  like  that  of 
which  Lord  Lucan  had  been  guilty,  the 
use  of  a  single  intemperate  or  hasty  word, 
under  circumstances  of  the  greatest  provo- 
cation, and  that  oftence  having  been  visited 
by  those  in  authority  with  the  highest 
punishment  which  such  an  offence  could 
receive — was  it  to  be  contended,  he  re- 
peated, that  such  an  offence  should  be  con- 
sidered a  bar  against  the  noble  Lord  for 
the  rest  of  his  natural  life ;  a  stigma  for 
ever,  and  that  it  should  prevent  him  from 
ever  after  acting  in  the  service  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty? The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  he  (Sir  T.  Fremantle)  had  spoken 
on  a  recent  occasion  of  conciliatiou  towards 
Ireland,  and  that  he  had  professed  his  dis- 
position to  assist  in  maintaining  and 
creating;  a  respect  for  the  law  in  that  coun- 
try. The  hon.  Gentleman  had,  moreover, 
gone  on  to  assert  that  the  acts  of  the 
Government  in  the  conduct  of  the  prose- 
cution of  the  case  against  Mr.  O'Conncll 
wore  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  state- 
ments which  he  (Sir  T.  Fremantle)  (had 
so  put  forth.  He  contended  that  such  war 
not  the  case.  The  Government  had  come 
forward  to  vindicate  the  law;  and  the 
sentence  they  had  passed  upon  the  noble 
Lord  now  in  question,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, was  also  calculated  to  vindicate 
the  law  and  purify  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
And  though  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
reinstated,  the  mere  circumstance  of  his 
dismissal  would  impress  on  the  minds  of 
the  magistracy  of  that  country, as  well  as  of 
the  people  generally,  the  determination  of 
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the  present  GoTernmeDt  to  preflerre  and 
secure  the  proper  administiatiOD  of  justice. 
From  the  commencement  of  the  proceed- 
ings on  [the  day  when  the  altercation  took 
place  between  Lord  Lucan  and  the  other 
party  concerned,  this  latter  individual,  by 
his  offensire  gesture  and  manner,  as  well 
as  by  his  language,  had  provoked  Lord 
Lucan  to  use    an   improper  expression. 
.Now,  when  a  discussion  had  occurred  in 
another  place  with  respect  to  this  matter, 
opinions  had  been  expressed  by  persons  not 
connected  with  the  Government,  to  the 
effect  that  the  sentence  passed  upon  that 
noble  Lord  had  been  too  severe,  and  dis- 
proportionate to  the  offence  of  which  he 
was  guilty.    It  had  been  admitted  that 
great  provocation  had  been  jgtven  to  Lord 
Lucan — provocation,  indeed,   sufficiently 
great  to  justify  what  had  passed.     Would 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  take  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Marquess  or  Clanricardef    The 
noble  Marquess  had  thought  the  offence 
was  not  such  as  to  merit  that,  the  greatest 
punishment  which  could  be  inflicted  for 
Its  commission.    Lord  Brougham  too  had 
said  that,  after  the  explanation  which  had 
been  given  of  the  case,  not  the  slighest 
stigma  rested  on  the  character  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  his  capacity  of  a  nobleman,  a  ma- 
gistrate, or  a  gentleman ;  and  Lord  Camp- 
bell had  observed  with   respect    to  the 
conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
that,  thouffh  he  did  not  agree  with  all  that 
distinguished  functionary's   acts,  yet  he 
did  in  most  of  them ;  and  he  could  not  but 
say  that  he  had  fellen  into  error  in  dismiss* 
in^  Lord  Lucan  from  the  magistracy.    The 
noble  Lord  had  been  reinstated  in  the  si- 
tuation he  had  formerly  held  before  his 
present  appointment,  and  no  imputation 
could  rest  upon  the  Government  on  that 
account- 
Mr.  M.  J.  CyCowntll  rote  to  express 
bis  sincere  regret  at  finding  that  the  pro- 
fessions of  kindly  feeling  and  conciliatory 
conduct    towards    Ireland,  which    were 
made  so  recently  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  T.  Fremantle)  on  the  hust- 
ings—professions which  were  still  fresh  in 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  people— *were  fol- 
lowed up  by  the  strange  practical  com- 
mentary  thev    had   witnessed  to-night. 
That  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  should 
(with  the  recollection  of  those  professions 
fresh  in  his  memory)  have  come  forward 
to  justify  the  extraordinary  conduct  of  the 
Government  was  to  him  astonishing.    He 
would  appeal  to  the  English  Members  pre- 


sent, whether,  if  an  English  magistrate 
had  been  dismissed  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  for  a  gross  insult  offered  in 
a  Court  of  Justice  to  another  magistrate 
(neither  of  them  certainly  acting  in  his 
capacity  as  a  magistrate  at  the  time),  and 
that  in  two  years  from  his  dismissal,  or 
even  less,  he  was  not  onlv  reinsuted,  but 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  whole  list  of 
magistracy  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  that 
county;  he  appealed  to  them,  would  any 
of  them  bear  that?— would  any  of  them 
bear  that  ?    He  asked  them  for  the  third 
time,    would    any  of  then  bear    that? 
[[Lord  Tngettre :  Hear,  hear  Q  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Staffordshire  thea 
stood  alone  in  that  feeling.    Was  there 
another  among  them  who  would  bear  it  f 
The  Irish  people  were  sometimes  accuaed 
of  over-sensitiveoesa;  but  with  such  acts 
passing  before  them — with  such  acts  oooa- 
mitted  within  their  daily  experience,  and 
justified  by  a  Government  professing  to 
be  wishful  to  rule  upon  principles  of  con« 
ciliation— could  they  wonder  that  the  Iriah 
were  occasionally  rather  more  aensitive 
than  they  found  convenient?     But  the 
right  hon.  Geotlenan  bad  talked  of  ma- 
gisterial delinquency,  watched  oier  with 
great  exactness  by  the  Goveiument  of 
Ireland.    He  (Mr.  M.  J.  O'Coanell)  sep- 
posed  that  he  was  one  of  the  delittqeeet 
magistrates  so  hinted  at.  Yet  he  bad  heU 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for  eight 
years,  and  he  had  been  dismined  horn  it 
under  circumstances  which  made  him  Isel 
that  dismissal  to  be  no  dishonoer.    He 
was  dismissed  for  no  miicondect  on  Ibe 
Bench,  but  simply  for  having  giten  ea« 
pression  to  his  political  feelings.    If  iie» 
lioqnents  in  politics  were  to  bewcaffefally 
watched,  and  delinquents  in  eoodaet  in 
Courts  of  Justice  were  not  only  to  be  for^ 
given,  but  within  a  short  time  to  be  pro* 
moted,  they  could  not  wonder  if  there  was 
no  great  eonfidence  entertained  by  the 
Irish  people  in  their  jostiee.  The  rigb^hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  that  the  bon.  Meau 
her  for  Louth  bad    assamed  the  Lofd 
Chancellor  to  be  right  in  his  dismiss^  of 
Lord  Lucan.  Assumed  it  I  Were  thsY  goiag 
back  from  their  defence  of  their  Colleegwe;, 
of  the  conduct  of  Lord  CbancelkMr  Sugdeo, 
when  he  stated  that  the  nagistrales  gniltj 
of  such  a  contempt  of  Court  u  that  in 
question,  ought  not  to  continue  in  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace,  and  that  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  renore  them  both* 
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The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken   of 
Lord  LacaD*8  apology  and  bis  re^et  for 
what  had  taken  place.    Was  it  since  his 
dismissal  that  these  expressions  of  apology 
and  regret  had  been  used  ?     In  the  cor- 
respondence produced  in  another  place. 
Lord  Lucan  stated  that  he  had  expressed 
bta  regret  for  what  had  occurred  before 
he  was  dismissed.     Had  he  made  any 
further  apology  since  ?    No,  none  that  he 
(Mr.  M.  J.  O'Conneil)  had  ever  beard  of. 
On  the  contrary,  had  he  not  said  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  10th  of  August 
last,  that  his  dismissal  was  the  greatest  in- 
justice,  an  injustice  which  could  not  be 
exceeded,  unless  by  the  re-appointment  of 
Mr. O'Malley  with  fiim?  Yet^  after  all,  they 
were  both  thus  restored  to  the  magistracy 
together.    That  speech  of  Lord  Lucan's 
was  a  violent  attack  upon  the  noble  Lord 
the  then  Irish  Secretary,  now  the  Earl  of 
St*  Germans.      Had    Government  now 
thrown  overboard  their  late  Colleague? 
Was  the  first  appearance  in  his  new  ca- 
paeity  of  the  right  boo.  Gentlemaa,  now 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  be  in  defence  of 
such  conduct  and  such  principles  as  these? 
He  would  be  allowed  to  refer  to  just  one 
point  more.    The  magisterial  acts  of  Lord 
Lucan  would  have  aflorded  just  cause  for 
bis  not  receiving  his  recent  promotion, 
but  he  would  call  attention  to  his  last 
public  appearance^    That  was  on  the  oc- 
casion of  his  having  refused  to  grant  a 
lease  for  building  ground  in  the  town  of 
Castlebar,  for  tie  purpose  of  erecting  a 
convent  for  an  establishment  of  the  Sisters 
of  Charity.    He  understood  the  sneer  of 
the  noUe  Lord  the  Member  for  Berkshire, 
when  be  mentioned  the  subject    It  was 
a  sneer  at  which  he  could  not  but  feel 
indignant,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  were  at- 
tacl^  to  th«  religion  he  professed,  such  a 
refusal  to  those  having  such  claims  to  what 
they  requested  ought  to  have  given  rise 
to  other  feelings  and  gestures.    But  to  re- 
turn.   Lord  Lttcan  refused  to  grant  the 
leaae  tm  a  eround  which  was  but   the 
aubteifnge  oi  a  bigot  afraid  to  avow  bis 
•eutimenta.    Ha  said  that  he  must  de- 
cline to  grant  it,  because  he  considered 
audi  estaUishments  to  be  by  statute  ille- 

e.  The  partiea  hi  commuDication  with 
Lordship  immediately  wrote  to  him  to 
asaore  him  that  he  was  in  error — ^that 
wader  the  Act  which  he  had  alluded  to, 
idthottgb  such  religious  societies  composed 
wf  flsaies  were  illegal,  yet  that  by  its  |iro- 
wiiioiit  fraiilu  idli|^ua  afttbfiahncota 


were  not  interfered  with.    He  then  wrote 
back  to  say  that  he  considered  the  spirit 
of  the  one  as  bad  as  that  of  the  other  ; 
and  that  though  he  bad  at  first  dwelt  oi| 
the  letter  of  the  law,  he  now  preferred  to 
act  upon  its  spirit ;  thus  bearing  the  full 
bigotry  of  his  refusal  to  the  Irish  people. 
He  told  the  Government  that,  )f  tney 
meant  their  words  to  be  anything  more 
than  mere  words — if  they  bad  any  inten* 
tion  to  carry  out  the  principles  of  concili- 
ation which  they  professed,  this  one  act 
should  have  made  them  pause  before  they 
proceeded  to  permit  this  man — the  ex- 
pression of  his  bigotry  still  fresh  from  his 
pen,  aud  that  expression,  too,  not  an 
honest  and  a  manly  one,   but  sneaking 
and  underhand,  anq  as  such  an  expres- 
sion which  even  those  who  agreed  with 
its  author  must  despise,  and  those  who 
did  not  agree  with  bim  must  bate — he 
told  the  Government  that  such  an  act, 
such  an  expression,  should  have  made 
them  pause  ere  they  permitted  such  a 
man   to  assume  the  head  of  the  magis- 
tracy.    It  was  all  very  well  to  talk  of 
their  intentions  towards  Ireland.    But  the 
opportunities  of  legislating  for  its  benefit 
which  they  would  have  would  be  but  few 
and  far  between ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
their  administrative  measures  came  into 
collision  with  the  people's  feelings  and 
wishes,  week  by  week,  and  day  by  day. 
It  would  be  of  no  avail  to  promise  bene- 
fits which  could  not  come  ofteoer  thau 
once  or  twice  a  year,  if  day  after  day  the 
Irish  people  were  to  be  galled  by  seeing 
men  of  this  class  promoted*~men  with  no 
fair  claim  on  the  confidence  of  Govern- 
ment, called  on  to  administer  more  an* 
noyance  to  their  feelings  in  months,  than 
years  of  legislation  could  do  away  with. 
They  should  know — however  low  might 
be  the  opinion  which  they  formed  of  Irish 
sense  or  Irish  intellect — that  his  country- 
men had  keenness  and  perception  enough 
to  judge  between  the  sort  of  movement 
going  on  now,  that  kind  of  vacillstioa 
dignified  by  the  name  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  Ireland,  making  one  fu- 
tile step  to  annoy  the  Orange  party,  and 
another  to  provoke  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Catholic  population.   They  had  acuienesa 
enough  to  distinguish  between  what  he 
had  described,  and  the  course  of  eren- 
handed  rectitude  — they  could  tell  the 
^acillatioo  of  indecision  from  the  steady 
poliey  which  true  justice  would  pursue. 
Mr.  r.  C.  iSMrA  (the  Attorney  Gaoerjt^ 
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for  Ireland)  said,  be  thought  it  was  de- 
sirable that  thecircumstaoces  under  which 
the  Earl  of  Lucan  had  been  dismissed  from 
the  magistracy  shoald  be  fully  known  to 
the  House,  The  noble  Earl  had  been  dis^ 
missed  from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  at 
the  latter  end  of  the  year  1842,  and  in  the 
course  of  the  Session  of  1 84  3  the  subject  had 
been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  And  what  had  been, 
then,  the  complaint  made  by  the  opponents 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  reference 
to  that  matter?  Their  complaint  had  been 
that  the  Go? ernment  had  acted  harshly  in 
dismissing  the  Earl  of  Lucan.  The  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde  had  made  a  complaint 
to  that  effect  in  the  strongest  terms ;  and 
Lord  Campbell  took  a  similar  view  of  the 
subject.  It  should  also  be  remembered 
that  the  Earl  of  Lucan  had  been  restored 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  towards  the 
end  of  the  year  1843;  and  yet  not  one 
word  complaining  of  that  restoration  had 
been  uttered  during  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament.  Lord  Campbell  had  even  taken 
occasion  to  say,  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
only  been  restored  to  a  position  from  which 
he  ought  never  to  have  been  removed.  It 
was  certainly  rather  strange  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  first  be  attacked  because 
they  had  dismissed  Lord  Lucan  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace,  and  that  they 
should  afterwards  have  been  attacked  for 
having  appointed  him  to  another  office.  It 
was  no  matter  what  the  Government  did, 
it  was  always  turned  into  a  ground  of  com- 
plaint. Now,  he  was  anxious  that  the 
English  people  should  understand  what 
these  appeals  to  them  really  were.  He 
was  not  aboutto  justify  Lord  Lucan's  con- 
duct ;  but  he  trusted  that  when  the  circum- 
stances under  which  he  was  placed,  and  the 
provocation  offered  to  him,  were  taken  into 
consideration — although  there  might  be 
some  hon.  Members  ready  to  cast  the  first 
stone — there  was  scarcely  one  among  them 
who  would  not  have  given  way  to  feelings 
of  irritation.  What  was  the  transaction  ? 
It  appeared,  that  two  years  previous  to 
the  transaction.  Lord  Lucan  removed  Mr. 
O'Malley  from  the  office  which  he  had 
held  under  his  Lordship's  father.  From 
that  time  Mr.  O'Malley  adopted  a  con- 
stant system  of  annoyance  towards  Lord 
Lucan,  manifestly  for  the  purpose  of  irri- 
tating him.  Among  other  things,  it  ap- 
peared, that  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
trespassing  on  his  estate  in  quest  of  game ; 
although  repeatedij  warned  to  deaiit.  On 


one  occasion,  he  spoke  to  his  Losdship't 
gamekeeper  in  the  most  ofiensive  terms  of 
Lord  Lucan,  and  this  was  the  origin  of  the 
case  at  the  Petty  Sessions.  On  that  oc- 
casion. Lord  Lucan  was  sitting  on  the 
Bench,  but  had  not  attended  with  the  view 
of  taking  any  part  in  the  proceedings,  and 
this  he  stated  on  the  authority  of  the  Mayo 
Telegraphy  a  newspaper  politically  opposed 
to  his  Lordship,  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
he  attended  at  the  Sessions,  in  companj 
with  his  land  agent,  Mr.  Ormsby,  and  four 
officers  of  the  47th  Regiment,  stationed  at 
Castlebar,  who  were  seated  between  Lord 
Lucan  and  the  Bench.  The  right  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  then  went  through 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  called  attention 
to  that  part  of  it  in  which  Mr.  O'Malley 
asked  Lord  Lucan  whether  he  was  there 
in  a  judicial  capacity,  and  upon  his  refusal 
to  answer,  stated  that  he  could  not  find 
language  sufficiently  strong  to  express  his 
contempt  for  his  Lordship,  and  that  his 
contempt  for  him  exceeded  his  contempt 
for  any  other  man.  Now,  he  asked  any 
hon.  Member  whether  such  language,  ad- 
dressed to  Lord  Lucan  in  open  Court,  in 
the  presence  of  four  military  gentlemen^ 
was  not  sufficient  to  excite  the  feelings  of 
any  man  ?  Was  no  allowance  to  be  made 
for  feeling  ?  He  felt  quite  certain,  at  all 
events,  that  the  people  of  England  would 
not  think  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  acted  wrongly  under  the  circum- 
stances, or  that  Lord  Lucan  was  disqnali* 
fied,  by  what  had  taken  place,  from  hold* 
ing  the  appointment  conferred  on  him. 

Mr.  Ron:  He  did  not  mean  to  de- 
fend Mr.  O'Malley's  conduct,  who,  no 
doubt,  acted  under  irritated  feeUngs. 
But  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  taken  a  brief  in  this  case  against 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  His  argument  went 
the  length  of  proving  the  Chancellor 
to  have  been  wrong  in  ever  removing 
Lord  Lucan.  How  did  that  square  with 
the  right  hon.  Secretary's  (Sir  T.  Fre- 
mantle's)  view  of  the  case,  who  insisted  on 
a  strange  infallibility  for  the  Chancellor, 
who,  he  said,  was  perfectly  right  not  only 
in  removing,  but  in  restoring  Lord  Lucan. 
The  doctrine  laid  down  in  that  debate 
struck  him  as  exceedingly  strange.  It  ap- 
peared that  magistrates  were  to  undergo  a 
species  of  rustication,  and  that,  like  youths 
at  our  universities,  they  were  to  be  sent 
away  for  a  time,  on  account  of  their  irra* 
gularities,  and  then  restored  to  their  dig- 
nity. That  wai  not  the  catw  with  politim 
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offencet,  Hen»  like  his  hon.FrieDd  (Mr.  M. 
J.O'CoDnell),ODeoftbemo8tUDinipeiBichable 
characters,  who  had  administered  justice 
to  the  perfect  satisfaction  of  their  country- 
men^  were  swept  away  in  scores  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace,  on  aoconnt  of 
the  honest  expression  of  a  political  opinion. 
This  was  gross  injastice.  He  was  sure  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  regard  the  present 
case  as  a  repetition  of  that  which  he  had 
brought  forward  last  year— namely  the 
case  of  Mr.  O'Driscoll. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  one  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday t  February  26, 1845. 

Ifivum.]  NBwMnamSwoBir^— ForCanwan(Eaitein 

DivUoii)»  wmiam  Henry  Pole  Cerew,  Eiq. 
Bills.    PvMc.— !*•  Juidoei  Clerki  and  Clerks  of  the 


PHmUIt^— !•'  B1aeklmm»  Bumler,  AoeriDgtoD,  and  Cdlne 
Exteniloa  RaUway  t  Cheater  and  Holyhead  Railway } 
Guildlbid,  ChidMler.and  Portimoath  Railway  i  Wake- 
Sdd.  PoBteftaet,  and  Ooole  Railway;  E«tem  COimtiei 
Railway  (Camlirid(B  and  Huntingdmi  Line);  Birming- 
baaa  and  Staflbrdahire  Gas  Light  Company  t  Taunton 
Oaa :  Birkenhead  (Company't)  Docks  t  Eastern  Counties 
Railway  (Ely  and  WhitUeaea  Deviation)  (  Deronport  Oas 
and  Coke  Company. 

PcTinoRa  PBMsirTiD.  By  Mr.  Plumptre,  from  Ronald- 
kirk,  against  flirther  Grant  ton  Edueation  (Ireland).— By 
Mr.  BiakemoK,  from  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Wells,  against 
Union  of  St.  Asqih  and  Bangor.— By  Sir  J.  Tndtope, 
from  Spalding,  tor  ReHef  from  Tazatian  (AgrioultuTe). 
—By  Lord  J.  Manneis,  from  Newark,  Mr.  PlumpCre, 
from  Ran^gste,  and  Mr.  Roebiiek,  from  Kin^  Lynn, 
against  Renewal  of  Property  Tu  Act.— By  Viseount 
Howick,  from  Ahiwick,  and  from  Oakham,  against  Medi- 
cal Pcaetioe  BiU ;  and  hy  Mr.  Nieholl,  from  Cardiff,  for 
Altnadon  of  same.— By  Mr.  Pfamiptre,  from  Margate, 
s«iimi  IncBMse  in  Military  Establishments.— By  Mr. 
Bailey,  from  Woroestar  Unk»,  fbr  Alteratioo  of  Paro- 
diial  SetUement  BUL— By  Mr.  Mocrtion,  from  Nairn,  fbr 
Altemlion  of  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act— By  Mr.  Plumptie, 
fltom  Maqate,  fiar  Alteration  of  Law  of  Pvomiseuous  In- 
tereoune^— From  Brough,  and  by  Earl  of  Arundel,  from 
Banwdl,  fbr  diminishing  Public  Houses.  —  By  Lord 
Ashley,  from  National  Tempeianoe  Society,  respeeUng 
Intempannee  of  RaUway  Labourers.— By  Mr.  Roebuck, 
fkom  Lambeth,  fbr  Rademptioo  of  Tolls  on  MetiopoUtan 
Bridges* 

Bishopric  of  Bath  and  Wells.] 
Mr.  CoUett  rose  to  put  the  questions  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
GoTemment,  of  which  he  gave  notice  yes- 
terday. The  first  question  was,  "  whether 
It  is  intended  to  appoint  another  Bishop 
of  Bath  and  Wells  during  the  life  of  the 
present  incumbent,  whose  duties  are  now 
and  have  for  some  time  past  been  per- 
formed by  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  T  In 
the  event  of  receiving  an  answer  in  the 
negative,  his  second  question  was,  '*  whe- 
ther at  the  death  of  the  present  Bishop  it 
is  ioteoded  to  appoint  another  Bishop  of 


Bath  and  Wells^  or  to  unite  that  diocese 
with  the  diocese  of  Salisborv  r" 

Sir  JR.  Peel  begged  to  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  very  distinct  notice  he 
had  given  him  as  to  his  questions,  which 
he  would  endeavour  to  answer  as  dis- 
tinctly. To  the  6rst  he  would  answer, 
that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Go- 
Ternroent  to  appoint  another  Bishop  to 
the  see  of  Bath  and  Wells  during  the  in- 
cumbency of  the  present  Bishop.  His 
answer  to  that  question,  therefore,  must 
be  decidedly  in  the  negative.  To  the 
second  question,  his  answer  was,  that  on 
the  decease  of  the  present  right  rev.  Pre- 
late it  would  be  the  duty  of  Government 
to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  appoint  another 
to  the  see  without  delay. 

Graveyards  in  the  Metropolis.] 
Sir  P,  Egerton  wished  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  to  some  very  shocking  circum- 
stances stated  ID  the  newspapers  of  that 
day,  as  having  come  out  in  evidence  be- 
fore one  of  the  police  magistrates.  It  was 
said,  that  in  a  crowded  churchyard  be- 
longing to  Clerkenwell,  it  was  the  custom 
to  inter  bodies  brought /or  burial,  but  this 
interment  was  only  pro  tempore ;  for  after 
a  few  days  they  were  disinterred^  chopped 
up  with  a  large  spade,  and^  being  thus  cut 
to  pieces,  were  burnt  in  the  bonehouse. 
He  was  sure  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  would  take  every  step 
in  his  power  to  put.an  end  to  a  practice 
so  disgusting  and  so  injurious  to  the 
health  of  the  locality  in  which  it  existed. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  that  up  to  the 
statement  just  made  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
he  had  never  heard  of  the  horrid  circum- 
stances which  he  referred  to.  He  cer- 
tainly should  feel  it  his  duty  to  make  in- 
quiries  on  the  subject,  though  he  thought 
there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  removing 
the  cause  of  the  evil. 

StiOAB  Duties.]  On  the  question 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be  read, 

Lord  /.  Russell  rose  and  said:  Sir,  I 
believe  the  House  cannot  but  feel  that  the 

Suestion  brought  forward  for  our  oonsi- 
eration  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  one  of  the 
greatest  importance,  both  in  a  commercial 
and  a  financial  point  of  view.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
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TreMury,  in  proposiiig  his  plan  to   the 
House,  laid  dowo  these  tiro  propositions  :— 
fifst^  that  it  was  desirable  and  necessary  to 
renew  the  Income  Tax  for  a  limited  pe» 
tied;  and^  secondly^  that  the  use  to  be 
made  of  the  surplus  revenue  thus  aoquired, 
or  at  least  a  part  of  ity  should  be  the  re- 
lief of  the  country  from  certain  taxei,  and 
to  the  benefit  of  trade  and  commerce. 
With  respect  to  the  first  of  these  proposi- 
tions, this  House  has  already,  by  a  great 
msjority,  agreed   to   the  renewal  of  the 
Income  Tax,  thereby  declaring  that,  if  the 
other  alterations  of  taxes  and  duties  about 
to  he  proposed  shall  appear  to  this  House 
to  be  the  best  that  could  be  proposed*  the 
House  has  no  objection  to  try  the  experi* 
ment  proposed  by  the  right  bon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty*s  Government. 
But  with  respect  to  the  second  proposi- 
tion, that  appears  to  me  to  be  one  of  such 
vast  importance,  as  to  require  a  second  and 
most  deliberate  consideration  ;  more  espe- 
cially with  respect  to  those  articles  which 
were  of  the  greatest  importance,  as  being 
articles  of  general  consumption.    The  first 
article  upon  which  the  Government  asks 
the  opinion  of  the  House  is  that  of  sugar ; 
and  It  would  appear  to  me-— although  it 
has  not  been  positively  so  stated — that  the 
views  of  the  Uovemment  are  to  endeavour 
to  make  such  an  alteration  as  will  place 
our  duties  upon  sugar  for  some  time  in  a 
condition  that  they  should  not  be  lightly 
altered.    If  that  b!e  the  proposition  <^  the 
Government,  this  House  ought  to  feel  that 
certain  conditions  are  necessary  to  be  com- 
plied with  in  the  plan  they  propose.    The 
first  condition  would  be  that  the  plan 
skouM  be  weeable  to  somd  principles; 
that  it  should  not  be  inconsistent  or  con- 
tradictery ;  and  should  not  take  from  the 
oDDSumer  a  greater  amount  of  tax  than  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
revenue.    Now,  Sir,  the  first  objection  1 
have  to  this  phw  is,  that  it  profssses  to 
keep  up  a  distinction  which  I  tliink  Is,  in 
fact,  impracticable  and  illusory — a  distinc- 
tion between  Foreign  freaJabour  and  Fo* 
reign  slave-labour  augar.    That  that  pro- 
ject ia  illusory  aeems  to  me  so  plain,  that 
if  it  were  not  that  the  plan  of  the  Govern, 
ment  contemplates  its  adbption,  I  ahooU 
hardly  attempt  to  detain  the  Hoaae  to 

Srove  ao  obvious  a  proposition.  When  we 
iscttssed  this  question  last  year,  certain 
anawers  were  made  to  the  proposal  which 
I  submitted  to  the  House"  -namdy^  that 
all  Foreign  sugars  should  pay  the  same 
duty.    I  on  the  present  occasion  think  it 


necessary  to  take  notice  of  those  answers. 
I  oonstdeied  this  distinction  betweeo  Fo- 
reign free-labour  grown  sugar  and  slave- 
labour  grown  sugar  illusory ;  because  in 
regard  to  other  artides  of  slave  prodnoe 
you  have  no  objection  to  admit  tben  into 
this  country.    You  take  oofibe,  tobaceo, 
and  cotton,  which  are  the  produce  of  slave 
labour,  as  readily  as  those  articles  triifch 
are  the  produce  ei  htt  labour.    It  was  an- 
swered that  jTOu  did  not  propose  to  inter- 
fere with  the  trade  in  thoee  artides,  nor  to 
disturb  the  system  of  commerce  vHiiefa  had 
been  so  long  established  ^  but  that  in  ce- 
spect  to  any  new  scheme,  the  distinction 
between  slave  labour  and  free  labour  ought 
to  be  kept  in  view.  But  this  answer  is  not 
agreeable  to  the  fiKt.     The  alterations 
made  in  the  duties  last  year,  and  tboae  al- 
terations fffoposed  to  be  made  in  the  ntWx 
sent  year,  in  respect  to  these  artides,  anew 
BO  distinction  between  slave  labour  and 
free  labour.    On  coflee  the  duty  was  in- 
duced firom  ScL  to  StL  equally  apoB  slasw- 
grown  coffee  and  free-kboor  cofl^.    Then 
with  regard  to  copper  ore^  you  have  |md- 
posed  next  year  to  adasit  Fordgn  copper 
ore,  the  produce  of  slave  labour,  five  of 
duty;  and  with  respect  to  cotton,  jou 
pcopose  to  take  off  the  eotirs  dotjr  this 
year.     Tou  do  not  propoae  to  make  any 
distinction  between  Uie  cotton  that  osoacs 
firom  the  States  of  America,  die  prsdoes  of 
slave  labour,  and  that  which  is  raised  in 
the  East  Indiss  and  elsewhere  b/  free 
labour.    On  the  eoatrary,  I  have  always 
found  that  those  who  are  the  giealest  op- 
ponents to  alavery,  and  who  are  the  nfailaa- 
thiepic  advocataa  of  finedosa  to  Che  Vwman 
race,  have  maintmned  the  principle  of  ad- 
mittiJBg  the  artidea  I  have  ^uat  awiitiofd 
upon  equal  tenaas  for  while  they  say  we 
cannot  exdude  altogether  the  pcodncts  of 
slave  labour,  yet  many  of  tnem  r^gmd 
with    dissatisfaction    the   encouragement 
which  is  given  to  shve-growa  €o£e  and 
ceitak    In  the  aext  plaoiu  it  was  argnad 
that  vou  did  not  in  practioe  enoonrs^ 
slave-Iabonr  sugar,  becanae  you  sdiass^ 
ted,  and  professed  to  sdmit,  the  aOfsr 
of  those  countries  which  was  the  prodnee 
of  free  labour.     But  if  this  distiaetisB 
of  the  two  growths  ooold  be  kent  Uf^ 
and  if  the  Custom   House   ngiuatioas 
were  so  accurately  observed  that  none  hot 
free-labour  sugar  should  be  adndttedt  yst 
even  then  you  would  do  nothing  more  than 

I'  this^-you  would  abstract  from  the  odier 
markets  of  the  world  a  osrtain  V"uititfef 
free-labour  sugar,  which  would  be  soppiid 
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hy  fllafie«»labour  sugar;  therefore  you  would 
be  as  much  enoouragiDg6la?e*]aboar  sugar 
as  if  yeu  were  to  admit  it  diiectly  into 
this  couBtry.  Tho  reply  to  this  argument 
was  certainly  of  a  rery  refined  nature,  but 
I  own  it  was  not  a  very  successful  reply. 
You  said  that  by  this  distinction  yon 
wooM  giro  to  the  free- labour  sugar  of 
Java  a  better  price  than  would  be  given 
for  slave-labour  sugar.  Now,  Sir,  1  can- 
not think  that  this  would  be  the  case. 
Let  tts  assume  that  the  produce  of  Foreign 
free-labour  sugar  is  67,000  tons,  and  that 
3rou  take  90,000  tons  of  this  for  your  con- 
sumption, this  will  reduce  the  quantity  to 
be  consumed  on  the  Continent.  Now, 
there  is  no  difference  made  in  the  duty  by 
the  Continental  States  between  sugar  the 
produce  of  ixee  labour^  and  tbat  which  is 
the  ptoduce  of  slave  labour;  the  proba* 
Ulity,  therefore,  would  be  that  these 
20,000  tons  which  you  abstracted  from 
the  markets  of  the  world  would  be  sup- 
plied by  C-uba  and  Brazils,  being  the  pro- 
duce of  slave  labour.  But  in  the  next  place 
there  is  this  difficulty » that  yon  cannot  con- 
fine your  consumption  to  free-labour  sugar. 
You  have  certain  treaties  with  Foreign 
countries,  the  produce  of  which  you  are 
bound  to  admit  upon  the  same  terms  as 
that  coming  from  the  most  favoured  na» 
tions.  You  therefore  cannot,  consistentl  v 
with  those  treaties,  exclude  sugar  which 
is  die  produce  of  those  countries.  There 
are  several  countries  which  come  within 
tills  category.  A  fact  has  recently  oc- 
enrred  showing  the  practical  operation  of 
your  law.  A  small  quantity  of  sugar  has 
been  admitted  into  this  country  from 
Venezuela,  owing  to  the  Treaty  existing 
between  England  and  that  State,  which 
sugar  was  the  produce  of  slave  labour.  I 
have  read  various  statements  in  regard  to 
this.  Some  saj  it  has  been  recognised  as 
sugar  importea  into  Venesuelafrom  Porto 
Rico,  others  from  Surinam,  and  others 
from  firacil;  but  all  are  agreed  that  it 
was  not  Veneauela  sugar,  but  sugar  which, 
by  some  fraud  or  other,  was  imported  into 
this  country  as  Venezuela  sugar.  But  this 
has  happened  so  early  that  it  has  preceded 
any  of^ those  importations  for  the  sake  of 
which  you  have  altered  your  law.  If  this  j 
be  the  case,  what  may  you  expect  if  for 
the  whole  next  ten  years,  for  instance,  you 
preserve  this  distinction  ?  What  can  you 
expect  but  this,  that  ingenious  persons 
wul  contrite  a  scheme  by  which  they  will 
evade  your  regulations;  and  that  sugar 
llw  pioduce  ef  Braail  and  Cuba  will  be 


sent  to  the  ports  of  Venezuela,  where  they 
may  find  a  Consul  not  suspicious,  and  a 
custom-house  open  to  bribery  ?    By  these 
means  they  will  constantly  evade  the  pro- 
visions you  have  made  for  the  exclusion 
of  the  produce  of  countries  raised  other- 
wise than  by  free  labour.     If  thb  be  tlie 
case,  I  submit  to  you  that  it  is  imprac- 
ticable to  keep  up  this  distinction.     You 
are  attempting  that  which  is  contrary  to  the 
nature  of  things ;  you  are  attempting  that 
which  you  cannot  follow  in  practice.    I  will 
not  say  there  is  any  hypocrisy  in  Uie  proposal, 
or  that  there  is  any  mock  humanity  in  it. 
I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any  such  imputa- 
tions; but  I  contend  that  giving  tou  as 
much  credit  for  your  good  intentions  aa 
you  yourselves  can  claim,  still  it  is  not  a 
plan  that  yon  can  carry  into  effect ;  it  is 
impossible  that  your  regulations  can  actu« 
ally  exclude  slave-labour  sugar.    So  long 
as  you  create  a  want  of  a  supply  of  sugar 
in  the  market  of  the  world,  it  is  immaterial 
to  them  whether  you  yourselves  purchase 
their  sugar  or  not.    All  that  they  ask  for 
is  a  market  for  their  produce,  and  when 
you  create  that  market  they  are  satisfied. 
Such  being  one  of  the  obvious  defects  of 
your  measure— defects  which  I  think  will, 
from  year  to  year— become  more  and  mors 
obvious  and  striking,  I  proceed  next  to 
what  I  consider  another  fault  in  the  mea« 
sure,  and  that  is,  that  it  rather  aggravates, 
than  otherwise,  the  protection  which  is  at 
present  given  to  the  Uolonies.  I  was  happy 
to  hear,  the  other  night,  the  jwindples  ci 
free  trade  admitted  by  all  who  spoka  on 
the  question,  except  by  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.    The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newark,  who 
so  lately  quitted  the  office  of  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  made  a  most  remark* 
able  admission  on  this  subject.    He  ad- 
mitted that  the  East  Indies  had  no  claim 
for  protection^he  admitted  that  nothing 
but  the  scarcity  of  labour  in  the  West 
India  Colonies,  resulting  from  the  Eman- 
cipation  Act,   could  form  a  ground  for 
protection  with  rapect  to  sugar.    This  is 
a  most  important  admission.    It  h  most 
important,  because  it  implies,  that  it  is  no 
reason,  because  sugar  is  the  produce  of  ovr 
Colonies,  that   any  protection  whatever 
should  be  extended  to  it.  [Mr.  OladHonet 
I  did  not  say  that  these  Colonies  had  no 
claim  for  protection.    What  I  said  was, 
that  thev  had  no  claim  to  a  greater  pro- 
tection than  lOs,  per  cwt]    Then  I  misun- 
derstood the  right  hon.   Gentleman.     I 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  Coloniea 
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had  no  daim  for  protection.  Howerer,  I 
will  take  it  as  be  states  it.  Be  it  ob- 
senredy  tbat  this  declaration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  they  bad  no  claim 
to  protection  beyond  lOs.  per  cwt.,  narrows 
the  question  of  protection  rery  consider- 
ably, because  a  protection  of  10s.  or 
10c.  6d,  per  cwt.  as  proposed^  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  not  required 
by  justice  with  respect  to  70^000  tons 
which  come  from  the  East  Indies,  neither 
is  it  required  with  respect  to  sugar  from 
the  Mauritius,  where  there  is  a  sufficiency 
of  labour.  Indeed,  so  ample  is  the  supply 
of  labour  said  to  be,  that  the  newspapers 
of  that  island  state  that  labourers  cannot 
get  sufficient  employment.  This  demand 
of  protection  to  the  amount  of  10^.  6d, 
does  not  apply  either  to  Barbadoes  or 
Antigua,  because  those  Colonies  hare  like- 
wise a  sufficiency  of  labour.  Then  the  de- 
mand of  protection  made  on  behalf  of  the 
West  Indies  amounts  only  to  a  claim  of 
protection  for  Jamaica,  Trinidad^  and 
bemerara.  Now  this,  I  must  say,  makes 
a  great  difference  in  the  case;  because 
you  are  proposing  an  equal  protection 
of  lOss  6(i  both  ror  those  who  may  in 
justice  demand  it,  and  for  a  great  many 
others  who  have  no  such  claim.  Ndw,  Sir, 
let  us  examine  the  protection  which  is 
thus  proposed.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  in  bringing  forward 
his  Motion  the  other  night— and  I  find  it 
impossible  not  to  refer  to  that  debate,  be* 
cause  it  is  almost  a  part  of  the  present 
question— my  hon.  Fnend  stated  on  that 
occasion  that  the  protection  given  amount- 
ed to  a  tax  of  about  2,300,000^  on  the 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom.  My 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
stated  that  it  was  a  protection  to  that 
amount,  and  at  the  same  time  he  said  that 
there  had  not  been  a  difference  of  above 
7««  6d,  in  the  price  of  Colonial  and  Foreign 
sugar.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ue 
Member  for  Newark,  to  whom  I  must  again 
allude,  said  that  there  was  an  erident  in- 
consistency in  these  arguments— >that«  if 
the  difference  was  no  more  than  that,  it 
was  impossible  that  the  protection  could 
now  be  I4«.  Now,  certainly,  when  I  heard 
that  declaration,  I  felt  impressed  with  the 
importance  of  it  as  coming  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
could  not  agree  in  its  iustice,and  I  will  state 
my  reasons  whv  I  think  it  was  fallacious. 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  proposes  is,  not  to  continue  the  pre- 
aeni  importatioQ  and  the  preient  dotyi 


but  a  new  importation  and  new  rates  of 
duty.    If  the  present  importation  were  to 
continue,  and  the  difference  of  price,  which 
was  20#.  and  275.,  we  might  say  that  there 
was  only  that  difference  in  price,  and  that 
with  the  present  rate  of  duty  there  was  no 
great  protection  proposed.    But  let  it  be 
observed,  that  the  protection  to  be  given 
is  on  a  consumption  of  250,000  tons  of 
sugar.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Robert  Peel)  assumes  that  the 
consumption  of  sugar  will  increase  from 
207,000  tons  to  250,000  tons;  and   the 
consequence  must  be,  that  until  this  Fo- 
reign sugar,  which  is  proposed  to  be  ad- 
mitted, comes  into  the  market,  the  West 
India  sugar  will  continue  to  rise  in  price. 
Therefore,  supposing  that  the  price  ^  of 
Foreign  sugar  is  now  at  2O5.,  and  you  im- 
pose on  it  (which,  according  to  the  propo- 
sition of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^  would 
amount  in  quantity  to  15,000  tons)  a  duty 
of  285.,  then  it  is  dear  that  Foreign  sugar 
cannot  come  into  the  market  at  a  less  price 
than  488.    Now,  supposing  that  the  price 
of  West  India  sugar  is  now,  as  it  was  a 
few  weeks  ago,  28^. ;  it  will,  then,  by  the 
addition  of  a  145.  duty»  be  raised  to  the 
price  of  42s,,  and  it  will  not  be  until  it  has 
risen  to  485.,  that  Foreign  sugar  can  be 
brought  into  the  market  to  compete  with 
West  India  sugar.    If  sugar  be,  therefore, 
at  the  price  which  it  was  a  few  weeks  ago« 
the  price  at  which  it  will  be  sold  will 
give  a  protection  of  145.  a  cwt.  to  West 
India  sugar.    I  think  it  is  most  necessary 
to  remark  this,  because  we  shall  obtain  l^ 
it  the  measure  of  advantage  which  is  given 
to  the  consumer,  and  the  loss  occasioned  to 
the  Revenue.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  either 
arithmetically  or  commercially  that  the 
proposition  can  be  controverted ;  namely, 
that  one  of  two  things  may  happen,  either 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  may  be  deceived  in  his  calculation  as 
to  the  amount  of  the  consumption  of  sugar, 
and  that  when  the  price  of  sugar  shall 
have  risen  to  305.  or  325.,  the  increase  of 
consumption  may  stop.    In  that  case,  Fo* 
reign  sugar  will  not  be  admitted  into  the 
market    None  of  these  Foreign  sugars 
will  come  in;  the  Revenue  will  not  answer 
to  the  calculations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  the  price  of  West  India  sugar 
will  not  rise  any  further.    But,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  we  are  to  suppose  that 
250,000  tons  of  sugar  will  be  the  consump- 
tion of  the  country,  and  that  this  alteratioii 
of  the  duty  is  made  out  of  that  350,000 
tons,  there  will  be  15^000  tons  of  Fore^n 
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•ugar^  charged  at  a  28^.  duty,  then  hythis 
iDcrease  of  consomption  there  must  be  a 
rise  in  the  price  of  V^est  India  sugar 
to  the  amount  of  34^.  And  what  is  the 
effect  of  this  reduced  duty  of  14^.  ?  The 
present  duty  is  25s.  2d.  If  you  reduce  that 
to  145.,  you  make  a  difference  of  11^.  2d,, 
but  you  do  not  gire  the  whole  benefit  of 
that  remission  to  the  consumers  in  this 
country.  I'he  effect  of  the  remission, 
as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  make  it  out, 
(and  there  have  been  a  variety  of  prices,) 
will  be  about  5s.  or  a  little  more  for  the 
benefit  of  the  consumers,  and  about  6s.  to 
the  West  India  planters  and  to  the  other 
colonists*  Others  have  calculated  differ- 
ently.  A  Gentleman  who  has  been  a  long 
while  engaged  in  this  trade^  has  said  that 
he  believes  the  reduction  will  give  6s.  to  the 
consumer,  and  about  5s,  to  the  planter.  But 
in  whichever  way  you  view  it,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  reduction  of  ll^.  2d.  will 
benefit  the  consumer  to  the  extent  only  of 
about  one-half,  and  the  other  half  wll  go  to 
the  exclusive  benefit  of  the  planter.  It  has 
been  most  truly  stated  by  Mr.  Deacon 
Hume  and  others,  that  this  is  neither 
more  nor  less  than  a  tax  upon  the  people 
of  this  country  to  the  extent  of  5s.  or  6s., 
for  the  sole  benefit  of  the  West  India 
planters.  It  is  as  if  you  were  to  make  the 
whole  of  the  duties  eqoal,  and  reduce  that 
duty  to  8f.,  and  then  pay  the  full  sum  so 
received  to  the  West  India  planters,  and 
not  one  farthing  into  the  Exchequer.  It 
is,  in  fact,  paying  no  less  a  sum  than 
1»100,000L  a  year  to  the  planters  out  of 
the  Exchequer.  It  is  at  present  a  tax 
divided  between  the  Exchequer  and  the 
West  India  planters,  one  part  of  it  going 
to  the  Revenue,  the  other  being  for  their 
benefit  But  then  it  is  said  that  you  must 
give  this  great  protection  on  account  of  the 
state  of  the  West  Indies,  and  the  abolition  of 
slavery.  I  could  not  vote  for  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Idember  for  Manchester  the  other 
night,  because  I  think  the  West  Indies  have 
a  very  considerable  claim  upon  us  owing 
to  the  recent  abolition  of  slavery.  I  think 
the  recent  abolition  of  that  mode  of  com- 

Eulsory  labour  makes  it  advisable  either  to 
ave  a  gradual  equalixation  of  duty,  or  to 
have  what  is  much  the  same  thing — a  pro« 
tecting  duty  for  a  short  time  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  planters.  But  let  us  observe 
what  is  the  state  of  the  West  Indies  in 
consequence  of  this  very  great  advantage 
given  to  them*  The  West  India  labourers 
have  had  the  advantage  of  a  gr^t  degree 
of  prosperity  ever  nnce  the  passing  of  the 


Act  of  Emancipation.  During  the  last 
year  that  state  of  prosperity  was  di- 
minished, in  so  far  as  wages  decreased, 
being,  I  believe,  not  more  than  Is.  a-day ,  or, 
at  the  must,  about  7s.  per  week.  Now,  how 
has  it  been  proposed  to  alter  this  state  of 
affairs?  What  has  taken  place  in  the 
West  Indies  has  been  this.-^There  have 
been  great  plans  for  immigration,  and  for 
the  admission  of  a  great  number  of  la- 
bourers into  the  West  Indies,  that  there 
might  be  a  sufficiency  of  labour  to  supply 
sugar  to  this  country.  But  the  way  in 
which  that  scheme  has  operated  has  neen 
this.  Taxes  have  been  imposed  under  this 
immigration  ordinance,  which  have  borne 
with  great  severity  on  the  labourers.  In 
proof  of  this,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter 
from  a  person  who  is  a  most  remarkable 
man,  who  took  an  active  part  in  the  Co« 
lonies  upon  the  subject  of  slavery,  and  who 
now  has  a  most  extraordinary  influence 
over  the  minds  of  a  great  part  of  the  po- 
pulation of  Jamaica.  The  person  to  whom 
I  allude  to  is  Mr.  Knibb,  the  Baptist  mis- 
sionary. This  letter  was  dated  December 
23,  1844.    Mr.  Knibb  says,— - 

"  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  a  labouring 
population  on  the  face  of  the  earth  who  have 
so  patiently  borne  a  reduction  of  wages  as  they 
have,  and  this,  too,  connected  with  an  in- 
creased price  of  provisions,  by  a  cruel  and 
abominable  tax  on  the  necessaries  of  life,  im. 
posed  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  raising  money 
to  increase  the  number  of  labourers,  and 
thereby  still  further  to  curtail  their  comforts, 
and  still  further  to  reduce  their  wagesJ' 

Now,  this  proves  that  the  plans  you  pro- 
pose, though  they  may  have  the  effect  of 
giving  so  large  an  amount  as  1,000,000/1 
or  upwards  to  the  planters,  will  not  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  the  comfort  or  hap- 
piness of  the  peasantrv  of  the  West  Indies. 
I  believe  that  the  aifmission  of  labourers 
from  Africa  to  the  West  Indies,  if  con« 
ducted  under  regulations,  and  allowed  to 
take  place  in  small  numbers,  would  be  for 
the  advantage  both  of  the  West  Indies  and 
of  Africa.  1  have  recorded  that  opinion, 
and  I  still  believe  both  that  the  civilisation 
of  Africa  would  be  promoted  by  persons 
0oing  from  Africa  to  the  West  Indies,  and 
that  the  general  prosperity  of  the  West 
Indies  woidd  be  improved  by  that  plan. 
But  I  own  I  look  with  very  great  dread 
to  the  scheme  proposed  for  takinff  a  great 
number  of  people  from  Africa  to  the  West 
Indies.  In  the  first  place^  I  should  beg 
the  House  to  look  back  to  the  period  of  the 
great  Act  of  Emancipatioo.    Seeing  the 
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right  hon*  GeDtleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  &r  the  Home  Department^  with 
whom  I  acted  in  the  Committee  which  pre- 
ceded that  Act»  iQ  his  place,  I  would  ask 
him  what,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  which 
made  that  great  Act  so  safe  aod  so  success* 
fill  an  ezpenraent  as  it  is  universally  al- 
lowed to  have  been,  so  far  as  the  peace  and 
happiness  of  the  people  of  the  West  Indies 
were  concerned;  but  that,  much  to  the 
credit  of  the  masters,  the  daves  of  that  day 
had  been  so  fiir  brought  into  a  state  of  clvi- 
lizatioD  that  when  the  Act  of  Emancipation 
took  place,  society  fell  into  its  natural 
order,  and  there  were  not  any  of  those 
outbreaks  or  riots,  or  disturbances,  that 
might  have  been  expected  from  the  sudden 
change  from  slavery  to  freedom.  But  be 
it  remembered  that  that  change  took  place 
a  very  oonsiderable  time,  nearly  thirty 
years,  after  the  Slave  Trade  had  ceased, 
whereby  the  people  of  the  West  Indies  had 
become,  to  a  great  degree,  a  civilised  com- 
munity, and  a  great  revolution  was  effected 
without  convulsion.  When  I  am  stating 
this,  I  am  aware  that  I  am  stating,  and  I 
am  very  glad  to  state,  what  is  highly  to  the 
credit  of  the  owners  of  the  slaves  of  the 
West  Indies.  But  if  you  are  now  to  intro- 
duce vast  numbers  ot  Africans  from  the 
shores  of  Africa,  if  you  are  to  take  them 
from  places  where  they  are  still  in  a  state 
oi  barbarism,  and  are  to  transplant  them 
bv  wholesale  to  the  West  Indies,  and  turn 
tnem  at  once  to  labour,  I  cannot  but  foresee 
that,  in  no  long  course  of  time,  you  will 
have  a  population  whom  it  will  be  very 
difficult  to  bring  into  that  state  of  civilisa- 
tion which  your  present  negro  population 
of  the  West  Indies  are  in.  And  yet  that  is 
the  attempt  you  are  now  making.  It  is 
an  attempt  which  I  hardly  think  will  suc- 
ceed ;  because  the  great  cost  of  carrying 
labourers  from  Africa  to  th^  West  Indies  is 
very  much  a^inst  it.  But  still  the  at* 
tempt  is  making  in  this  way,  by  making 
larffe  loans  in  Trinidad  and  Demerara, 
and  taxing  the  people— and  especially  tax- 
ing the  luimission  of  their  food — for  the 
purpose  of  raising  means  to  bring  great 
numbers  of  people  from  Africa  to  the  West 
Indies.  Any  law  which  you  may  pass 
in  this  country  which  has  a  great  tendency 
to  give  a  monopoly,  as  far  as  this  country 
is  concerned,  to  sugar  the  produce  of  the 
West  Indian  Colonies,  will  produce  a  dis- 
advantageous effect  upon  people  living  in 
the  West  Indies.  In  the  first  place,  it  will 
tend  to  the  oppression  and  disadvantage  of 
the  labouring  populfition  there.    I  state 


this  upon  the  authority  of  Mr. 
a  man  who  possesses  great  authority  amoof 
the  labouring  population  of  the  Weat 
Indies — a  man  of  most  remarkable  tjiJemt^ 
and  of  great  influence  and  power.  In  tibc 
next  place  I  think  it  would  endanger  tb« 
future  condition  of  the  West  India  Cbh^ 
nies,  making  it  doubtful  some  twenty  y 
hence — when  we  consider  the  imm 
numerical  superiority  of  the  Uack  popnlft* 
tion  over-the  white— whether  the  GohMiea 
may  not  become  the  aeene  of  some  noat 
frightful  convulsion.  And,  he  it  observed, 
all  this  is  done  to  keep  up  a  system  which 
is  quite  contrary  to  your  own  general  priii^^ 
ciples,  with  regard  to  free  trade;  and  it 
is  all  done  at  a  very  great  expense,  in  oadev 
to  produce  an  artificial  price  of  sugar  im 
this  country,  and  thereby  to  pronote»  m 
you  say,  the  prosperity  of  the  West  ladiea. 
I  contess  it  appears  to  me  that  the  rasult 
must  be  very  dangerous,  and  mMf  be  flital 
in  the  end  to  the  interests  of  those  you  are 
anxious  to  protect  But  when  GentlenMMi 
speak  of  the  additional  advantage  whadi 
this  system  of  protection  is  to  confer  on  the 
labourers  iu  toe  West  Indies,  let  them 
not  entirely  forget  that  there  an  aim 
labourers  in  ibis  country.  That  tkesa 
are  labourers  employed  in  agrieultuie» 
and  that  there  are  artisans  eiB|^oyed 
in  manufisctures,  who  also  requina  some 
little  consideration.  I  can  readily  con** 
ceive  that  a  sudden  and  immediate  redoes 
tion  of  all  duties  on  Foreign  produce,  as 
compared  with  the  produce  of  the  West 
Indies,  to  14f.  or  to  28$.,  alike  might  pro« 
duoe  such  an  immediate  disadvantage  to 
the  West  India  proprietor  as  to  cause  a 
great  shock ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
you  attempt  to  give  an  additional  advan« 
tage  to  the  planters,  you  will  put  off  to  a 
still  further  period  the  time  which  we  all 
hope  to  see  arrive,  when  the  principles  of 
free  trade  shall  be  universally  adopted.  I 
heard  the  other  night  an  bon.  Gentleman 
who  has  recently  become  a  Member  of  the 
Government  (Mr.  Cardwell)  state  that  the 
principles  of  free  trade  were  true  in  the 
abstract.  That  principle  I  believe  is  uni- 
versally admitted;  but  I  wish  to  see  the 
practical  application  of  those  principles 
with  regara  to  such  great  articles  of  con- 
sumption  as  those  which  we  are  now  called 
on  to  consider. .  I  now  eome  to  the  results 
which  the  righ then.  Baronet  stated  would 
ensue  from  his  proposition,  as  ftr  aa  the< 
finances  of  the  country  were  concerned* 
He  stated  that  the  result  would  be  an  io« 
crease  i|i  the. consumption  fr^m  907>()00. 
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to  SM»O00  lOM  of  6ii|$ar,  bal  that  by 
Ab  vtchiclioQ  of  duty  b0  shoQld  lose 
l^dOQflOOL  of  revenue^  Now,  it  appears 
to  no  thatf  without  any  iDJary  whatever 
to  the  West  India  Colonies,  the  whole  of 
that  aMount  of  revenue  might  be  saved. 
If  yott  were  to  have>  for  instance,  a  duty 
of  20t*  or  2ds.;  or  if,  reducing  the  duty 
very  largely^  yoa  were  to  have  a  very  small 
duty,  or  one  similar  to  that  proposed  by 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  of  10^.  or  12^.  on 
Cotonia)  produce,  and  a  duty  of  IBs.  or  20$. 
upon  Foreign  produce— yoa  would  not 
make  any  difference  in  the  present  rate  of 
prices  between  the  colonists  and  the  foreign 
producers ;  hot  you  would  preserve  a  very 
groat  part  of  your  income,  and  have  the 
means  of  making  other  experiments.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  proposed  this 
experiment  with  regard  to  sugar.  He 
wigbt  mske  that  experiment  with  regard 
to  Htgar,  and  he  might  preserve  the  whole 
of  the  revenue,  if  he  would  but  admit  all 
Foreign  sugar,  and  decrease  the  protection 
lie  proposes  to  give.  Suppose  the  price  of 
Foreign  sugar  to  be  20i.,  if  he  were  to  add 
a  doty  of  ^,  he  cannot  have  a  less  price 
than  46t.  If  you  were  to  have  a  very 
mudi  less  duty,  it  is  evident  that  the  con- 
sumer would  obtun  a  great  benefit,  and 
you  would  very  much  incresse  the  con- 
iomption  of  sugar.  It  is  rerr  doubtful 
as  you  now  stand,  whether  the  loss  of 
1,900,000/.  will  be  the  total  loss  the  Re- 
venuo  will  sustain.  Unless  consumption 
increase  at  the  rate  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man anticipates,  the  loss  to  the  Revenue 
will  be  1,800,000/.  or  1,900,000/.    Now 

Jou  could  save  that  revenue,  and  I  think 
have  shown  that  there  need  be  no  addi- 
tional price  to  the  consumer.  You  need 
not  make  the  conramer  pay  a  single  far* 
thing  more  for  sugar,  and  at  the  same  time 
you  might  preserve  the  whole  of  the  re- 
vonuo.  Now,  when  I  consider  the  various 
duties  which  press  hearily  on  the  consumer, 
which  might  be  lightened  if  you  had  but 
tliat  sum  to  spare  as  part  of  the  surplus, 
1  cannot  think  that  this  very  great  sacri- 
fice to  the  West  India  planters  is  at  all 
advisable.  There  are  various  duties  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  de- 
dared  his  disapprobation.  There  are  duties 
which  were  mentioned  when  the  Tariff 
was  discussed.  I  will  take  an  instance, 
dieese  and  butter.  When  these  duties 
were  mentioned,  it  was  said  that  the  duty 
was  30  percent.,  and  on  some  inferior 
descriptions  of  cheese  100  per  cdnt  i  and 
tjbo  rifht  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Pnesi- 


deat  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said  it  was 
impossible  to  look  to  maintaining  that 
duty.  That  duty*  was  absurdly  high* 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saia  it  was 
then  impossible  to  make  experiments  in  the 
Revenue,  for  they  had  no  surplus  to  deal 
with,  a  fact  which  none  could  deny.  But 
you  are  now  proposing  a  plan  which  will 
cause  a  diminution  of  revenue  of  3,330,000/. 
at  the  very  least ;  if,  therefore,  you  could 
keep  «up  this  duty  on  sugar  without 
making  the  consumer  pay  any  higher 
price,  I  think  this  is  the  opportunity  you 
ought  to  take  for  making  the  experiment* 
There  are  other  duties,  such  as  those  upon 
silk  and  brandy,  which  gave  rise  to  a  great 
deal  of  smuggling,  many  commodities 
coming  in  on  which  no  duty  was  paid; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
surplus  of  1,300,000/.,  the  experiment 
might  have  been  tried  whether  some  re« 
medy  might  not  have  been  afforded  for 
this  evil.  Looking  therefore  at  the  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  I  see  in  it  a 
needless  risk  of  revenue.  In  his  speech  on 
a  former  night,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  an  observation  of  mine,  that 
some  of  the  reductions  were  a  total  loss  ^  and 
the  righthon.  Gentleman  remarked  upon  my 
apparent  inconsequence  in  asserting  that 
tnough  there  might  be  a  total  loss  to  the 
Revenue  on  one  article,  there  might  be  a 
gain  upon  another.  I  was  of  course  aware 
of  this;  but,  when  considering  the  Revenue, 
it  is  not  to  be  for^tten  that  there  are  a 
good  many  commodities  on  which  the  du* 
ties  are  very  high,  without  a  corresponding 
benefit  to  the  Revenue.  If  there  were  no 
surplus  it  would  be  quite  just  for  a  finance 
Minister  to  say  *'  I  cannot  afford  to  risk 
the  eiperiment;"  but  when  there  is  a 
surplus,  that  seems  to  me  the  time  for 
makinff  the  experiment  I  have  recom- 
mended, viz.,  trying  whether  by  a  fair 
reduction  of  duty  the  whole  of  the  revenue 
could  not  be  regained.  What  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  been  doing  instead } 
He  was  making  this  distinction :  he  was 
imposing  a  duty  of  I4s.  on  the  productions 
of  our  own  Colonies,  including  the  Mauri- 
tius, where  there  was  plenty  of  labour, 
and  imposing  a  duty  of  28s.  upon  part  of 
the  Foreign  production  of  sugar  which 
was  allowed  to  be  introduced.  The  con^^ 
sequence  can  only  be  that,  while  he  lost 
more  than  lis.  on  every  cwt  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty,  great  part  of  that  11«.  was 
left  as  a  tax  upon  the  consumer,  for  the 
benefit  of  a  particular  interest  it  will  be 
a  question  hereafter  in  the  Committee, 
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whether  it  would  be  wiser  to  act  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  M. 
Gibsoo)  proposed  in  his  very  able  speech, 
bf  at  once  taking  away  all  protection,  or 
to  adopt  the  course  recommended  by  Lord 
Grennlle  and  Mr.  Huskisson,  that  the 
reduction  should  be  gradual,  so  as  by  de- 
grees to  adTanoe  to  the  final  adoption  of 
the  principles  of  free  trade.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Lord  J.  Russell)  obvious  that  the 
present  plan  of  the  Queen's  Government, 
while  it  did  not  give  adequate  benefit  to 
the  consumer,  preserved  an  illusory  dis- 
tinction between  slave-grown  and  free- 
labour  sugar,  and  risked  a  revenue,  not  for 
the  sake  of  the  Exchequer,  not  for  the 
sake  of  the  maintenance  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  but  to  favour  a  particular  class^ 
comprehending  only  a  small  portion  of  the 
people  either  of  this  country  or  of  the 
C!olonie8.  The  great  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion here  and  in  the  West  Indies  could 
only  be  sufierers  by  the  adoption  of  this 
partial  and  impracticable  measure.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment:— 

^  That  it  i«  the  opinion  of  this  House,  that 
the  plan  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  the  Su^r  Duties,  pro- 
fesses to  keep  up  a  distinction  between  Fo- 
reign free-labour  and  Foreign  slave-labour 
Suffar,  which  is  impracticable  and  illusory  ; 
and.  without  adequate  benefit  to  the  Consumer, 
tends  so  greatly  to  impair  the  Revenue  as  to 
render  the  removal  of  the  Income  and  Pro- 
perty Tax,  at  the  end  of  three  years,  extremely 
uncertain  and  improbable." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said : 
When  the  noble  Lord  first  gave  notice  of 
the  Motion  which  he  has  just  submitted  to 
the  House,  I  was  induced  to  think  that  it 
might  have  been  the  more  convenient 
course  to  have  entered  upon  the  discus- 
sion after  you.  Sir,  had  left  the  Chair. 
But,  having  heard  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  am  bound  to  say^  that  it  appears  to 
me  to  embrace  so  great  a  variety  of  topics, 
not  immediately  connected  with  the  Reso- 
lutions, as  to  make  it  a  subject  better 
fitted  for  general  debate  than  for  discus- 
sion in  Committee.  Feeling  confident 
in  the  justice  of  the  course  which  I 
am  here  to  advocate,  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  meet  the  noble  Lord  on  the  ffrouod 
which  he  himself  has  chosen ;  and  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  I  am  prepared  not 
only  to  meet  him  on  his  own  ground,  but 
also  to  imitate  him  in  the  tone  and  temper 
in  which  he  discussed  this  question,  con- 
sidering the  question  as  one  of  the  greatest 


interest  both  in  a  commercial  and  ^*~4al 
point  of  view.     I  shall   forbear  "M»HTig 
any  comment  on  the  particular  terms  of 
the  Resolution,  and  shall  come  at  onoe  to 
the  substantial  question  at  issue.      The 
noble  Lord  objects  to  the  proposition  of 
Government,  in  the  first  plaoe^  because  it 
is  not  conformable  to  sound  principles; 
and  he  states  thai  any  attempt  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  free-labour  sugar  and 
slave-labour  sugar  is  impolitic  and  illusory. 
The  noble  Lord  has  disclaimed  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  very  properly  disclaimed,  ail  par* 
cipation  in  those  imputations  of  bypocriay 
usually  urged  against  those  who  support 
the  views  of  Government ;  but  the  noUe 
Lord   has  repeated  to-night  most  of  the 
arguments  which  have  been  used  on  former 
occasions.    He  has  stated  that  he  can  see 
no  distinction  between  the  admiaoon  of 
slave-labour  sugar,  and  other  articles  the 
produce  of  slave  labour— «uch  as  cotton^ 
tobacco,  and  oofiee.    I  admit  that  there  ia 
this  common  to  all  those  products,  that  f^nh 
may  be  cultivated  by  slave  labour;  but  1  must 
repeat  what  has  over  and  over  again  been 
stated  in  this  House,  that  there  is  a  great 
distinction    between   the  su&riog  ooc»» 
sbned  to  the  slave,  and  the  encouragement 
given  to  the  Slave  Trade  by  the  appOcation 
of  slave  labour  to  the  cultivation  of  augar^ 
as  compared  with  the  suffering  or  the  en* 
couragement  caused  by  the  application  of 
slave  labour  to  the  cultivation  of  the  other 
commodities  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord. 
Often  have  we  been  told  in  this  House*  and 
too  truly,  of  the  waste  of  human  life  in 
sugar  plantations  cultivated  by  slave  labour, 
and  of  the  light  degree  of  labour  required 
in  cultivating  cotton,  coffee,  and  tobacco; 
and  it  is  not  to  be  denied,  for  it  is  matter 
of  fact,  that  in  recent  periods  the  importa- 
tion of  negroes  from  Africa  to  Braau  and 
Cuba  has  uot  taken  place  with  a  view  to 
the  cultivation  of  cotton  or  tobacco,  but 
for  the  express  purpose  of  that  cultivation 
which,  while  it  is  the  most  severe,  is  also 
the  most  profitable — the  cultivation  of  the 
sugar  cane.    There  cannot  be  a  stronger 
proof  of  this  than  the  intelligence  which 
we  receive  from  countries  in  which  this 
cultivation  is  carried  on.    I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  Report  addressed  by  our  Consul  in 
Braail  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  Foreign  Afiairs,  which  points  ottt 
practically  the  state  of  the  difibrent  plan- 
tations in  that  country,  of  ooflee,  cotton, 
and  sugar,  with  regard  to  the  labour  em- 
ployed.   He  says,— 

^'The  slaves  employed  on  aegar  csUiaas^ 
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average  one*third  Creoles  and  two-thirds 
Africans,  half  of  the  latter  being  contraband ; 
while  in  the  cotton  districts  the  Creoles  ave- 
rage four-fifths  and  the  Africans  (almost  all 
imported  prior  to  1831)  one-fifth.  Indeed, 
the  sugar  estates  being  all  situated  close  to  the 
coast,  as  you  advance  into  the  country,  it  is 
very  rare  to  meet  a  newly-imported  slave." 

With  the  view  of  facilitating  the  iotro* 
duction  of  slaves  into  the  country^  these 
sugar  plantations  were  «stablished  on  the 
coasts  where  the  slaves  could  be  most  easily 
landed  and  employed  at  the  greatest  profit. 
He  goes  on  to  say,— 

**  Estates  for  want  of  labourers  are  not  at 
present  half  cultivated,  profits  not  being  suffi- 
cient to  induce  them  to  add  largely  to  the 
number  of  their  slaves*  by  the  purchase  of  Afri- 
cans at  the  high  price  which  slave  traders  are 
obliged  to  demand ;  consequently  a  reduction 
of  duties,  by  raising  the  price  of  sugar  in  this 
market,  would  increase  the  profits  afibrded  by 
its  production  to  an  amount  which  would  in- 
cite the  planter  to  purchase  slaves  adequate  to 
the  working  of  his  engenho  to  the  full  extent  of 
its  capabilities,  and  roust,  by  causing  a  demand 
for  slave  labour,  such  as  would  enable  the  im- 
porter to  command  his  own  price,  give  an  im- 
petus to  the  trade,  which  it  is  to  be  feared  the 
utmost  exertions  of  lier  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  insufficient  to  counteract." 

We  see,  therefore,  from  this  extract,  which 
is  in  strict  conformity  with  the  intelligenoe 
we  receive  from  other  quarters,  that  the 
reason  why  slave  labour  is  required  in 
Brazil — and  it  is  the  same,  I  believe,  in 
Cuba-t~is  that  it  may  be  applied  to  the  cul- 
tivation of  sugar.  It  appears  that  the 
cultivation  of  sugar  is  the  inducement 
which,  in  that  country,  leads  to  an  exten- 
sive importation  of  slaves ;  and  that  where 
the  labour  is  applied  only  to  the  other  ar- 
ticles to  which  the  noble  Lord  referred,  in- 
citements to  the  Slave  Trade  are  not  created. 
I  will  say  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  if  we  have 
attempted  to  establish  any  distinction  be- 
tween free-labour  sugar  and  that  which  is 
the  produce  of  slave  labour,  it  is  because 
we  are  anxious  to  vindicate  and  carry  out 
those  principles  which  have  been  so  often 
and  strenuously  enunciated  by  the  people 
of  this  country — which  they  have  made 
such  sacrifices  to  uphold — which  have 
been  so  repeatedly  pressed  upon  Parlia- 
ment, and  by  Parliament  upon  the  Go- 
vernment— which  have  been  recognised  by 
the  Legislature,  and  enforced  by  treaties. 
This  nation  is  pledged  to  the  abolition 
of  the  Slave  Trade;  and  if  we  were  to 
adopt  principles  which  ^ve  a  direct  en- 
couragement to  it,  we  should  ourselves  be 
VOL.LXXVIL    {JSi} 


even  more  to  blame  than  those  who  carry 
on  that  trade.  The  noble  Lord  says  to  us, 
^'  How  futile  and  inoperative  will  be  this 
measure  which  you  propose ;  it  is  entirely 
incomplete  and  inefficient,  because  you  will 
introduce  from  Foreign  countries  sugar 
which  has  been  produced  by  slaves.*'  Now 
what  is  the  evidence  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self gives  of  the  efifect  of  this  measure,  ac- 
cording to  his  own  anticipations  of  the  re- 
sult }  The  noble  Lord  relies  on  the  im- 
portation of  sugar  which  ha  come  from 
Venezuela,  a  country  with  which  we  have 
a  treaty  containing  the  most-favoured-coun- 
try clause,  which  entitles  them  to  the  be. 
nefit  of  sending  in  their  sugar  on  the  same 
terms  as  any  other  most  favoured  country 
with  which  we  have  commercial  relations. 
The  imports  from  Venezuela,  then,  I  ad- 
mit, are  to  be  upon  the  same  footing  with 
those  of  any  pother  nation.  We  were  threat- 
ened last  year  with  two  evils,  first,  with  a 
fraudulent  importation  of  sugar  from  Vene- 
zuela; and  secondly,  that  sugar  grown  there 
and  cultivated  by  the  labour  of  slaves  would 
be  sent  to  this  country.  At  the  time  I  ad- 
mitted that,  although  it  was  not  consistent 
with  good  faith  to  prohibit  the  sugar  of 
Venezuela,'the  produce  of  slave  labour,  frt)m 
competing  in  this  market  with  that  which 
was  the  produce  of  free  labour;  I  also 
showed  that  the  circumstances  of  Venezuela 
were  such  as  to  allow  of  its  produce  being 
received  without  any  violation  of  the  spirit 
of  the  Emancipation  Act.  I  showed  that 
there  were  circumstances  connected  with 
that  country,  and  with  the  United  States 
of  America,  which  rendered  it  impossible 
that  any  so  large  amount  of  sugar  could  be 
had  from  either  country  as  to  be  at  variance 
with  the  principle  which  we  recommended 
and  adopted.  What  are  the  circumstances 
connected  with  Venezuela?  The  noble 
Lord  cannot  but  be  aware  that  in  Vene- 
zuela the  Slave  Trade  has  long  since  been 
abolished.  In  1822  they  passed  a  law  in 
that  country,  enacting,  that  every  man 
born  in  that  country,  subsequently  to  the 
year  1822,  should  be  a  free  man ;  every  in- 
dividual under  23  years  is  in  consequence 
at  present  a  free  man  in  that  country.  So 
that  as  we  progress  in  life,  as  each  suc- 
ceeding year  rolls  on,  we  are  certain  that 
indulgence  shown  to  that  State  in  the  en- 
couragement of  its  importations,  is  an  en- 
couragement given  to  the  production  of  sugar 
by  free  labour,  and  is  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  objects  we  have  in  view.  The 
noble  Lord  tells  us  that  the  exclusion  of 
sugar  from  the  Brazils  and  Cuba  tends 
2S 
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greatly  to  aggravate  the  protection  afforded 
to  the  Colonial  interests.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Manchester,  who 
spoke  the  other  night  on  this  subject, 
adopts  this  line  of  argument  too;  and 
if  there  be  any  truth  in  the  argument  of 
that  hon-  Member  it  goes  to  this — that 
v^hatevcr  was  the  amount  of  the  protecting 
duty  atibrded  to  the  produce  of  the  Colo- 
nies, by  so  much,  and  to  such  an  extent, 
was  a  burden  imposed  on  the  consumer  in 
this  country.  The  hon.  Member  in  his 
speech  made  no  distinction  between  free 
labour  and  slave  labour,  for  none  could  be 
made.  This  assertion  was  equally  true, 
whether  the  protection  afibrded  was  against 
the  free-labour  sugar  of  Java,  or  the  slave-* 
labour  sugar  of  the  Brazils.  There  is,  then, 
no  ground  for  supposing  that  this  burden, 
80  alleged  as  being  about  to  l)e  put  on  the 
consumers  in  tbis  country,  has  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  sugar  being  the  pro- 
duce of  free  labour  or  slave  labour.  But 
when  he  talks  of  the  burden  imjiosed  by 
this  plan,  I  differ  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London,  and  the  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  who  represents  Manchester.  If  we 
can  show  that  by  the  admission  of  free- 
labour  sugar,  taken  in  conjunction  with 
sugar  supplied  from  our  own  Colonies,  we 
can  liave  a  supply  beyond  even  our  aug- 
mented consumption ;  that  would  be  a  suf- 
ficient answer  to  the  argument.  Previously 
to  the  extinction  of  slavery,  there  were  no 
complaints  that  the  public  were  taxed  to 
the  amount  of  the  difference  of  price, 
although  the  protecting  duty  was  far  be- 
yond that  now  proposed.  And  why  was 
this  so  ?  Why  did  no  one  then  urge  an 
argument  like  this  ^  Because  the  supply 
was  greater  than  the  demand,  and  the  sup- 
ply and  not  the  differential  duty  must  have 
an  effect  on  price.  But,  1  say,  moreover, 
with  respect  to  the  admission  of  two 
distinct  articles  into  this  market,  that 
however  they  might  fluctuate  in  value 
for  a  time,  and  the  price  of  one 
might  be  more  or  less  than  that  of  the 
other  —  however  Foreign  sugar  might 
come  into  the  market  in  competition 
with  Colonial  produce,  both  would  soon 
find  their  level;  and  the  difference  of 
amount  between  the  duties  to  which  they 
are  respectively  subject,  would  not  be  the 
exact  measure  of  taxation.  U  by  any 
means  that  you  can  adopt,  you  are  able  to 
create  in  this  country  a  supply  beyond  the 
demand  of  the  country,  you  cannot  put  out 
of  your  view  the  relative  cheapness  pro- 
duced by  that  supply  when  you  calculate 


the  burden  of  a  difierential  duty.  No 
man  will  deny  but  that  that  duty  does  to 
a  degree  enhance  price,  and  is  a  sacrifice 
to  the  principles  upon  which  you  have 
been  professing  to  act.  It  is  a  duty  which 
the  consumer  sees  fit  to  pay,  for  the  ac- 
complishment of  a  purpose  towards  which 
the  public  made  great  exertion.  But  the 
argument  as  to  the  burden  of  these  protect- 
ing duties,  whatever  it  may  be,  applies  to 
the  noble  Lord's  view  of  the  case,  as  much 
as  it  does  to  that  of  the  Government  against 
which  the  noble  Lord's  oratory  has  been 
directed.  The  noble  Lord  refuses  to  vote 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  in 
his  proposition.  He  admits  that  the  Co- 
lonies are  entitled  to  some  protection. 
Last  year,  the  noble  Lord  thought  they 
were  deserving  of  a  protection  of  more  than 
lOf.  In  the  year  1841,  the  noble  Lord 
thought  the  protection  should  be  as  much 
as  12^.  And  with  this  consideration,  if  the 
noble  Lord  thinks  that  the  Colonial  grower 
of  sugar  b  entitled  to  protection  against 
the  Foreign  grower,  I  ask  him  how  timt 
plan  of  his  could  be  more  or  less  effectual  in 
taxing  the  consumer,  than  that  against  which 
he  has  directed  his  oratory  to-night  ?  I  have 
my  doubts  whether,  by  the  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  consumer  in  this  country 
would  derive  any  benefit,  or  that  reduction 
in  the  price  of  the  article  would  be  the  eon- 
sequence.  I  know  that  sugar  the  production 
of  slave  labour  can  be  raised  cheaper  than 
that  which  is  raised  by  free  labour.  I  know 
the  difficulty  and  expense  attending  on 
the  management  of  a  population  just 
freed  from  slavery,  and  the  repugnance 
which  such  classes  naturally  have  to  en- 
gage in  employment,  or  to  undertake 
hard  labour.  I  know  that  the  sugar  of 
Brazil  can  be  produced  at  much  less  ex- 
pense, in  consequence  of  these  circum- 
stances, than  that  which  can  be  produced 
in  the  West  Indies ;  and  if,  thereifore»  the 
sugar  of  Brazil  was  to  be  brought  into  com- 
petition with  that  of  the  West  Indies,  with 
a  less  protection,  the  effect  would  be,  in 
the  first  instance,  perhaps,  that  the  article 
would,  for  the  moment,  become  cheaper ; 
but  that  cheapness  would  be  soon  followed 
by  an  excessive  though  gradual  rise  in 
the  price.  We  know  that  in  our  own 
Colonies  a  great  number  of  estates  have 
been  thrown  out  of  productive  cultiva* 
tion ;  the  quantity  of  the  produce  of  the 
West  Indies,  which  used  to  be  about 
4,000,000  ewts.,  has  fallen  to  2,5<X),000; 
and  that  the  i»tock  to  meet  the  demand 
of  this  country  was  lessened  by  so  much  ; 
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lonial  interest,  we  cannot  make  such  a 
change  as  will  cause  a  material  reduc- 
tiou  in  prices  fur  the  henefit  of  the  pub- 
lic generally.  That  reduction  in  prices 
might  have  been  effected  by  either  of 
two  modes.  We  might  have  retained 
the  mode  hitherto  adopted  of  assessing  the 
duty  without  classification^  and  thus  mak- 
ing the  duty  equal  upon  all  classes  of 
sugar;  or  we  might  have  adopted  the 
proposal  which  we  now  submit  to  the 
House,  of  dividing  sugar  into  two  classes, 
and  imposing  a  lower  duty  upon  one  of 
those  classes  than  upon  the  other.  The 
latter  plan  appears  to  us  to  have  this  ad- 
vantage— that  it  will  enable  us  to  effect 
a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  inferior 
description  of  sugar,  which  is  principally 
consumed  by  the  lower  classes,  and  thus 
contribute  to  their  comfort,  and  to  the  di. 
minution  of  their  burdens.  I  believe  that 
by  the  alteration  of  duties  which  we  pro- 
pose— it  will  be  for  the  House  to  deter- 
mine whether  it  be  advisable  to  adopt  the 
proposal  or  not — the  price  of  the  sugar 
consumed  by  the  lower  classes  of  the  com- 
munity will  be  reduced  by  not  less  than 
i^d,  per  lb. ;  and  I  maintain  that  if  you 
were  to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  impose  a  duty  of  20*.  upon  Fo- 
reign sugar,  you  will  deprive  the  Revenue 
of  a  certain  amount  of  duty,  and  you  will 
have  no  chaqce  of  obtaining  an  equivalent 
for  the  reduction  of  duty  in  an  extended 
consumption  of  the  article.  We  have  had 
experience  in  the  years  1827  and  1828  of 
the  effect  of  reducing  the  duty  by  3s.  per 
cwt. ;  and  we  know  that  a  reduction  to 
that  amount  only  takes  money  out  of  the 
Treasury  without  affording  benefit  to  the 
consumer  or  to  the  planter;  for  it  goes 
principally  into  the  pockets  of  the  in- 
termediate dealers  in  the  article.  We 
have,  therefore,  thought  it  advisable  to 
make  a  reduction  so  extensive  that  it 
will  reach  the  lowest  cottage  in  the 
country ;  we  are  prepared  to  risk  an 
amount  of  revenue  which  I  admit  to  be 
considerable;  but  I  believe  it  will  ulti- 
mately be  repaid  to  the  country  by  the  in- 
creased comforts  of  our  population,  and  by 
the  increased  revenue  which  we  may  hope 
to  derive,  not  only  from  sugar,  but  from 
other  articles  which  enter  into  general 
consumption.  Tlie  noble  Lord  talked  of  a 
gradual  reduction  of  duty  as  a  substitute 
for  our  proposal.  Now  I  have  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  noble  Lord,  and  whenever  I 
differ  from  him  in  opinion,  I  am  inclined 
to  entertain  great  doubts  of  the  correctness 


of  the  conclusions  at  which  I  may  have 
arrived ;  but  I  must  say,  that  to  propose 
thai  wc  should  introduce  a  gradual  reduc- 
tion of  the  Sugar  Duties — that  we  should 
take  off^  3 J.  one  year,  and  3^.  more  another 
year,  and  thus  throw  the  whole  sugar  trade 
of  the  country  into  a  state  of  perpetual 
change  and  confusion — with  all  respect 
for  the  noble  Lord,  I  must  say,  that 
such  a  proposal  is  one  which  I  have 
heard  from  him  with  astonishment,  aud 
is  one  which  I  should  never  be  disposed 
to  recommend.  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
better  that  we  should  once  for  all  make 
such  an  alteration  of  duty  as  will  effec- 
tually reduce  prices  and  produce  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  I  believe  that  our 
proposal  will,  if  it  be  adopted,  be  attended 
with  those  results ;  and  it  is  on  my  belief 
that  a  large  reduction  will  greatly  increase 
consumption,  that  I  rely  for  the  recovery  of 
the  revenue  within  the  time  for  which  we 
wish  that  the  Income  Tax  should  be  re- 
newed. The  noble  Lord  at  the  end  of 
his  Resolution  attempts  to  captivate  popular 
support  by  stating,  that  if  those  reduc- 
tions of  duties  which  we  propose,  and  of 
which  the  reduction  of  the  Sugar  Duties 
is  one,  now  take  place,  there  is  no  chance 
that  the  Income  Tax  will  be  remitted  at 
the  expiration  of  three  years.  Now  I  wish 
to  address  the  House  with  perfect  frank- 
ness and  candour.  But  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  any  man,  whatever  may  be 
his  talents  or  ingenuity,  caii  by  any  pos- 
sibility say  with  certainty  what  may  be 
the  results,  commercial,  financial,  or  poli- 
tical, which  may  follow  from  any  measure 
at  a  distance  of  three  veans.  But  this  I 
say,  that  so  far  as  expeiience  goes  of  the 
elasticity  of  the  resources  of  this  country, 
and  of  the  power  which  it  possesses,  when 
relieved  from  burdens,  of  applying  increased 
energy  and  industry  to  the  extension  of  its 
commerce,  and  of  extending  its  consum^i- 
tion  of  those  articles  upon  which  duties 
still  remain, — I  say  that  so  far  as  expe- 
rience goes,  wc  have  reasons  to  calculate 
that  our  anticipations  of  the  results  of  the 
measures  which  we  now  propose  will  not 
be  disappointed.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
but  that  events  may  occur  which  will  de- 
feat the  best-considered  arrangements,  and 
produce  results  utterly  at  variance  from 
those  upon  which  men  have  calculated ; 
but  I  say  that  if  you  look  back  to  what 
has  occurred  before  in  this  country — if  you 
take  the  income  of  the  country  at  periods 
before  reductions  have  been  made  in  its 
taxation««and  if  you  take  the  income  at 
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Then^  supposing  the  first  cost  of  Java 
sugar  to  be  20^.,  by  addiug  the  amount 
of  duty — 23s.  4 J. — it  gives  a  total  price 
of  43s.  4d.  Then,  with  respect  to  West 
India  sugar,  the  average  Gazette  price 
of  that  article  is  29s.  7c/« ;  add  to  that 
the  duty  of  14s.,  the  total  is  4Ss,  Id.; 
and  that  calculation  only  shows  a  dif. 
ference  in  price  between  the  two  ar- 
ticles of  Zd.  This  would  make  it  little 
dearer  than  the  Java  ;  and  I  think  I 
have  taken  a  fair  average,  upon  the 
whole.  To  the  higher  classes  of  British 
sugar,  it  would  be  necessary  to  add  the 
higher  duty  of  16^.,  so  that  the  result 
would  generally  be  to  bring  them  to  the 
equality  which  I  have  stated.  The  noble 
Lord  in  the  course  of  his  speech  entered 
into  another  subject,  which  could  not  ex- 
actly be  considered  a  legitimate  portion  of 
this  debate.  It  was  a  matter  which  more  im- 
mediately concerned  the  Colonies  than  the 
direct  subject  of  this  discussion.  The  noble 
Lord  entered  into  a  glowing  description 
of  the  condition  of  the  people  in  those 
Colonies.  With  respect  particularly  to 
Jamaica,  the  noble  Lord  said  that  it  was 
proposed  to  tax  the  necessaries  of  life  in 
that  country,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
interest  on  a  loan,  for  the  introduction  of 
labourers  to  compete  with  those  in  the 
Colony.  Now  I  beg  to  say  that  the  Legis- 
lature of  Jamaica  did  not  add  to  the  burdens 
of  the  working  men,  in  order  to  carry  out 
their  objects.  In  this  the  noble  Lord 
has  stated  what  he  did  from  misinforma- 
tion. The  tax  alluded  to  has  been  placed 
on  the  exports  of  the  country,  and  is, 
therefore,  paid  by  those  proprietors  whose 
produce  constituted  those  exports.  This 
explanation  I  wish  at  once  to  make,  in  c(m- 
tradiction  to  the  statcmentof  thenobleLord, 
who,  of  course,  has  been  misled,  but  whose 
authority  would  give  great  andunjust  weight 
to  this  erroneous  impression,  if  allowed  to 
pass  unanswered.  The  noble  Lord  ^id 
that  the  House  ought  to  have  some  consi. 
deration  for  the  artisans  and  labourers  em- 
ployed in  the  Colonies,  as  well  as  for  the 
planters.  [[Lord  J.  Russell:  I  said  also 
tlic  artisans  at  home.^  I  beg  tlic  noble 
I^ord's  pardon.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  artisans,  whether  resi- 
dent in  the  West  Indies  or  in  this  country, 
are  entitled  to  every  indulgence  and  to 
every  remission  of  taxation  which  can 
safely  be  afforded  to  them.  But  I  am  sure 
that  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  the  well- 
judging  and  the  well- thinking  classes  of 
this  community  when    I  say  that   they 


would  not  be  willing  to  purchase  an  ex. 
emption  from  any  burden  by  the  sacrifice  of 
the  principles  upon  which  they  have  so  long 
acted.  I  think  I  have  said  enough  to  show 
the  House  that  if  we  consider  not  the  imme- 
diate and  transitory  gain  which  the  people  of 
this  country  might  derive  from  a  reduction 
in  the  price  of  sugar,  but  if  we  look  to  their 
permanent  interest,  even  as  respects  that 
particular  commodity,  we  shall  not  think 
it  advisable  to  expose  the  West  India  pro- 
prietors  to  an  overwhelming  competition 
by  the  introduction  of  Foreign  slave-grown 
sugar ;  nor  think  that  a  means  by  which 
we  can  advance  our  own  permanent  in- 
terests. The  noble  Lord,  in  dealing  with 
the  financial  part  of  the  question,  con- 
tended that  the  reduction  of  the  Sugar 
Duties  is  not  one  of  those  measures  of  re- 
duced taxation  which  we  ought  to  have 
introduced  upon  the  present  occasion.  [''No, 
no."]  1  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  there  were  other  articles  upon  which 
he  would  rather  have  recommended  a  re- 
duction of  taxation. 

Lord  J.  Russell:  What  I  stated  was 
that  we  might,  in  my  opinion,  make  a  re- 
duction in  the  Sugar  Duties  which  would 
have  produced  the  same  amount  of  revenue, 
and  would  have  been  of  the  same  ad- 
vantage to  the  consumer,  as  the  proposal 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  we 
might  thus  be  enabled  to  redbce  the  duties 
upon  other  articles.  Under  the  system 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  the 
benefit  of  the  reduction  will  go  in  a  great 
measure  to  the  planters. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
tinued :  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  amount  of  the  reduction  will  go  partly 
to  the  consumer  and  partly  to  the  planter. 
That  is  u  natural  result ;  but  as  the  noble 
Lord  agrees  with  me  that  it  is  advisable 
to  maintain  difierential  duties  for  the  be- 
nefit of  our  colonists,  I  do  not  know  how  he 
is  to  prevent  that  result.  When  we  resisted 
on  former  occasions  the  proposal  for  a  re- 
duction of  duties,  we  did  so  on  the  grounds 
that  as  we  were  to  draw  our  increased 
supplies  from  a  great  distance,  it  was  ad- 
visable that  we  should  give  timely  notice, 
and  not  make  that  alteration  at  a  time 
when  we  could  only  ho|)e  for  a  limited 
supply.  But  when  it  became  our  duty  to 
consider  in  the  present  year  whether  the 
Income  Tax  should  be  renewed  or  not,  we 
thought  it  indispensably  necessary  to  take 
into  our  consideration  this  article  of  sugar, 
with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether,  while 
we  guard  by  a  protective  duty  the  Co« 
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lonial  interest,  we  cannot  make  such  a 
change  as  will  cause  a  material  reduc- 
tion in  prices  for  the  benefit  of  the  pub- 
lic generally.  That  reduction  in  prices 
might  have  been  effected  by  either  of 
two  modes.  Wc  might  have  retained 
the  mode  hitherto  adopted  of  assessing  the 
duty  without  classification,  and  thus  mak- 
ing the  duty  equal  upon  all  classes  of 
sugar;  or  we  might  have  adopted  the 
proposal  which  we  now  submit  to  the 
House,  of  dividing  sugar  into  two  classes, 
and  imposing  a  lower  duty  upon  one  of 
those  classes  than  upon  the  other.  The 
latter  plan  appears  to  us  to  have  this  ad- 
vantage— that  it  will  enable  us  to  effect 
a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  inferior 
description  of  sugar,  which  is  principally 
consumed  by  the  lower  classes,  and  thus 
contribute  to  their  comfort,  and  to  the  di- 
minution of  their  burdens.  I  believe  that 
by  the  alteration  of  duties  which  we  pro- 
pose— it  will  be  for  the  House  to  deter- 
mine whether  it  be  advisable  to  adopt  the 
proposal  or  not — the  price  of  the  sugar 
consumed  by  the  lower  classes  of  the  com- 
munity will  be  reduced  by  not  less  than 
i^d.  per  lb. ;  and  I  maintain  that  if  you 
were  to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  impose  a  duty  of  QOs.  upon  Fo- 
reign sugar,  you  will  deprive  the  Revenue 
of  a  certain  amount  of  duty,  and  you  will 
have  no  chance  of  obtaining  an  equivalent 
for  the  reduction  of  duty  m  an  extended 
consumption  of  the  article.  We  have  had 
experience  in  the  years  1827  and  1828  of 
the  effect  of  reducing  the  duty  by  35.  per 
cwt. ;  and  we  know  that  a  reduction  to 
that  amount  only  takes  money  out  of  the 
Treasury  without  affording  benefit  to  the 
consumer  or  to  the  planter;  for  it  goes 
principally  into  the  pockets  of  the  in- 
termediate dealers  in  the  article.  We 
have,  therefore,  thought  it  advisable  to 
make  a  reduction  so  extensive  that  it 
will  reach  the  lowest  cottage  in  the 
country ;  we  arc  prepared  to  risk  an 
amount  of  revenue  which  I  admit  to  be 
considerable;  but  I  believe  it  will  ulti- 
mately be  repaid  to  the  country  by  the  in- 
creased comforts  of  our  population,  and  by 
the  increased  revenue  which  we  may  hope 
to  derive,  not  only  from  sugar,  but  from 
other  articles  which  enter  into  general 
consumption.  The  noble  Lord  talked  of  a 
gradual  reduction  of  duty  as  a  substitute 
for  our  proposal.  Now  I  have  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  noble  Lord,  and  whenever  I 
differ  from  him  in  opinion,  I  am  inclined 
to  entertain  great  doubts  of  the  correctness 


of  the  conclusions  at  which  I  may  have 
arrived ;  but  I  must  say,  that  to  propose 
thnl  wc  should  introduce  a  gradual  reduc- 
tion of  the  Sugar  Duties — that  we  should 
take  off^  Ss.  one  year,  and  Ss.  more  another 
year,  and  thus  throw  the  whole  sugar  trade 
of  the  country  into  a  state  of  perpetual 
change  and  confusion — with  all  respect 
for  the  noble  Lord,  I  must  say,  that 
such  a  proposal  is  one  which  I  have 
heard  from  him  with  astonishment,  and 
is  one  which  I  should  never  be  disposed 
to  recommend.  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
belter  that  we  should  once  for  all  make 
such  an  alteration  of  duty  as  will  effec- 
tually reduce  prices  and  produce  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  I  believe  that  our 
proposal  will,  if  it  be  adopted,  be  attended 
with  those  results ;  and  it  is  on  my  belief 
that  a  large  reduction  will  greatly  increase 
consumption,  that  I  rely  for  the  recovery  of 
the  revenue  within  the  time  for  which  we 
wish  that  the  Income  Tax  should  be  re- 
newed. The  noble  Lord  at  the  end  of 
his  Resolution  attempts  to  captivate  popular 
sup^xirt  by  stating,  that  if  those  reduc- 
tions of  duties  which  we  propose,  and  of 
which  the  reduction  of  the  Sugar  Duties 
is  one,  now  take  place,  there  is  no  chance 
that  the  Income  Tax  will  be  remitted  at 
the  expiration  of  three  years.  Now  I  wish 
to  address  the  House  with  perfect  frank- 
ness and  candour.  But  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  any  man,  whatever  may  be 
his  talents  or  ingenuity,  caii  by  any  pos- 
sibility say  with  certainty  what  may  be 
the  results,  commercial,  financial,  or  poli- 
tical, which  may  follow  from  any  measure 
at  a  distance  of  three  vears.  But  this  1 
say,  that  so  far  as  expeiience  goes  of  the 
elasticity  of  the  resources  of  this  country, 
and  of  the  power  which  it  possesses,  when 
relieved  from  burdens,  of  applying  increased 
energy  and  industry  to  the  extension  of  its 
commerce,  and  of  extending  its  consum^)- 
tion  of  those  articles  upon  which  duties 
still  remain, — I  say  that  so  far  as  expe- 
rience goes,  wc  have  reasons  to  calculate 
that  our  anticipations  of  the  results  of  the 
measures  which  we  now  propose  will  not 
be  disappointed.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
but  that  events  may  occur  which  will  de- 
feat the  best-considered  arrangements,  and 
produce  results  utterly  at  variance  from 
those  upon  which  men  have  calculated ; 
but  I  say  that  if  you  look  back  to  what 
has  occurred  before  in  this  country — if  you 
take  the  income  of  the  country  at  periods 
before  reductions  have  been  made  in  its 
taxation««-and  if  you  take  the  income  at 
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periods  subsequent  to  those  reductions^  you 
will  find  that  we  are  justified  in  our  anti- 
cipations of  the  beneficial  results  to  the  Re- 
venue from  reductions  in  duties,  provided 
they  be  judiciously  made.  I  stated  the  other 
night,  that  in  October  last  the  income  de- 
rived from  the  ordinary  sources  of  revenue 
was  precisely  of  the  same  amount  as  that 
which  we  received  before  the  Income  Tax 
had  been  imposed,  although  we  had  in  the 
meantime  repealed  no  less  than  1,600,000/. 
of  taxes.  You  would,  therefore,  now  be 
enabled  to  repeal  the  Income  Tax  if  you 
did  not  find  it  necessary  to  increase  your 
expenditure.  I  need  not,  however,  allude 
merely  to  occurrences  in  our  own  time,  for 
I  have  here  instances  for  many  years  of  an 
elasticity  in  our  Revenue  proportionate  to 
the  amount  of  relief  from  taxation  which 
we  have  granted  from  time  to  time.  I 
shall  mention  some  of  those  instances  to 
the  Mouse.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
read  the  following :— - 


In  1816,  the  ordinary  Revenue  was 
Taxes  repealed  that  year    •  • 

Revenue  after  deduction 
In  1819,  the  Revenue  was 

Being  an  increase  of 

In  lHf2,  the  Revenue  was 
Taxes  repealed 


In  1833,  the  Revenue  was 
Being  an  locrciae  of 


In  1823,  the  Revenue  was 
Taxca  zeiicaled  18!f3 
18if4 
1825 

182C 


In  1829,  the  Revenue  was 


£1,050,000 
1,700.000 
3i,G0O,O00 
1,900,000 


£51.575,920 
3,2tf(»,792 

48,345,128 
52,885,000 

£4,540,000 

£55,074,000 
2.159,000 

52,935,000 
53,100,000 

£165,000 

£53,100,000 


Being  an  i 


of 


11,250,000 

•11,850,000 
61,330,000 

£9,480,000 


Similar  results  followed  the  reduction  of 
taxation  ia  the  years  1830  and  1834.  in 
all  those  cases  a  new  impulse  was  given  to 
the  industry  of  the  country,  cither  by  the 
reduction  or  the  repeal  of  taxes ;  for,  let  it 
l)e  observed,  that  in  many  of  those  in- 
stances taxes  were  altogether  repealed.  Is 
itj  then,  inconsistent  with  sound  policy 
that  we  should  expect  that  recovery  of 
revenue  after  the  repeal  of  taxes  which 
we  have  seen  occur  before,  not  in  one 
or  two  instances^  but  in  a  variety  of  in- 
stances, and  that  when  the  period  shall 
have  arrived  to  which  it  is  proposed  to 
extend  tlie  Income  Tax,  we  may  be  en- 


abled, as  we  are  now  in  a  situation  to  do, 
to  leave  it  to  the  House  to  decide  whether 
that  tax  shall  be  abolished,  or  whether  it 
shall  be  continued  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling us  to  effect  other  reductions  of  duty? 
I  do  not  know  that  there  are  any  other 
topics  to  which  I  need  refer.  If  the  House 
is  prepared  to  abandon  that  principle  for 
which  it  has  so  long  contended,  of  endea- 
vouring to  impose  obstacles  in  the  w^  of 
the  continuance  of  the  Slave  Trade — if  the 
House  is  prepared  to  give  up  those  treaties 
into  which  we  have  entered  with  Spain, 
Portugal,  and  other  countries,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  an  end  to  that  trade — if 
the  House  is  prepared  to  adopt  such  a 
course,  well  and  good.  I  know  that  by 
abandoning  our  former  principles  we  may 
give  some  temporary  advantage  to  ihc 
consumers  of  sugar;  but,  if  we  are  to  main- 
tain the  character  we  have  heretofore  main- 
tained throughout  the  world — if  we  are  to 
have  it  believed  that  we  have,  upon  moral 
grounds,  contended  for  the  abolition  of 
slavery,  and  endeavoured  to  enforce  our 
views  upon  other  countricft-«I  say  that,  in 
that  case,  we  can  never  pursue^  with  re- 
spect to  the  article  of  sugar,  the  cultiva- 
tion of  which  is  the  principal  incitement  to 
slavery,  a  course  which  would  prove  that 
for  the  sake  of  cheapening  the  article  to 
our  own  coosumers,  we  are  ready  to  aban- 
don our  past  efforts,  and  to  open  scenes  of 
desolation  and  of  misery,  the  extent  of  which 
it  would  not  be  easy  for  man  to  €alculatc« 
And  do  not  let  the  noble  Lord  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  suppose  that  if  we 
pursue  what  I  deem  so  unworthy  a  course, 
the  country  will  continue  as  it  is  now, 
silent,  and  in  a  state  of  apparent  apathy 
upon  this  subject.  I  firmly  believe,  that  if 
the  effect  of  a  general  introduction  of  slave- 
grown  sugar  into  the  markets  of  this  coun- 
try should  be,  as  I  apprehend  it  would 
necessarily  be,  instrumental  in  increasing 
the  importation  of  slaves  from  Africa  to 
South  America,  and  if  the  slaves  should  be 
subject,  as  they  necessarily  would  be,  to 
greater  cruelties  than  oould  be  apprehended 
if  the  Slave  Trade  were  free  and  open,  I 
firmly  believe  that  the  accounts  we  should 
then  receive  of  the  miseries  of  those  wretched 
victims  during  their  passage,  and  of  the 
fate  that  awaited  them  on  reaching  their 
destination,  would  again  call  forth  Uie  ex- 
ertions of  benevolent  individuals  in  this 
country,  and  that  this  House  would  be 
compelled  by  the  unanimous  feeling  of  the 
British  public  to  repeal  its  own  enactments, 
and  to  adopt  a  course  of  policy  note  con* 


1261 


Sugar  Duties. 


{Feb.  26} 


Sitaar  Duties. 


1263 


forroable  to  the  dictates  of  true  wisdom  und 
humanity. 

Lord  John  Russell :  I  wish  to  correct  a 
misapprehension  into  which  1  find  1  have 
led  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  expressed 
myself;  perhaps,  very  imperfectly ;  but  I  cer- 
tainly never  intended  to  propose  that  tlic 
duty  should  be  reduced  25.  or  3.y.  one  year, 
and  2s.  or  3*.  the  year  following.  What  I 
proposed  was,  that  a  protective  duty  should 
be  levied  for  several  years,  but  that  as  oppor- 
tunities afterwards  occurred,  an  approxi- 
mation to  the  principle  of  a  free  trade 
should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Lahmichcre  said,  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Treasury  introduced  to  the  House  his  scries 
of  commercial  and  financial  measures,  he 
declared,  that  in  determining  the  course 
which  he  had  adopted,  no  fear  of  being 
taunted  with  change — no  seeming  incon- 
sistencies on  his  part,  should  prevent  him 
from  proposing  that  which,  upon  exj^e- 
rience  he  was  satisfied,  upon  the  whole, 
was  for  the  public  benefit.  He  was  far 
from  wishing  to  say  anything,  except  in 
approbation,  of  that  statement,  which  had 
been  exemplified  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposing  to  the  House  this  year 
the  unusual  course  of  repealing  certain 
important  duties  which  no  later  than  two 
years  ago  he  had  imposed ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would,  he  hoped,  excuse  him 
for  thinking  that,  if  he  had  acted  fully  and 
fairly  upon  that  declaration,  they  would 
not  have  seen  the  Sugar  Duties  proposed 
in  the  form  in  which  they  were  now  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  He  had  too  high  a 
respect  for  the  understanding  and  experi- 
ence of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  believe 
it.  That  which  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did 
not  fear  to  say  was  almost  the  universal 
condemnation  of  one  portion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  scheme — namely,  the  at- 
tempt to  draw  a  distinction  between  Fo- 
reign sugar,  the  produce  of  free  labour,  and 
that  which  was  produced  by  slaves — a  con- 
demnation shared  in  by  all  mercantile  men, 
by  the  public  in  general,  by  foreign  coun- 
tries— nay,  even  by  the  West  India  plant- 
ers themselves.  L"No,  no.*']  If  hon.  Gen- 
t]emcni|isputed  that,  he  thought  he  should 
be  able  To  prove  its  truth.  These  facts,  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  must  have  shaken 
the  opinion  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  before  entertained  upon  the  sub- 
ject; and  if  this  question  had  not  been 
connected  with  the  party  politics  of  that 
House,  and,  in  the  hand  of  the  noble 
Member  for  liverpool,  had  been  the  very 


weapon    by  which    the  late   Government 
fell,  the  right  hon.   Baronet  never  would 
have  proposed  to  enact  such  distinctions 
with   regard  to   the  Sugar  Duties.     The 
right  hoQ.    Gentleman   who  had  just  sat 
down   defended    this   part  of  the  scheme 
upon  one  ground   only  ;    ho  said  that  to 
adopt  any  other  course  would  be  to  give 
great  encouragement  to  slave  labour  and 
the  Slave  Trade  in  foreign  countries.     He 
believed  that  there  never  was  an  assertion 
made  more  utterly  destitute  of  foundation, 
and  in  support  of  which  it  was  impossible 
to  advance  any  sound  argument.  He  would 
take  the  very  arguments  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   had  used  upon  another 
part  of  this  subject,  and  apply  them  to  this 
question,  and  show  how  untenable  his  po- 
sition was.    What  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  in  talking  of  the  sugar  trade  in 
this  country,  when  our  Colonics  produced 
:i  surplus  beyond  what  was  required  for 
consumption  in  this  country,  as  to  the  effect 
which  it  would  produce  upon  the  price  of 
sugar  in  general  ?  Ho  said,  and  truly,  that 
all  protective  duties  under  those  circum- 
stances were  entirely  nugatory.  There  was 
a  surplus  of  sugar,  and  we  had  some  to 
spare  to  foreign  countries;  and  whether 
they  put  on  a  differential  duty  or  not,  it 
was  utterly  nugatory.     The  price  of  the 
sugar  which  we  could  not  consume  was, 
of  course,  governed  by  that  of  Foreign  su- 
gar;   and   the   differential   duties  were  a 
dead  letter  on  the  Statute  Book.     But  if 
this  was  true  with  regard  to  a  part  of  our 
Colonial  sugar,  under  those  circumstances^ 
was  it  not  equally  a  sound  argument  with 
regard  to  Foreign  free-labour  sugar  pro- 
duced at  the  present  moment  in  the  world  ^ 
What  were  the  statements  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  on  this  subject  ?    What  were 
their  calculations  ?     They  said  that  60,U00 
tons  of  free- labour  sugar  would  be  produced 
in  Java,  Manilla,  and  other  Eastern  coun- 
tries.    And  what  did  they  say  they  antici. 
pated,    under    the    present    plan,    would 
become   of   this?     That    we   should  take 
20,000  tons,   and  the  other  40,000  tons 
would  be  sent  to  the  general  markets  of 
the  world.     Of  course,  if  that  were  the 
case,  the  price  of  the  20,000  tons  which 
might  come  to  us  would  be  governed  by 
the  price  of  the  40,000  tons   that  were 
sent  abroaii,  and  any  efiect  which  our  le- 
gislation might  have  on  the  price  of  the 
20,000  tons,  would  equally  affect  the  40,000 
tons  which  would  go  to  Germany  and  else- 
where to  meet  the  sugar  of  Brazil  and 
Cuba.  '  Whatever,  he  repealed,  we  might 
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do  here  to  raise  the  price  of  the  20,000 
tons^  would  equally  affect  the  40^000  tons 
that  might  go  to  Germany,  and  would 
equally  affect  the  sugar  of  Brazil  and  Cuba ; 
and  ho,  therefore,  defied  the  wit  of  man 
to  deny,  as  far  as  prices  were  concerned, 
that  we  should  not  he  giving  the  same 
encouragement  to  slavery  by  this  measure 
of  the  Government,  as  we  should  be  if  we 
at  once  took  the  20,000  tons  from  the  ports 
of  the  Havanna,  taking  it  for  granted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really  thought 
by  his  scheme  that  he  should  exclude  Fo- 
reign slave-grown  sugar.  He  doubted 
whether  any  one  could  answer  for  the 
sugar  which  came  into  this  country  being 
the  produce  of  free  labour,  and  he  believed 
that  was  the  opinion  entertained  by  every 
person  who  had  turned  his  attention  to  the 
subject ;  and  he  stated  advisedly  that  the 
"West  Indies  were  full  of  suspicion  upon 
this  point.  As  to  the  cargo  of  Venezuela 
sugar  which  had  arrived  in  this  country,  it 
was  doubted  whether  it  was  not  the  pro- 
duce of  Surinam  or  Porto  Rico,  and  not  of 
Venezuela.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  show  that  any  palpable  and  real 
benefit  would  result  from  his  scheme,  well 
and  good ;  but  when  they  saw  how  ima- 
ginary and  illusory  was  the  idea  that  any 
discouragement  would  be  given  to  the 
slave  trade  at  all  under  this  system,  it  was 
a  matter  for  grave  consideration  whether 
they  would  not  create  much  positive  mis- 
chief by  introducing  increasing  fraud  and 
prevarication  in  the  mercantile  world,  upon 
a  question  of  this  description.  His  first 
and  great  objection  to  the  proposition  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  one  which,  if 
well  founded,  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to 
have  ^eat  weight.  It  was,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  likely  to  be  a  permanent  set- 
tlement of  the  question.  It  had  none  of 
the  elements  of  permanency.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  said,  ^'  Are 
you  to  be  every  year  shifting  your  duties 
u])on  such  an  article  as  sugar,  leaving  your 
trade,  and  all  the  great  interests  connected 
with  it,  in  a  state  of  utter  uncertainty  ?*' 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  it  would  be  no  slight  evil  to  be  con. 
stantly  shifting  and  changing  their  legisla- 
tion upon  questions  of  this  kind.  But 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  so  severe  upon  the  proposition  v/hich 
he  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  made  for  a 
gradual  alteration  of  the  Sugar  Du  vies,  and 
said  it  was  so  monstrous  a  thing  fov  a  Go- 
vernment onv  year  to  alter  the  Sugar  Du- 


ties, and  then  to  lead  people  to  suppose  t^t 
they  would  be  tampered  with  again  in  the 
next,  he  must  say  that  the  riglit  haa. 
Gentleman  displayed  a  degree  of  candour 
which  he  did  not  expect.  His  consciena; 
must  have  pricked  him  severely  to  bav? 
induced  him  so  strongly  to  censure  what 
he  had  himself  done.  Npthing  cxmJd  be 
more  unfortunate  for  the  merchants  of  this 
country  than  the  course  pursued  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year,  when  lie 
proposed  an  alteration  of  the  Sugar  Duties, 
and  at  the  same  time  held  language  wliich 
could  lead  no  person  to  doubt  that  be  in- 
tended this  year  to  propose  another  altera- 
tion. The  consequence  had  been  a  period 
of  peril  and  uncertainty  to  every  person 
connected  with  the  trade,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  a  warning  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  to  trifle  thus  in  future 
with  the  commerce  of  the  country.  He 
knew  that  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  could  not  be  permanent;  for,  if 
he  did  not  alter  the  law,  there  were  other 
circumstances  besides  legislation  by  whidi 
it  would  be  changed.  A  treaty  with  Bn^- 
zi\  or  Cuba  might  greatly  affect  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  arrangements.  He  said, 
therefore,  that  there  was  nothing  like  pcur- 
manency.in  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon* 
Baronet.  It  contained  all  the  elements  of 
uncertainty.  No  one  could  know  the  de- 
gree and  extent  of  fraud  that  would  take 
place.  Who  could  say  by  what  means 
merchants  and  planters  would  defeat  the 
enactments  of  this  Bill }  He  had  stated, 
that  he  believed  those  opinions  were  held 
by  the  West  Indians  themselves,  for  whose 
benefit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
was  proposing  this  anomalous  and  strange 
system  of  legislation.  He  could  not,  how* 
ever,  help  thinking  that,  although  the 
West  Indians  were  put  forward  as  the 
cause  of  the  proposed  scheme,  it  was  much 
more  to  be  attributed  to  the  unfortu- 
nate party  engagements  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  than  to  any  particular  care  for  the 
West  Indians.  His  own  opinion  was,  that 
they  had  no  belief  in  the  efficacy  of  the 
attempt  to  discriminate  between  slave- 
grown  and  free-labour  sugar;  in.  which 
opinion  he  was  borne  out  by  a  paragraph 
which  ho  had  read  in  a  morning  paper  of 
that  day,  extracted  from  a  Jamaica  journal. 
Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  read  the 
following  paragraph  :-^ 

<*The  admission  of  Venezuelan  sugar  into 
Great  Britain  at  the  rate  of  duty  upon  whidi 
sngar  the  produce  of  free  labour  countries  ii 
admifsiblei  has  caused  much  exeitemeot  among 
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the  agricultural  interests  in  this  island.  Fears 
are  entertained  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
admission  of  this  sugar,  the  products  of  Cuba 
and  Porto  Rico  will  find  their  way  through  the 
United  States  into  the  British  markets  at  the 
lowest  rate  of  duty.  A  meeting,  lo  memo- 
rialize Her  Majesty  and  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment on  this  subject,  has  been  held  in  St. 
Andrew,  and  it  is  supposed  that  similar  meet- 
ings will  be  held  in  every  other  parish  in  the 
island.  Better  far  that  the  sugar  question 
should  be  definitively  settled,  even  though  the 
worst  fears  of  the  planters  should  be  realized, 
than  this  constant  excitement,  which  begets 
nothing  but  doubt  and  disappointment^  should 
continue." 

These,  he  believed,  were  the  views,  faith- 
fully represented,  of  the  Jamaica  public  on 
this  question.  He  had  now  given  expres- 
sion to  the  vital  objection  which  he  had  to 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet;  and 
he  must  also  say  that  he  feared,  especially 
after  the  late  conduct  of  the  Government  on 
this  subject,  that  the  high  tone  assumed  as  to 
the  grounds  upon  which  this  distinctive 
course  was  pursued,  was  not  likely  to  raise 
the  opinion,  in  foreign  countries,  (which 
it  was  desirable  should  be  kept  high,)  of 
the  sincerity  of  this  country  as  to  the  dis- 
continuance of  the  Slave  Trade.  He  was 
afraid  when  they  saw  the  same  Minister  who 
so  lately  lowered  the  duties  on  coffee  in  fa- 
vour of  Brazil  and  Cuba— who  had  this  year 
altered  the  duties  on  Foreign  coffee  produced 
by  a  description  of  labour  infinitely  worse 
than  that  which  cultivated  the  sugar  cane— 
when  foreigners,  he  said,  observed  this,  they 
were  not  likely  to  believe  that  it  was  on 
any  sound  principle  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade  that  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  proposed.  The 
duty  on  Foreign  slave-grown  cotton  had 
been  very  properly  taken  off;  but  when 
these  things  were  considered,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  say  that  they  held  out  to  the  world 
the  prospect  of  consistent  leg^lation  on 
these  subjects.  With  regard  to  another 
point,  he  confessed  he  could  understand 
that  they  were  discouraging  the  Slave 
Trade  and  slave-grown  sugar  while  they 
were  completely  excluding  all  Foreign 
sugar  from  this  country ;  but  he  could  not 
see  how  they  were  doing  so  by  admitting 
Foreign  sugar  the  produce  of  free  labour, 
when  the  effect  of  that  would  be  to  raise 
the  price  of  slave-labour  Foreign  sugar. 
It  was  a  strong  sense  of  the  defects  of  this 
part  of  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman which  had  induced  him  to  address 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  subjecti  be  wovili,  there- 


fore, confine  himself  to  a  few  ohserva- 
tions.  He  agreed  in  the  latter  portion 
of  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London.  This,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  time  to  discuss  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  Property  Tax ;  but  he 
could  not  help  recollecting  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when  he  proposed 
the  tax  in  that  House— although  he  had 
held  that  language  much  more  faintly  on 
the  last  than  on  the  first  occasion — yet  he 
always  represented  the  tax  as  a  most  op- 
pressive one,  which  he  could  only  call 
upon  the  public  to  submit  to  under  extra- 
ordinary circumstances ;  and  he  desired,  he 
said,  to  give  the  public  and  Parliament  a 
fair  opportunity  of  deciding  whether  they 
would  continue  it  or  not.  He  confessed 
his  opinion  was,  that  being  the  case,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  to  have 
dealt  with  the  Timber  Duties  exactly  as  he 
did.  The  language  which  his  noble  friend 
had  applied  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
treatment  of  the  Sugar  Duties,  applied,  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  thought,  equally  to  the 
Timber  Duties^  namely,  that,  without  an 
adequate  benefit  to  the  consumer,  he  had 
thrown  away  one  of  the  great  sources  of 
revenue  to  this  country.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  deal  with  sugar  much 
on  the  same  principle.  Without  enterins 
into  any  nice  calculations,  he  was  afraid 
that,  as  a  measure  of  finance,  it  would  dis* 
appoint  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  At  any 
rate,  this  must  be  obvious,  namely,  that  he 
was  curtailing  one  of  the  great  sources  of 
the  revenue  of  this  country.  He  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend,  that  if  they  had 
given  less  protection  to  the  planter,  they 
would  have  given  all  the  advantage  to  the 
consumer,  with  a  less  defalcation  to  the 
Revenue.  By  the  course  proposed,  they 
gave  all  the  advantage  to  the  planters ;  and 
the  consumers  in  this  country  would  not 
only  hardly  obtain  any  advantages,  but  the 
probability  was,  that  such  would  be  the 
defalcation  in  the  Revenue  occasioned  by 
these  new  Sugar  Duties,  that  it  would  be 
found  necessary,  at  the  end  of  the  period 
named,  to  continue  the  Income  Tax.  He 
believed  that,  by  a  just  system  of  Sugar 
Duties,  the  Revenue  might  have  been  en* 
tirely  restored,  by  which  means  they  might 
have  got  rid  of  the  Property  Tax.  This 
would  have  been  a  just,  and  sound,  and 
legitimate  experiment,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
would  have  proved  highly  efficient.  If> 
however,  they  intended,  and  were  deter* 
mined  to  keep  up  a  high  differential  duty, 
and  not  to  look  to  the  oenefit  of  the  con^ 
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do  here  to  raise  the  price  of  the  20^000 
tons^  would  equally  affect  the  40^000  tons 
that  might  go  to  Germany,  and  would 
equally  aifect  the  sugar  of  Brazil  and  Cuba ; 
and  he,  therefore,  defied  the  wit  of  man 
to  deny,  as  far  as  prices  were  concerned, 
that  we  should  not  be  giving  the  same 
encouragement  to  slavery  by  this  measure 
of  the  Government,  as  we  should  be  if  we 
at  once  took  the  20,000  tons  from  the  ports 
of  the  Havanna,  taking  it  for  granted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really  thought 
by  his  scheme  that  he  should  exclude  Fo- 
reign slave-grown  sugar.  He  doubted 
whether  any  one  could  answer  for  the 
sugar  which  came  into  this  country  being 
the  produce  of  free  labour,  and  he  believed 
that  was  the  opinion  entertained  by  every 
person  who  had  turned  his  attention  to  the 
subject ;  and  he  stated  advisedly  that  the 
A  Vest  Indies  were  full  of  suspicion  upon 
this  point.  As  to  the  cargo  of  Venezuela 
sugar  which  had  arrived  in  this  country,  it 
was  doubted  whether  it  was  not  the  pro- 
duce of  Surinam  or  Porto  Rico,  and  not  of 
Venezuela.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  show  that  any  palpable  and  real 
benefit  would  result  from  his  scheme,  well 
and  good ;  but  when  they  saw  how  ima- 
ginary and  illusory  was  the  idea  that  any 
discouragement  would  be  given  to  the 
slave  trade  at  all  under  this  system,  it  was 
a  matter  for  grave  consideration  whether 
they  would  not  create  much  positive  mis« 
chief  by  introducing  increasing  fraud  and 
prevarication  in  the  mercantile  world,  upon 
a  question  of  this  description.  His  first 
and  great  objection  to  the  proposition  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  one  which,  if 
well  founded,  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to 
have  great  weight.  It  was,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  likely  to  be  a  permanent  set- 
tlement of  the  question.  It  had  none  of 
the  elements  of  permanency.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  said,  *'  Are 
you  to  be  every  year  shifting  your  duties 
upon  such  an  article  as  sugar,  leaving  your 
trade,  and  all  the  great  interests  connected 
with  it,  in  a  state  of  utter  uncertainty  ?*' 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  it  would  be  no  slight  evil  to  be  con. 
stantly  shifting  and  changing  their  legisla- 
tion upon  questious  of  this  kind.  But 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  so  severe  upon  the  proposition  which 
he  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  made  for  a 
gradual  alteration  of  the  Sugar  Du  'iei,  and 
said  it  was  so  monstrous  a  thing  fov  8  Go- 
vernment one  year  to  alter  the  Sugar  Du- 


ties, and  then  to  lead  people  to  suppose  that 
they  would  be  tampered  with  again  in  the 
next,  he  must  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  displayed  a  degree  of  candour 
which  he  did  not  expect.  His  conscience 
must  have  pricked  him  severely  to  have 
induced  him  so  strongly  to  censure  what 
he  had  himself  done.  Nqthing  could  be 
more  unfortunate  for  the  merchants  of  this 
country  than  the  course  pursued  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year,  when  he 
proposed  an  alteration  of  the  Sugar  Duties, 
and  at  the  same  time  held  language  which 
could  lead  no  person  to  doubt  that  he  in- 
tended this  year  to  propose  another  altera- 
tion. The  consequence  had  been  a  period 
of  peril  and  uncertainty  to  every  person 
connected  with  the  trade,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  a  warning  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  to  trifle  thus  in  future 
with  the  commerce  of  the  country.  He 
knew  that  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  could  not  be  permanent;  for}  if 
he  did  not  alter  the  law,  there  were  other 
circumstances  besides  legislation  by  which 
it  would  be  changed.  A  treaty  with  Bra- 
zil or  Cuba  might  greatly  affect  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  arrangements.  He  said, 
therefore,  that  there  was  nothing  like  per* 
manency.in  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  It  contained  all  the  elements  of 
uncertainty.  No  one  could  know  the  de- 
gree and  extent  of  fraud  that  would  take 
place.  Who  could  say  by  what  means 
merchants  and  planters  would  defeat  the 
enactments  of  this  Bill  ?  He  had  stated, 
that  he  believed  those  opinions  were  held 
by  the  West  Indians  themselves,  for  whose 
benefit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
was  proposing  this  anomalous  and  strange 
system  of  legislation.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, help  thinking  that,  although  the 
West  Indians  were  put  forward  as  the 
cause  of  the  proposed  scheme,  it  was  much 
more  to  be  attributed  to  the  unfortu- 
nate party  engagements  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  than  to  any  particular  care  for  the 
West  Indians.  His  own  opinion  was,  that 
they  had  no  belief  in  the  efficacy  of  the 
attempt  to  discriminate  between  slave- 
grown  and  free-labour  sugar;  in,  which 
opinion  he  was  borne  out  by  a  paragraph 
which  he  had  read  in  a  morning  paper  of 
that  day,  extracted  from  a  Jamaica  journal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  read  the 
following  paragraph  :^ 

<*The  admission  of  Venezuelan  sagar  into 
Great  Britain  at  the  rate  of  duty  upon  whidi 
sngar  the  produce  of  free  labour  countries  is 
admit sible,  has  caused  much  excitement  among 
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the  agricultural  interests  in  this  island.  Fears 
are  entertained  that,  in  consequence  of  tlie 
admission  of  this  sugar,  the  products  of  Cuba 
and  Porto  Rico  will  find  their  way  through  the 
United  States  into  the  British  markets  at  the 
lowest  rate  of  duty.  A  meeting,  to  memo- 
rialize Her  Majesty  and  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment on  this  subject,  has  been  held  in  St. 
Andrew,  and  it  is  supposed  that  similar  meet- 
ings will  be  held  in  every  other  parish  in  the 
island.  Better  far  that  the  sugar  question 
should  be  definitively  settled,  even  though  the 
worst  fears  of  the  planters  should  be  realized, 
than  this  constant  excitement^  which  begets 
nothing  but  doubt  and  disappointment,  should 
continue." 

These,  he  believed,  were  the  views,  faith- 
fully represented,  of  the  Jamaica  public  on 
this  question.  He  had  now  given  expres- 
sion to  the  vital  objection  which  he  had  to 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and 
he  must  also  say  that  he  feared,  especially 
after  the  late  conduct  of  the  Government  on 
this  subject,  that  the  high  tone  assumed  as  to 
the  grounds  upon  which  this  distinctive 
course  was  pursued,  was  not  likely  to  raise 
the  opinion,  in  foreign  countries,  (which 
it  was  desirable  should  be  kept  high,)  of 
the  sincerity  of  this  country  as  to  the  dis- 
continuance of  the  Slave  Trade.  He  was 
afraid  when  they  saw  the  same  Minister  who 
so  lately  lowered  the  duties  on  coffee  in  fa- 
vour of  Brazil  and  Cuba — who  had  this  year 
altered  the  duties  on  Foreign  coffee  produced 
by  a  description  of  labour  infinitely  worse 
than  that  which  cultivated  the  sugar  cane— 
when  foreigners,  he  said,  observed  this,  they 
were  not  hkelv  to  believe  that  it  was  on 
any  sound  principle  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade  that  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  proposed.  The 
duty  on  Foreign  slave-grown  cotton  had 
been  very  properly  taken  off;  but  when 
these  things  were  considered,  it  was  iropos* 
sible  to  say  that  they  held  out  to  the  world 
the  prospect  of  consistent  legislation  on 
these  subjects.  With  regard  to  another 
point,  he  confessed  he  could  understand 
that  they  were  discouraging  the  Slave 
Trade  and  slave-grown  sugar  while  they 
were  completely  excluding  all  Foreign 
sugar  from  this  country )  but  he  could  not 
see  how  they  were  doing  so  by  admitting 
Foreign  sugar  the  produce  of  free  labour, 
when  the  effect  of  that  would  be  to  raise 
the  price  of  slave-labour  Foreign  sugar. 
It  was  a  strong  sense  of  the  defects  of  this 
part  of  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman which  had  induced  him  to  address 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  sutgect,  be  would,  there* 


fore,  confine  himself  to  a  few  observa- 
tions.  He  agreed  in  the  latter  portion 
of  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London.  This,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  time  to  discuss  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  Property  Tax ;  but  he 
could  not  help  recollecting  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when  he  proposed 
the  tax  in  that  House— although  he  had 
held  that  language  much  more  faintly  on 
the  last  than  on  the  first  occasion — yet  he 
always  represented  the  tax  as  a  most  op- 
pressive one,  which  he  could  only  call 
upon  the  public  to  submit  to  under  extra* 
ordinary  circumstances ;  and  he  desired,  he 
said,  to  give  the  public  and  Parliament  a 
fair  opportunity  of  deciding  whether  they 
would  continue  it  or  not.  He  confessed 
his  opinion  was,  that  being  the  case,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  to  have 
dealt  with  the  Timber  Duties  exactly  as  he 
did.  The  language  which  his  noble  friend 
had  applied  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
treatment  of  the  Sugar  Duties,  applied,  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  thought,  equally  to  the 
Timber  Duties,  namely,  that,  without  an 
adequate  benefit  to  the  consumer,  he  had 
thrown  away  one  of  the  great  sources  of 
revenue  to  this  country.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  deal  with  sugar  much 
on  the  same  principle.  Without  enterins 
into  any  nice  calculations,  he  was  afraid 
that,  as  a  measure  of  finance,  it  would  dis* 
appoint  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  At  any 
rate,  this  must  be  obvious,  namely,  that  he 
was  curtailing  one  of  the  great  sources  of 
the  revenue  of  this  country.  He  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend,  that  if  they  had 
given  less  protection  to  the  planter,  they 
would  have  given  all  the  advantage  to  the 
consumer,  with  a  less  defalcation  to  the 
Revenue.  By  the  course  proposed,  they 
gave  all  the  advantage  to  the  planters ;  and 
the  consumers  in  this  country  would  not 
only  hardly  obtain  any  advantages,  but  the 

Srobability  was,  that  such  would  be  the 
efalcation  in  the  Revenue  occasioned  by 
these  new  Sugar  Duties,  that  it  would  be 
found  necessary,  at  the  end  of  the  period 
named,  to  continue  the  Income  Tax.  He 
believed  that,  by  a  just  system  of  Sugar 
Duties,  the  Revenue  might  have  been  en* 
tirely  restored,  by  which  means  they  might 
have  got  rid  of  the  Property  Tax.  This 
would  have  been  a  just,  and  sound,  and 
legitimate  experiment,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
would  have  proved  highly  efficient.  If, 
however,  they  intended,  and  were  deter* 
mined  to  keep  up  a  high  difierential  duty, 
and  not  to  h^k  to  the  benefit  of  the  con^ 
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sumers  ai  home,  he  was  satisBed  that,  as  a 
measure  of  finance,  the  result  would  he, 
that  there  would  be  no  other  chance  of 
keeping  up  their  Revenue  at  the  end  of 
three  years  but  the  continuance  of  the 
Income  Tax.  It  might  he  right  or  wrong 
that  the  Income  Tax  sliould  be  continued, 
to  form  a  portion  of  the  general  Revenue  of 
the  country  5  but  it  was  not  the  principle 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
fessed to  act  when  he  brought  forward  his 
Income  Tax,  and  it  had  not  placed  the 
House  in  a  proper  situation  wi|h  the  coun- 
try. It  was  not  his  intention  to  go  into 
an  examination  of  the  details  of  the  scheme 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government^  for  there 
would  be  several  other  opportunities  of 
doing  so,  and  of  discussing  the  very  im- 
portant questions  that  would  arise  out  of 
them  ;  his  object  being,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion^  shortly  to  state  the  reasons  why  he 
thouffiit  it  to  be  his  duty  to  support  the 
Resolution  of  his  noble  Friend.  He  con- 
curred in  both  parts  of  that  Resolution, 
i^nd  considered  that  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment involved  an  attempt  to  discriminate 
between  articles  in  a  way  which  was  im- 
practicable and  illusory  for  any  good  pur- 
pose. They  were  told  that  the  adoption  of 
this  plan  would  discourage  the  Slave  Trade, 
and  the  cultivation  of  sugar  by  slaves. 
Now,  he  believed  that  it  would  be  demon- 
stratedi  as  clearly  as  any  proposition  could 
be  proved,  that  instead  of  this  plan  leading 
to  a  decrease  in  the  cultivation  of  slave - 
grown  sugar — on  the  contrary,  that  the 
amount  of  freo-grown  sugar  that  was  taken 
out  of  the  markets  of  the  world  for  the 
consumption  of  this  country,  to  that  amount 
there  would  be  an  increased  cultivation  of 
slave-grown  sugar  to  supply  the  deficiency 
occasioned  in  the  markets  of  foreign  coun- 
trioB.  He  was  as  anxious  as  any  could  be 
to  see  the  object  in  view  accomplished ;  but 
he  dreaded  to  see  a  great  country  like  this 
laying  such  unsound  principlesof  legislation, 
whidi  would  not  stand  the  scrutiny  of  the 
world.  He  was  also  prepared  to  support 
the  second  part  of  the  Resolution  of  his 
noble  Friend,  on  the  ground  that  when 
they  were  making  a  great  reduction  in  the 
duty  of  an  article,  they  should  embrace  that 
opportunity  of  lessening  tlie  diticrential 
duties  in  such  a  degree  as  to  lead  to  an  in- 
creased consumption,  by  diminishing  the 
cost  of  sugar  in  this  country,  and  thus 
keep  up  the  revenue  derived  from  this 
source*  so  as  to  enable  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  at  the  end  of  three  years^ 
to  get  rid  of  the  Income  Tax. 


Mr.  Qladstone  felt  anxious  to   take  an 
curly  part  in  the  debate,  both    frciio    his 
general  desire  tu  express  his  opiuiuas   on 
the  question  in  vol  veil  in  the  Rettulutiou  o£ 
the  noble  Lord,  and  also  as  he  was  anxious 
at  once  to  declare  that  out  of  oiiicc  he  was 
desirous  to  take  upon  himself  his  full  share  of 
responsibility  for  the  plan  before  the  House. 
But,  before  he  proceeded  further^    he   felt 
bound   to  thank  the  noble   Lord«  and  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
for  the  tone  and  temper  in  which  they  had 
addressed  the  House,  and  for  their  having 
abstained  from  those  severe  and  extrava- 
gant expressions  which  had  so  often  charac- 
terized former  debates  on  the  subject,     lie 
had  been  present  at  every  debate  that  had 
taken  place  in  that  House  upon  the  Sugar 
Duties  of  late  years,  and  uniformly^  when 
it  was  proposed  that  distinctions  should  be 
drawn  between  free-grown  sugar  and  the 
produce  of  slave  labour,  the  observation  was 
met  with  terms  of  very  harsh   reproach. 
He   never  recollected   the    occasion  of  a 
debate  of  this  kind  before,  in  which  several 
accusations  of  hypocrisy  had  not  been  made 
by  the  Gentlemen   opposite  against  hon. 
Members  sitting  on  his  side  of  the  House. 
He,  therefore,  thanked  the  noble  Lord  for 
saying  that  he  would  not  accuse  the  Go- 
vernment, or  those  that  supported  them  in 
this  place,  of  hypocrisy,  or  of  mock  human- 
ity, in  the  course  which  they  had  taken. 
And  accordingly,  while  he  expressed  his 
satisfaction  that  the  noble  Lord  had  ex- 
pressed his  disapproval  of  the  use  of  such 
hard  expressions  as  had  so  often  been  em- 
ployed in  the  course  of  these  debates,  he 
would,  for  his  own  part,  observe,  that  if  he 
had  ever  been  chargeable  with  harshness 
of  language  in  discussing  this  question,  he 
sincerely  regretted  it ;  and  while  be  was 
far  from  accusing  any  individual  of  a  want 
of  humanity  or  sympathy  for  his  fellow- 
men  because  they  did  not  agree  with  him 
to  exclude  sugar  the  produce  of  the  labour 
of  slaves  in  certain  foreign  countries,  he 
hoped  that,  if  they  would  wit  give  hiia 
credit  for  being  actuated  by  high  and  ho- 
nourable motives,    yet  still    they   would 
believe  that  the  majority  of  that  House,  in 
the  course  which  they  took,  were  not  open 
to  an  accusation  the  very  heaviest  of  all  that 
could  be  brought  against  the  character  of 
men.    As  for  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
he  had  to  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  submit* 
ting  his  propoikition  to  the  House  in  phrase* 
ology  which  they  could  easily  follow  and 
comprehend ;  and  as  the  right  hon*  Gen< 
tlcmau  who  had  just  sat  down,  said,  tbs( 
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he  had  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  8up« 
porting  the  whole  of  the  Resolution,  bo  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  felt  no  difficulty  in  stating 
that  he  could  conscientiously  reject  the 
whole  of  it.  The  nohle  Liord,  in  the  first 
part  of  his  Resolution,  said,  that  the  plan 
which  professes  to  keep  up  a  distinction 
hctween  Foreign  free-labour  and  Foreign 
slave-labour  sugar  was  impracticable  and 
illusory,— he  denied  it, — and  in  the  second 
part,  that  without  adequate  benefit  to  the 
consumer,  it  tended  so  greatly  to  impair 
and  cripple  the  Revenue  as  to  render  the 
removal  of  the  Income  and  Property  Tax, 
at  the  end  of  three  years,  extremely  uncer- 
tain and  improbable.  He  was  also  prepared 
to  deny  that  the  present  measure  would 
render  the  renewal  of  the  Income  Tax,  at 
the  end  of  three  more  years,  inevitable.  He 
would  not  then  go  into  the  question  as  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Property  Tax$  but  he 
could  not  help  observing  that  it  must  excite 
some  curiosity  as  to  what  made  the  noble 
Lord  suggest,  three  years  beforehand,  such 
a  strong  o{Hnion  as  to  the  non-removal  of 
the  Property  Tax  at  the  end  of  three  years. 
Was  the  noble  Lord's  suggestion  made  with 
reference  to  any  supposed  revolution  in  the 
wheel  of  fortune  before  that  time  arrived, 
and  that  then  other  parties  than  those  who 
now  occupied  the  Treasury  Bench  would 
have  to  make  provision  for  the  Public  Re- 
venue ?  or  was  it  in  consequence  of  a  wish 
on  the  part  of  the  nohle  Lord  to  fisusilitate 
the  labours  of  the  present  Government 
three  years  hence  ?  But,  whether  this  was 
the  case  or  not,  he  was  sure,  first,  that  the 
noible  Lord  had  not  introduced  these  words 
without  a  substantial  purpose  ;  and  se- 
condly, that  that  purpose  was  by  no  means 
one  which  contemplated  only  the  debate 
and  the  division  of  that  evening.  But  to 
proceed  to  examine  the  Resolution  before  the 
House.  The  first  part  of  it  declared  that 
the  attempt  to  keep  up  a  distinction  between 
Foreign  free-labour  and  Foreign  dave- 
labour  sugar  was  impracticable  and  illu- 
sory. Now,  he  had  not  on  previous  oc- 
casions said  the  distinction-  was  so  clear 
that  it  could  be  drawn  with  uniform  and 
absolute  precision,  for  perhaps  that  might 
not  always  be  the  case ;  but  the  real  ques- 
tion was,  whether  they  should  or  should 
not  exclude  sugar  raised  in  countries  which 
continued  to  carry  on  the  African  Slave 
Trade.  The  Bill  of  last  year  did  not  go 
to  the  full  extent  which  the  Resolution 
appeared  to  imply;  it  did  not  pretend  to 
keep  up  a  distinction  between  all  slave- 
^own  and  all  fiee4abour  sugar,  for  it 


specifically  provided  for  the  admission  of 
sugar  of  the  former  description  from 
countries  having  certain  treaties  with  us. 
The  House  should  bear  in  mind  that  the 
real  question  was  as  to  the  exclusion  of 
sugar  the  produce  of  Cuba  and  the  Brazils. 
Then  the  question  was,  whether  an  attempt 
to  distinguish  between  such  sugar  and  free- 
grown  sugar  was  impracticable  and  illu- 
sory. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
last  spoken  said,  that  sugar  from  these 
countries  would  come  in  through  fraud ; 
and  also,  that  if  the  efiect  of  the  present 
plan  was  to  withdraw  from  the  markets  of 
the  world  a  portion  of ,  free-grown  sugar 
for  the  consumption  of  this  country,  that 
that  deficiency  would  be  filled  up  by  a 
supply  of  slave-grown  sugar  from  those 
two  countries.  Now  these  objections  were 
not  started  in  any  novel  terms,  but  in  lan- 
guage which  had  been  very  often  used 
against  the  proposal  made  lust  year.  He 
then  had  said  that  it  was  not  very  likely 
that  the  sugar  of  Cuba  or  Brazil  would 
come  into  our  markets  under  the  pretence 
of  its  being  the  produce  of  the  countries 
which,  on  the  score  of  treaties  containing 
the  clause  of  the  most  favoured  nation,  were 
entitled  to  the  introduction  of  their  sugar 
upon  the  same  terms  with  that  of  Java. 
The  noble  Lord  made  some  allusions  on 
this  point  in  reference  to  the  recent  intro- 
duction of  sugar  from  Venezuela ;  and  he 
stated  that  some  unknown  eentleman  had 
informed  him  that  he  thought  the  sugar  so 
introduced  was  the  produce  of  Porto  Rico, 
or  of  Surinam,  or  Brazil,  or  of  some  other 
place.  He  begged  the  House  to  mark  that 
this  person  didnot  say  distinctly  that  it  was 
the  sugar  of  any  of  these  countries ;— this 
unknown  authority  would  not  say  clearly 
and  openly  that  it  was  not  the  sugar  of 
Venezuela,  and  that  it  was  the  sug^r  of  some 
other  country.  He  challenged  the  noble 
Lord  to  bring  this  party  to  book,  and  require 
him  to  give  the  grounds  for  the  opinion 
which  he  had  communicated  to  the  noble 
Lord ;  and  when  he  obtained  that  opinion, 
let  it  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, for  by  this  means  the  noble 
Lord  would  impose  upon  the  Government 
the  necessity  of  instituting  a  strict  inquiry 
into  the  whole  matter,  and  it  would  throw 
on  the  officers  who  certified  this  sugar  the 
duty  of  stating  the  grounds  they  had  for 
saying  that  it  was  Venezuelan  sugar.  If 
the  noble  Lord  would  take  this  course,  and 
obtained  from  the  Government  an  answer 
to  his  inquiries  in  conformity  with  the  sus. 
picious  he  bad  so  vaguely  declared  to-night. 
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he  would  next  year  be  provided  \rith  a  pow* 
erful  argument  for  resisting  any  attempt 
to  persist  in  these  distinctions;  but  if  he 
did  not  do  so^  he  was  only  again  flooding 
the  House  of  Commons  with  the  most 
worthless  rumours,  of  which  this  subject 
had  on  former  occasions  been  so  pro- 
lific. He  would  not  go  into  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  quantity  of  sugar  of  slave 
countries  with  which  we  had  treaties  that 
was  likely  to  come  into  our  markets,  as  he 
had  gone  at  great  length  intu  the  question 
last  year ;  but  he  must  observe,  that  most 
extraordinary  means  were  resorted  to,  to 
create  objections  on  this  ground  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government.  He  was 
then  repeatedly  told  that  there  were  cer- 
tain laws  in  the  United  States,  by  which 
sugar  could  be  introduced  into  that  coun- 
try ;  and  that  by  some  unheard-of  system 
of  payments  and  repayments,  and  by  some 
kind  of  transfer  from  the  right  hand  to 
the  left  hand,  a  large  portion  of  American 
sugar  could  be  imported  into  this  country ; 
and  that  in  its  place  an  equal  quantity  of 
sugar  would  be  imported  into  the  United 
States  from  Cuba  and  the  Brazils.  It  was 
rather  hard  to  expect  that  any  one  should 
have  the  laws  of  a  foreign  country  at 
hand ;  and  in  any  case  it  was  very  difficult 
to  meet  an  assertion  so  confident  with  an 
absolute  negative.  A  little  time,  however, 
had  settled  the  dispute,  so  as  at  once  to 
give  a  positive  statement  on  the  subject; 
but  this  matter  had  been  much  pressed 
upon  him,  and  he  had  been  repeatedly  chal- 
lenged on  the  point.  It  now  appeared, 
however,  that  the  whole  was  either  a  mere 
fiction,  and  that  the  statement  was  in- 
vented for  the  purpose  of  deception,  or 
else,  and,  as  he  believed,  more  probably, 
that  it  was  a  mere  figment  imposed  on 
the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  |^An  hon. 
MenUter :  It  was  stated  on  the  Ministe- 
rial side  of  the  House.*]  He  did  not 
well  know  on  which  side  of  the  House 
the  statement  was  first  made  in  debate; 
and  indeed  last  year,  upon  the  question  of 
the  Sugar  Duties,  it  was  not  always  easy 
to  tell  which  was  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House ;  but  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  it 
originally  appeared  before  the  public  of 
this  country  in  the  Ecotwmist  newspaper ; 
and  he  hoped  that  those  who  had  so  credu- 
lously adopted  the  statement  would  be 
more  fastidious  for  the  future  as  to  putting 
such  arguments  into  hon.  Members'  mouths. 
He  would  not,  at  that  time,  go  further 
into  the  subject  of  distinctions  between  free 
nd  8lave*grown  sugani  as  it  was  unne* 


cessary;  for  no  new  evidence  whatever 
had  been  adduced  to  show  that  there  was 
any  likelihood  of  thefraudulent  introduction 
of  Foreign  slave-grown  sugar.  He  should, 
therefore,  pass  to  the  next  succeeding  al- 
legation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^  and 
would  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  warranted  in  saying  that  the  plan, 
of  the  Government  would  give  the  same 
stimulus  to  the  production  of  sugar  in 
Brazil  and  Cuba,  as  if  we  admitted  it  di« 
rectly  into  our  markets?  He  confessed 
that  he  should  attach  very  great  importance 
to  this  argument,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  make  it  out  to  be  good.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  com* 
mon  and  general  opinion  on  the  subject. 
Now,  he  believed  that  the  common  opinion 
was  against,  rather  than  in  favour  of,  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  take  up  a  well-known 
general  dogma  of  political  economy,  and 
by  applying  !it  with  rigid  uniformity  to 
details,  or  minute  parts  of  a  question,  to 
draw  a  certain  conclusion ;  but  by  thus 
proceeding  they  might  destroy  any  well- 
established  proposition  of  that  depart- 
ment of  knowledge.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  markets  from 
which  we  obtained  a  supply  of  free-grown 
sugar  would  fill  up  the  vacuum  so  created^ 
by  taking  an  equal  quantity  of  slave-grown 
sugar.  Be  did  not  say  that  there  might 
not  be  a  tendency  to  this  result  if  it  was 
not  checked  in  practice,  and,  therefore,  he 
by  no  means  denied  the  truth  of  the  gene- 
ral rule.  But  it  appeared  to  him,  with 
regard  to  this  and  to  many  other  conclu- 
sions of  political  economy,  that  there  was 
too  much  disposition  to  apply  them  in  their 
full  abstract  rigour,  without  making  allow- 
ance for  the  circumstances  which  modify 
and  vary  them  in  their  application  and 
practice;  and  that,  in  this  manner,  they 
were  often  practically  converted  into  false- 
hoods. In  the  case  now  before  them,  his 
opinion  was  that  the  power  of  access  to 
the  British  market  would,  upon  the  whole, 
give  a  better — though  he  would  not  say  a 
greatly  better — price  to  the  Java  and  Ma- 
nilla growers  for  their  sugar.  One  of  the 
elements  which  tended  to  give  superior 
value  to  an  article  manifestly  was  the 
power  of  access,  at  any  given  moment,  to 
the  greatest  possible  number  of  markets. 
Java  and  Manilla  sugar  would  now  have  a 
chance  opened  to  them,  which  was  not 

rto  the  sugars  of  Cuba  and  Brasil ; 
_  would  enable  them,  on  many  occa* 
doDB,  to  be  sold  with  greater  advantage ; 
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and  the  prospect  of  sucb  advantage  was  in 
the  nature  of  an  additional  encouragement. 
He  found  evidence  of  the  truth  of  the 
same  opinion  in  the  conviction  of  the  West 
Indians^  that  the  exclusion  of  the  sugars  of 
Cuha  and  Brazil  was  heneficial  to  them. 
It  was  a  matter  which,  last  year^  they 
had  occasion  to  consider   pretty  cbsely. 
He  was  satisfied  that  if  the  West  Indians 
had  not  helieved  that  the  exclusion  of  Bra- 
zilian sugar  would  be  advantageous    to 
them,    they    would  have  supported    the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  last  year,  when  the  Sugar  Duties 
were  before  the  House,  and  have  thus  en- 
deavoured to  carry  out  the  views  of  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  on  this  subject.     It  v^as 
well  known  that  a  large  amount  of  British 
capital  was  invested  in  Brazil  and  Cuba  ; 
and,  perhaps,  on  this  account,  there  was 
more  apprehension  of  great  and  rapid  ex- 
tension of  the  culture  of  the  cane  in  those 
countries.      This  was  not  a  new  argu- 
ment, for  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  alluded  to  it  when 
he  first  submitted  the  subject  to  the  House* 
He  did  not  wish  to  cast  any  stigma  upon  a 
principle  of  political  economy ;  but  he  felt 
called  upon  to  object  to  the  strict  applica- 
tion of  a  principle,   when  circumstances 
were  greatly  modified  and  restricted.     For 
his  own  part,  he  sincerely  believed  that 
this  measure  would  give  a  stimulus  to  the 
production  of  sugar  in  Java  and  Manilla, 
which  would  be  much  less  sensibly  felt  in 
the  Brazils  or  Cuba.     He  would  not  deny, 
that  if  there  was  a  great  vacuum  in  the 
markets  of  the  Continent  occasioned  by 
the  flow  of  free-grown  sugar   into  this 
country,  that  the  Brazils  and  Cuba  would 
supply  some  portion  of  sugar.     He  could 
not  positively  deny  that  this  might  occur, 
although  he  should  much  regret  the  cir- 
cumstance ;  and  should  then  only  have  to 
reflect  that  it  was  not  justly  chargeable 
upon  us,  for  if  other  countries  would  do  as 
we  did,  the  result  could  not  possibly  arrive. 
But  he  did  not  seriously  apprehend  such  a 
consequence.     He  believed  indeed  that  the 
result  of  the  measure  would  be,  that  the  de- 
mand for  sugar  would  be  greatly  increased 
in  this  country ;  but  he  alw  felt  assured 
that  there  would  be  a  great  increase  in  the 
importation  of  sugar  from  our  own  Colo- 
nies, and  this  to  a  much  larger  extent  than 
there  was  any  prospect  of  a  short  time 
since.      He,  therefore,  felt  with  perfect 
confidence  that  the  plan  was  not  impracti- 
cable and  illusory.     Now,  as  to  the  state- 
ment  that  the  change  would  be  attended 


with  no  adequate  benefit  to  the  conftumert« 
he  admitted  that  the  consumer  had  a  right 
to  claim  the  full  benefit  of  the  reduction  at 
no  very  remote  time ;  and  that  when  the 
first  flush  had  passed  oif  the  market,  that 
the  consumer  should  gain  to  the  full  amount 
of  the  reduction  of  duty.    It  was  his  per- 
fect conviction,   also,  that  the  consumer 
would  gain  all  this  within  no  distant  pe- 
riod.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  inti- 
mated, that  the  plan  now  proposed  would 
increase  the  amount  of  protection  proposed 
last  year:   on  this  point,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  differed  entirely  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  and  (others  who  had  a 
practical   acquaintance  with   the   subject 
He  for  hb  own  part  was  satisfied  that, 
although  there  might  be  some  increase  of 
price  immediately,  the  result    would    be, 
that    the    whole,    and    even    something 
more  than  the  whole  benefit  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty  would  be   obtained  by  the 
consumer ;  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand what  arguments  could  be  used  to 
justify  the  contrary  statement.     The  ri|;ht 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  the  very  high 
opinion  that  he  entertained  of  the  part  of 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  in  reference 
to  this  subject.     Now,  he  must  say,  that 
it  appeared  to  him  shadowy  and  obscure  in 
the  last  degree.    There  was  the  assumption 
throughout  that  the  differential  duty  would 
be  in  all  cases  14^.,  and  that  no  free-growu 
sugar  would  be  introduced  under  that  rate. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  however,  had  clearly  shown 
that  the  better  sugars  of  Java,  at  least, 
were  of  such  prime  quality  that  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent 'parties  paying  that  duty. 
He  believed,  indeed,  that  sugar  would  bear 
introduction  with  the  existing  duties  and 
prices.     He  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand what  pretence  there  was  for  saying 
that  the  plan  of  the  Government  involved 
an  increase  in  the  protective  duties.    As  it 
was,  it  was  proposed  to  divide  unrefined 
sugar,  to  be  introduced  into  the  markets  of 
this  country,  into  two  classes.    They  divide 
it  into  Muscovado  and  what  were  termed 
clayed  sugars.    This  distinction  he  made 
in  those  terms  for  the  mere  matter  of  con- 
venience; although  he  knew  that,  strictly 
speaking,   the   phraseology  was   not  per- 
fectly correct.     Taking,  then,  this  distinc- 
tion, the  differential  duty  between  British 
and    Foreign   Muscovado  would    not   be 
14«.  but  9s.  4d.    The  noble  Lord  assumed 
throughout  that  the    protection  would  be 
14s.,  and  went  on  the  supposed  notion  that 
the  duty  paid  on  all  sugar  imported  from 
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the  DritiA  Colonies  would  be  \4s.,  while 
that  from  Foreign  countries  would  pay  2Bs. 
The  noble  Lord  must  be  aware  that  in  the 
Resolutions,  as  far  as  they  possibly  could^ 
they  had  adopted  the  very  same  terms  now 
used  in  applying  the  14*.  duty  to  British 
Colonial  sugar,  of  the  lower  quality,  or 
the  23j.  4d.  duty  to  Foreign  sugar  of  the 
same  quality.  It  was,  therefore,  obvious, 
having  one  duty  at  14*.,  and  the  other  at 
285.  4d.,  that  die  protective  duty  in  favour 
of  Briti^  Colonial  sugar  was  9*.  4d.,  and 
not  14s.,  as  stated  by  the  noble  Lord.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  shook  his  head. 
Did  he  mean  honestly  to  say  that  he  was 
not  correct?  He  challenged  the  hon. 
Member  to  contradict  him,  when  he  told 
him  that  every  ton,  or  nearly  every  ton, 
of  sugar  Arom  Manilla  would  be  admitted 
under  the  low  duty  of  23*.  4d, ;  and 
be  it  remembered  that  it  was  from  Ma- 
nilla that  they  expected  the  largest  sup- 
ply of  Foreign  free-grown  sugar.  Was, 
he  repeated,  the  hon.  Member,  or  any 
other  hon.  Gentleman,  prepared  to  contra* 
diet  this  statement  ?  He,  therefore,  said, 
that  so  far  from  all  the  free  Foreign  sugar 
paying  a  duty  of  28*.,  and  all  the  British 
Colonial  only  14s.,  the  greater  portion  of 
the  Foreign  sugar  would  pay  only  the  duty 
of  23s.  4d. ;  and  if  this  was  not  the  case 
with  the  great  proportion  of  free  Foreign 
sugar,  it  would  be  because  the  importers  of 
sugar  from  Java  might  find  it  worth  their 
while  to  introduce  a  more  valuable  article, 
being  in  a  more  advanced  state  of  ma- 
nufacture. There  was,  however,  nothing 
to  prevent  the  brown  sugar,  either  Mus- 
covado or  clayed,  not  being  white  clayed 
sugar  of  Java,  from  being  introduced 
into  the  market  of  this  country  at  the 
duty  of  23«.  4d.,  unless,  indeed,  there 
should  be  a  surplus  supply  from  our  own 
Colonies,  which  of  course  would  exclude  all 
Foreign  sugars  paying  either  the  higher  or 
the  lower  duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  Java  sugar  was,  generally 
speaking,  of  less  value  than  the  British  plan- 
tation sugar;  now  he  would  state  with  confi- 
dence, that  if  they  took  the  average  return 
of  Colonial  and  Java  sugar,  looking  in  each 
case,  the  latter  bure  a  higher  price  than  the 
British.  It  would  be  recollected  thai  the 
British  Colonies  raised  sugar  only  for  a 
protected  market,  and  they,  therefore,  were 
compelled  to  send  it  all  here  ;  whereas  only 
that  |K)rtion  of  Java  sugar  would  be  sent 
which  was  required  to  make  up  the  defici- 
ency of  British  sugar,  so  that  of  the  Foreign 
sugar  the    better  descriptions    would   be 


chosen  ;  and  estimating  the  tax  with  refer- 
ence to  value,  he  considered  that  the  real 
protection  afforded  by  the  duty  of  9«.  Ad. 
would  be  not  quite  equal  to  that  amount, 
although  not  very  greatly  falling  short  of  it. 
He  was  not  then  speaking  of  Manilla  sugar, 
but  only  of  that  of  Java.     So  far,  there- 
fore, from  the  present  arrangement  being 
calculated  to  increase  or  enhance  prices,  he 
thought  that  it  would  tend  to   diminish 
them,  in  a  degree  even  somewhat  greater 
than   the  reduction  of  duty.     Then    the 
noble  Lord  went  on  to  say,  that  the  adop- 
tion of  this  plan  would  be  attended  with 
no    adequate    benefit    to    the    consumer. 
How,  he  would  ask,  was  it  possible  that 
the  consumer  should  not  get  all   the  ad- 
vantage of  the  reduction  of  duty?      He 
might  be   told,    that   since  the  proposal 
of   the  plan,  such   a   stimulus  had   been 
felt  in  the  British  sugar  market,  that  they 
had  risen  in  price  Is.  or  2s.  per  cwt.  Now, 
after  what  the  West  India  interest   had 
suffered  for  such  a  long  period,  he  certainly 
could   not    grudge  them    this  extent    in 
the  increase  of  prices.     The  House  should 
remember  that  the  West  Indians  had  not 
only  to  undergo  a  season  of  distiesa   last 
year,  but  that  it  had  happened  for  several 
previous  years.  He  was  prepared  to  defend 
what  had  been  proposed  and  done  hy  the 
Qoverament    last  year  with   respect    to 
this  subject,  but  that  was  not  the  ques- 
tion.     The  question  was,  whether    the 
House  should   agree  to  vote  against  the 
present  plan,  because  a  mere  momentary 
rise  in  price  had  taken  place.     Now  was 
not  this  the  case  with  every  article  in  the 
first  instance  when  a  duty  was  removed 
from  it?     He  would  appeal  on  this  poiDt 
to  Gentlemen  connected  with  the  manu- 
facturing districts.     He  had  before  him  a 
circular  from  a  house  in  the  cotton  trade, 
in  which  it  was  stated,  that  not  only  the 
removal  of  the  duty  on  raw  cotton  had  not 
led  to  the  reduction  in  prices,  but  also  thst 
there  was  no  symptom  of  the  giving  way 
in  the  price  of  goods.     Some  ignorant  men 
arguing,  might,  on  hearing  that  this  re- 
moval of  duty  had  not  led  to  the  reduction 
in   prices,  say  that  the  Government  had 
thrown  away  700,000(.  a-year    revenue, 
and  bad  placed  it  in  the  hands  of  the  ma- 
nufacturers.    Every  one,  however,  who 
had  considered  the  subject  well,  knew  tluit 
ultimately,  and  that,  too,  at  no  very  di^ 
tant  time,  things  would  find  their  levelt 
and  tliat  the  effect  of  this  removal  of  the 
duty  on  cotton  would  be  to  stimulate  ma* 
nufactures,  and  that    thus   an  ultimata 
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reduction  of  prices  in  favour  of  the  con- 
sumer must  take  place.     So  in  the  sugar 
market  there  might  be  a  very  small  rise  in 
price  oi  tliat  article  for  a  diort  time,  but 
competition  would  soon  be  felt,  and  the 
ultimate  advantage  of  the  reduction  of  duty 
would  come  entirely  to  the  public.    He  did 
not  think,  therefore,   that,  as  far  as  the 
adjustment  of  these  duties  was  involved, 
there  was  any    chance    that   the    public 
would  be  deprived  of  any  advantage  from 
this  reduction  which  they  had  a  right  to 
expect.     The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  believe 
that  all  the  British  Gtdonial  sugar  would 
pay  the  low  duty,  while  all  the  Foreign 
sugar  would  pay  the  higher  class  of  duties. 
No  doubt  sugars  of  all  qualities  would  be 
introduced ;  but  while  he  believed  that  a 
large  portion  of  the  Foreign  free-grown 
sugar  would  come  in  under  the  lower  scale 
of  duties,  still  he  thought  there  were  some 
qualities  of  Java  sugar  which  would  fully 
bear  to  pay  the  higher  duty.     He  held  in 
his  hand  [the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hud  a 
small  tin  case]  a  specimen  of  Java  sugar  of 
peculiar  whiteness^  and  of  very  superior 
quality.     Ac  present  many  persons  enter- 
tained very  erroneous  opinions  as  to   the 
probable  prices  of  Foreign  free*grown  su- 
gars which  would  be  introduced  under  this 
proposal   of  the  Government,  and  these 
erroneous  opinions  were  chieiiy  occasioned 
by  the  prices  printed  in  the  Price  Currents. 
This  arose  from  the  circumstance  that  a 
large  quantity  of  Java  sugar  was  brought 
here  for  the  purpose  of  being  refined,  while 
the  sug^  of  the  quality  which   he  held 
la  bis  band  chiefly  went  to  Holland.     He 
would  not  then  go  into  the  question  as  to 
the  classification  of  sugars,  which  neces- 
sarily would  give  rise  to  further  discussion 
in  the  future  stages  of  this  measure.     The 
queslioUy  however»   might  arise,    whether 
an  article  of  very  superior  quality,  which 
if  there  were  no  dassification,  would  come 
in  under  the  lower  scale  of  duties  should 
not,  as  a  matter  of  equity,  have  an  increased 
tax.    For  instance,  such  as  the  specimen 
which  he  held  in  his  hand  from  Java,  which, 
as  the  resolution  stood,  would  pay  the  lower 
scale  of  duties,  the  extraordinary  whiteness 
and  quality  of  which  must  strike  the  ob- 
servation of  every  hon.  Gentleman.     Thus 
much  for  the  argument  of  the  plan  being 
without  adequate  benefit  to  the  consumer, 
which,  the  noble  Lord  also  says,  tends,  at 
the  same  time,  to  seriously  impair  the  Re* 
venue.     The  noble  Lord  said   that  some 
plan  might  have  been  devised  by  which  the 
consumer  would  have  been  benefited,  and 


which  would  not  have  taken  such  a  large 
sum  from  the  Revenue.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
when  he  brought  forward  his  plan,  calcu- 
lated that  there  would  be  a  defalcation  for 
the  present  year  in  the  revenue  derived 
from  the  duties  on  sugar  to  the  amount  of 
1,300,000/.  He  trusted  that  the  Revenue 
would  not  be  impaired  beyond  that  amount ; 
but  the  House  should  be  aware  that  the 
intelligence  received  on  each  subsequent 
day  from  the  West  Indies  led  to  the  belief 
that  there  would  be  a  greatly  increased 
production  of  sugar  in  our  Colonies,  and 
the  consequence  would  be  that  less  of  Fo- 
reign free-labour  sugar  would  be  intro- 
duced. This  might  be  attended  with  a 
heavier  loss  to  the  Revenue  than  his  right 
hon.  Friend  anticipated;  but  you  could  not 
expect  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  an  article 
consumed  upon  so  immense  a  scale  to 
the  extent  of  from  20  to  25  per  cent,, 
without  a  very  considerable  sacriBoe.  The 
uoble  Lord  went  into  some  details  of 'a  plan 
which  he  proposed,  and  a  scale  of  duties; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  perfect 
mystification  of  the  subject.  He  should 
like  some  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who  had  the  control  over  the  financial  mea- 
sures of  the  late  Government  under  the 
noble  Lord,  he  would  especially  invite  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  enter 
into  a  financial  detail  of  the  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  show  that  his  promises 
could  be  made  good,  that  the  plan 
which  he  propos^  would  be  a  great 
boon  to  the  consumer,  and  would  not  be 
attended  with  loss  to  the  Revenue.  As 
he  understood  the  noble  Lord's  plan,  it  was 
that  the  duty  on  Brituh  Colonial  sugar 
should  be  10«.,  and  on  Foreign  grown 
sugar  16j.,  or  on  British  12s.,  and  on 
Foreign  20j. — thus  giving  a  protection  to 
the  West  Indians  of  8«.  the  cwt.,  and  by 
this  plan  the  noble  Lord  seemed  to  think 
that  there  could  be  no  loss  of  revenue.  The 
noble  Lord  in  this  suggestion  clearly  ad- 
mitted the  doctrine  of  protection,  and  would 
not  adopt  a  free  trade,  as  was  urged  a  few 
nights  ago.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  by 
the  adoption  of  his  plan  there  would  be 
1,300,000/.  to  spare,  which  could  be  de- 
voted to  the  relief  uf  the  country  from 
other  taxes  which  pressed  heavily  on  it. 
He  should  proceed  to  give  some  geneml 
outline  as  to  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  adoption  of  this  plan  of  the  noble  Lord, 
as  well  iiS  examine  some  of  the  daia  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  rested  his  case.  He 
thought  every  Gentleman  in  the  House 
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would  agree  in  thinking  that  when^  insteail 
of  250,000  tons,  he  was  allowing  300,000 
tons  for  the  consuoiption  under  the  noble 
Lord's  estimate,  he  went  as  far  as  could 
possibly  be  expected  of  him — that  they 
would  regard  that  amount  as  a  very  liberal 
allowance  indeed.  Now,  he  would  take 
230,000  tons  as  the  very  low&st  allowance 
under  that  estimate  of  sugar  from  the 
British  possessions;  and  that»  at  12^ per 
ton>  would  produce  a  revenue  of  2,760,000/. 
He  would  then  allow  70,000  tons  as  the 
amount  of  Foreign  grown  sugar  imported 
under  the  noble  Lord's  plan,  and  that,  at 
20L  a  ton,  would  bring  in  1,400,000/.  ^  so 
that  both  together  would  produce  a  revenue 
of  4,160,000/.  Therefore  that  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord's,  while  it  would  bear  very 
severely  on  the  Colonial  interests,  would 
not,  he  thought,  be  as  perfect  a  substitute 
for  the  present  amount  of  revenue  as  was 
pretended ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  so  far 
from  its  producing,  as  the  noble  Lord 
stated,  an  equal  amount  to  the  present 
duties,  it  would  ensure  a  loss  to  the  Revenue 
of  not  less  than  1,050,000/.  But  then 
there  was  a  second  plan  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord,  under  which  the  respective 
duties  would  be,  lOs,  for  Colonial  sugar, 
and  ISs,  for  Foreign  sugar.  He  would, 
in  consequence  of  the  decrease  of  2s.  a  cwt. 
on  the  duty  in  this  case  below  the  former 
plan»  allow  10,000  tons  for  the  additional 
consumption  under  it,  making,  instead  of 
the  average  consumption  of  208,000  tons, 
a  consumption  of  310,000,  which  was  cer« 
tainly  as  much  as  could  possibly  be  expected 
to  take  place.  Now,  giving  the  noble 
Lord  the  advantage  of  that  increase,  and 
allowing  the  proportion  of  Colonial  sugar 
to  be  230,000  tons,  and  of  Foreign  sugar 
to  be  80,000  tons,  it  followed  that  the  re* 
venue  from  the  former  at  IO5.  a  cwt.,  or 
10/.  a  ton,  would  be  2,300,000/.,  and  from 
the  latter  1,640,000/.,  making  together  a 
total  amount  to  the  Revenue  of  3,940,000/., 
instead  of  the  present  receipt  of  5,210,000/. 
The  loss  to  the  Revenue,  therefore,  if  the 
second  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  were  adopted, 
would  be  no  less  than  1,270,000/.  That 
was  the  most  favourable  inference  that  he 
could  possibly  calculate;  and  he  would  feel 
greatly  indebted  to  any  Gentleman  who 
would  show  him  from  which  of  the  plans 
of  the  noble  Lord  any  result  could  possibly 
be  drawn  by  which  the  present  income 
accruing  to  the  Exchequer  from  the  du- 
ties on  sugar  could  be  replaced.  If  the 
fact,  then,  were  as  he  had  stated,  he 
thought  the  consequence  would  be  a  very 


serious  drawback   from  the  eflSeiency  of 
the  noble  Lord's  plan.     [Lord  J.  Russell 
here  entered  the  House.]     He  exceedingly 
regretted  to  perceive  that  the  noble  Xjord 
was  not  present  while  he  endeavoured  to 
supply    what  certainly  appeared  to   him 
to  be  an  exceedingly  important  want  in 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.     It  appeared 
to  him   that  some  attempt  should   have 
been  made  by  the  noble  Lord  to    verify 
his  propositions;  to  show  that  if  his  plans 
were  adopted  the  Revenue  would  have  been 
placed  in  the  same  position  in  which  it 
stood  under  the  existing  system;  and  that 
the  loss  which  would  follow  from  the  course 
proposed  to  be  taken  by  his  right    hon. 
Friend   the  First    Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  be  avoided.     The  noble  Lord,  how- 
ever, made  no  such  effort^  to  the  great  loss 
of  the  House  who  had  heard  him^  and  he 
had  no  doubt  of  the  public  out  of  doors; 
and  he,  wishing  to  supply  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord's  case  which  he  had  left  un- 
finished, ventured  to  make  the  calculations 
which  he  had  just  mentioned,  and  from 
these  he  found  that  if  one  of  the  noble 
Lord's  plans  were  adopted,  the  loss  to  the 
Revenue  would  be  no  less  than  1,500,000/., 
while  if  the  second  were  taken,  the  Re- 
venue would  be  minus  1,270,000/.     The 
noble  Lord  had  given  in  his  speech   no 
more  than  a  secondary  prominence  to  that 
part  of  the  question   before    the   House 
which  referred  to  the  distinction  proposed 
to  be  made  between  free-labour  sugar  and 
slave-labour  sugar.     So  far  as  regarded  the 
points  which  constituted  the  noble  Lord's 
statement  in  reference  to  this  question,  he 
really  could  see  no  reason  why  he  should 
detain  the  House  upon  them  ;  but  he  could 
not  resist  taking  advantage  of  the  occasion 
to  offer  some  remarks  to  the  House  on  that 
important  question  of  national  policy,  which 
had  now  for  so  long  a  time  been  indiscusnon, 
whether  a  distinction  should  or  should  not 
be  drawn,  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
Sugar  Duties,   between  free  labour  and 
slave  labour-— in  other  and  more  accurate 
words,  whether   the  sugars  of  Cuba  and 
Brazil,  which  were  raised  by  slave  labour, 
should  be  excluded  from  our  markets,  or 
admitted  on  the  same  footing  as  the  pro- 
duce of  other  countries  where  slavery  did 
not  exist ;  and  more  especially  where  the 
African   Slave  Trade    was   not  punoed. 
Now,  if  any  theory  had  been  propounded 
on   that    (die   Ministerial)    side  of  the 
House^  which  could  be  only  supported  by 
large   and  high-sounding  phrases,  about 
the  necessity  of  not  contaminating  the 
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markets  of  this  country  by  sugar  the  pro- 
duce of  slave  labour,  if  such  a  thins  were 
the  only  ground  on  which  they  called  for 
the  vote  of  the  House  in  their  ^vour,  then 
he  would  fully  and  at  once  admit  that  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  could  not 
be  sustained;  but  he  should  at  the  same 
time  say,  that  he  considered  the  practical 
question  before  the  House  had  no  reference 
to  any  such  theory.    The  practical  ques- 
tion>  apart  from  every  ideal  speculation  of 
that  nature  was,  whether  a  great  and  pow- 
erful stimulus  was  to  be  given  to  the  Slave 
Trade  or  not,  which  stimulus,  in  his  opi. 
nion,  would  be  applied  by  the  adoption  of 
any  proposition  for  the  admission  of  Cuban 
and  Brazilian  sugar.  Now,  he  did  not  pre- 
tend to  establish  any  theory  to  silence  the 
argument  of  those  who  impugned  the  con« 
sistency  of  the  British  Legislature  on  this* 
matter,  but  he  would  beg  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  position  in  which, 
as  he  conceived,  they  were  actually  placed. 
In  the  year   1840,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  moved  a  Resolution  for  reducing 
the  duty  on  sugars  produced   in   foreign 
countries,  and  the    argument  was   then 
seized  that   we  actually   admitted  cotton, 
tobacco,  and  coffee,  from  slave-owning  and 
even  from  slave  trading  countries;  and  the 
answer  which  was  then  given  to  him  by 
the  Government  of  that  day  was,  that  the 
cases  of  the  commodities  proposed  to  be 
affected  were  not  analogous  in  some  im- 
portant particulars.    He  continued  to  hold 
that    opinion,  and   to  contend    that  the 
question  of  the  importation  of  sugar  from 
Cuba  and  Brazil  stood  upon  very  peculiar 
and   special  grounds,  which  involved   in 
practice  the  whole  question  of  the  cessa- 
tion or  the    continuation    of   the   Slave 
Trade.     But,   whether  he  was  right  or 
wrong  in  his  opinion,  he  would  appeal  to 
the  noble  Lord  and  to  the  House  on  the 
extreme  inexpediency  of  pressing  annually 
upon  Parliament  such  motions  as  the  pre- 
sent, as  by  doing  so  they   were  gaining 
neither  of  the  objects  which  were   con. 
tended  for  in  that  House.    In  seeking  to 
have  the  sugars  of  Brazil  and  Cuba  intro- 
duced, hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,   though 
doubtless  in  no  way  indifferent  to  purposes  , 
of  humanity  and  philanthropy,  were  clearly  ! 
influenced  by  the  desire  to  gain  the  great-  j 
est  commercial  advantages  to  the  coun-  • 
try.    He  trusted  it  would  not  be  con- 
tended that  the  party  of  the  Government 
were  indifierent  to  the  interests  of  com- 
merce ;  but  they,  at  the  same  time,  did  not 
think  that  commercial  objects  were  at  all 
VOL.  LXXVH.     {2J2}  ' 


times    the  only  matters  to  be  regarded 
by  the  Legislature.     They  thought  that 
commercial    interests,    high    and    impor- 
tant as  they  were,   should  not  'stand   in 
their  way  in  every  instance,  and  prevent 
them  from  attaining  other  great  and  desir- 
able ends.     It  had  been  for  a  long  time  a 
part  of  the  national  policy  to  put  an  end  to 
slavery  and  to  the  Slave  Trade;  but  he 
would  maintain,  by  the  incessant  agitation 
which  was  continued  by  bringing  forward 
again  and  again  the  question  of  the  admis- 
sion of  slave-grown  sugar,  neither  that  po- 
licy, nor  the  purposes  of  those  who  con- 
tinued that  opposition,  could  be  attained. 
On  the  one  hand,  they  (the  Government 
party),  who  were  the  majority  of  the  Bri- 
tish Parliament,  had  contended  for  the  pro- 
priety of  continuing  a  distinction  between 
sugar  grown  by  free  labour  and  sugar  the 
produce  of    slave-trading    countries,   and 
they  had    repeatedly  shown   by  decisive 
votes   their  determination    to  allow    the 
experiment  of  seeing  how  far  that  policy 
would  be  effectual  in  retarding  the  Slave 
Trade  to  have  a  fair  and  full  trial ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  party  of  the  noble 
Lord    prevented,   by  their    regularly  re- 
newed  opposition,  that   experiment  from 
being  efficiently  put  to  the  test*    In  1841, 
it  had  been  admittedly  the  cause  of  a  great 
crisis  taking  place  in  their  affairs ;  he  could 
not  blame  any  of  those  who  were  instru- 
mental in  placing  the  question  in  a  position 
in  which  it  became  a  great  subject  of  party 
contention ;  but  it  was  certainly  a  result  to 
be  very  deeply  lamented.     But  for  this  he 
felt  quite  certain  the  contest  would  have 
been  allowed  to  drop,  like  other  Parliamen- 
tary contests,  when  once  it  had  been  fairly 
fought;  and  however  much  he  might  respect 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  far 
as  they  differed  from  those  entertained  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  still  he  could  not  but  re- 
gret that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  should  not 
now,  and  for  a  time  at  least,  respect  the 
certain  and  established  judgment  of  Parlia- 
ment on  that  matter^  and  not  continue  their 
opposition  to  it.    The  question  was,  Had 
the  subject  been  as  yet  sufficiently  investi- 
gated or  not  ?     He  would,  in  replying  to 
that  question,  simply  recount  to  the  House 
what  the  divisions  were  that  had,  within 
the  last  five  years,  taken  place  on  that 
great  subject;  and  he  would   then  leave 
it  to  them  to  say  whether  this  resistance, 
quite  hopeless  for  the  purposes  of  its  pro- 
moters, and  only  effective  in  impeding  and 
obstructing  the  views  of  Parliament,  should 
further  continue.   In  1840,  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Dumfries  moved  that  aU  British 
Bugar  should  be  charged  a  duty  of  245.  a 
civt.,  and  all  Foreign  sugars  a  duty  of  34^. 
a  cwl.  On  a  division  on  that  Motion,  the 
numbers  were— Ayes  27,  Noes  122  j  leav. 
ing  a  majority  against  the  motion  of  95. 
Again,  in  1841,  the  question  was  again 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site  (Lord  John  Russell) ;  and,  on  a  di- 
vision, the  numbers  were  —  Ayes  281, 
Noes  317;  leaving  a  majority  against  the 
noble  Lord,  then  in  the  Government,  of 
36.  On  that  occasion,  the  judgment  of 
Parliament  was  recorded  after  the  most 
mature  deliberation,  and  after  a  discussion, 
he  believed,  as  long  as  any  that  had  ever 
taken  place  on  any  question  in  that  House. 
Again,  in  1842,  it  was  natural  and  fit 
that  the  subject  should  be  brought  forward 
before  the  new  Parliament,  and  accord- 
ingly a  Motion  was  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Taunton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  moved 
that  the  duty  on  Colonial  sugar  should  be 
fixed  at  20«.,  and  on  Foreign  sugar  at  30s. 
a  cwt. ;  and  on  a  division,  he  was  left  in  a 
minority  of  81,  the  numbers  being— Ayes 
164,  Noes  245.  In  1843,  the  same  subject 
was  again  brought  before  the  House  in  the 
same  spirit,  and  on  the  same  grounds,  as  in 
the  former  years.  In  that  year,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  moved  the  adoption 
of  a  differential  duty  of  10*.,  and  the  House 
divided,  the  numbers  being— Ayes  122, 
Noes  203 ;  leaving  a  majority  against  the 
Motion  of  81.  It  would  thus  appear  that 
no  change  had  in  the  interim  since  the 
preceding  division  taken  place  in  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country  on  the  subject.  On  the 
7th  of  March,  1844,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Taunton  again 
revived  the  discussion,  by  moving  an  Ad- 
dress  to  the  Crown  on  the  subject  of  the 
commercial  relations  of  this  country  with 
Braail.  The  question  of  the  admission  of 
Brazilian  sugar  was  thus  as  to  its  whole 
substance,  though  not  in  terms,  brought 
again  before  the  House;  and  on  a  divbion, 
the  numbers  were— Ayes  132,  Noes  205; 
leaving  a  majority  against  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  73.  Again, 
in  the  month  of  June,  hist  year,  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  made  a  Motion  hay- 
ing  the  same  effect— the  only  difference  in 
the  piece  appearing  to  be  in  a  change  of 
the  performers.  The  purport  of  the  noble 
Lord's  Motion  was,  that  British  sugar 
should  be  admitted  at  24s.  duty,  and 
Foreign  sugar  at  S4s.  duty  ;  and  on  a  di- 
vision the  numbers  were— Ayes  128,  Noes 


197,  leaving  a  majority  of  69  againat  tbe 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,    Now.  the 
result  of  that  statement  which  he  had  taken 
the  liberty  of  laying  before  the  Houae. 
showed  that  the  present  was  the  seventh 
time  on  which  Parliament  had  been  called 
upon  to  vote  on  this  subject  within  a  period 
of  less  than  five  years,  comprised  between 
June  1840  and  February  1845.     In  that 
brief  period  that  House  had  been  required 
seven  distinct  times  to  adjudicate  upon  that 
particular  question,  and  on  every  one  of 
these  occasions  it  had  given  a  most  defiai- 
tive  and  sensible  response.      He  would 
grant  that  the  commercial  feeling  ia  the 
country  differed  to  some  considerame  extent 
from  the  policy  of  the  Government,  but  oa 
the  other  hand  there  was  also  a  consider- 
able proportion  of  that  feeling  in  their  fa- 
vour.    He  perceived  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  shake  his  head.     [The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  supposed  to  allude  to  Mr. 
Cobden.l  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  deserv* 
edly  a  high  reputation  in  that  Houaej  but 
it  was  not  that  of  the  most  impartial,  con- 
siderate, and  candid  man.    He  also  adopted 
very  naturally  the  views  of  a  very  large 
and  a  very  peremptory  association ;  but  he 
ought,  notwithstanding,  to  admit  that  par- 
ties opposed  to  him  might  have  strong  and 
genuine  feeling  upon  matters  to  which  he 
was  indifferent,  or  in  connexion  with  opi* 
niona  opposite  to  his.    The  hon.  Genue* 
man  said  that  no  section  of  the  community 
supported  the  Government  on  the  present 
q  uestion.     He  (  M  r .  Gladstone  )  should  dis- 
tinctly assert  the  contrary.    When  he  men- 
tioned the  names  of  the  late  Sir  Thomas 
Buxton,  of  Sir  Stephen  Lushington,  and  of 
the   Members   of   the  Committee  of  the 
Anti-Slavery  Society  of  London,  as  being 
all  engaged  in  support  of  the  views  of  the 
Government  on  the  question  Uien  before 
the  House,  he  believed  that  it  would  be 
admitted  he  had  some  grounds  for  that 
assertion.    He  might  be  told  that  the  aboli- 
tionists were  generally  attached  to  the  Re« 
form  or  Liberal  party»  and  that  they  ap- 
proved the  policy  now  recommended  by  the 
noble  Lord;    but  he  replied  it  was  not 
to  be  wondered  at  if  they  still  continued  to 
show  symptoms  of  prepossession  in  favour 
of  the  party  to  which  many  in  common 
with  the  noble   Lord  opposite  belonged. 
On  the  other  hand  he  would  give  tncra 
much  stronger   evidence  in    the  proceed. 
ings  of  men  who  had  sacrificed  all  their 
former  pre|iosscssions  to  their  convictions 
upon  this  subject.    The  gentlemen  to  whom 
he   referred   had  such   strength  uf  feel* 
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ing,  wdb  deplli  of  oonriotion,  as  to  the 
retl  interests  of  bmaanity,  whick  were  in- 
volved in  ifae  questioii>  diat  the  most  aident 
ftnd  thorough  purtiaans,  and  the  most  hon- 
ourable in  cverj  iclation  of  life,  men  like 
Sir  Stephen  Lmhington,  were  found  ready 
to  fei^  all  their  predilections  in  order  to 
support  the  Government   in    the  course 
which  they  were  resolved  to  maintain,  and 
in  which,  it  was  contended  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  they  were  wholly  unsup- 
ported.    Mr.  Sturge  and  Mr.  Scobel,  and 
other  men,  who  had  aided  in  giving  the 
kst  blow  to  slavery  under   the  form  of 
the    apprenticeship— whether  rightly    or 
wrongly  it  was  quite  unnecessary  for  his 
present  purpose  to   inquire — men  who»5 
political    opinions    went,     it     was    well 
known,  even  farther  than  those  of   the 
noble  Lord  opporite  and  his  party,  gave 
their  support  to  the  present  Government 
on  this  question;    and  he  had,  he  con- 
ceived,  therefore  «    right    to    say,  that 
while  a  feeling  esdsted  in  the  country  fa- 
vourable to  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opponte,  there  was  also  a  strong  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  the  Government  and  of 
their  exertions  to  put  an  end  to  slavery  and 
the  Slave  Trade  in  Cuba  and  Brazil,  snd 
a  difl pomtion  to  allow  the  commercial  policy 
of  the  country  with  respect  to  sugar  to  be 
iniloenced  by  a  regard  to  that  great  subject. 
As  far  as  he  could  see,  no  great  change  had 
taken  place  for  the  last  four  or  ^re  years, 
^either  in  the  country!  or  in  that  House,  on 
the  sulject.  On  the  contrary,  the  interest  in 
it  seemed  to  diminish  more  and  more  every 
year;  and  as  a  proof  of  that  he  might  ob- 
serve that  he  never  recollected  to  see  the 
Benches  of  that  House  worse  furnished 
than  on  the  present  occasion,  when  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  brought  forward 
his  Motion,  and  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  prepared  to  state  the 
views  of  Government  in  reply.     But  what- 
ever the  feelings  in  that  House  might  be, 
there  was  no  ooubt  but  that  still  less  in- 
terest was  attached   to  it  out  of  doors. 
There  could    be  no  doubt  but  that  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  other 
distinguished   Gentlemen    on    that   night 
would  be  very  well  reported  in  the  morn- 
ing;  but  he  questioned  whether  it  was 
equally  certain  that  they  would  be  read  very 
generally.     Under  these  circumstances,  he 
put  it  to  the  sense  of  the  House  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment an  opportunity  of  ascertaining,  by 
refraining  for  an  interval  from  the  disturb- 
ance of  the  question,  the  result  which  their 


present  policy  was  likely  to  have  in  the 
diminution  of  slavery  and  of  the  trade  in 
slaves.-     It  was  said  on  'the  other  side,  that 
the  question  between  slave  labour  and  fiee 
labour  had  been  already  decided  by  Eu- 
rope, and  that  the  omnion  of  foreign  coun«- 
tries  was  not  very  &vourable  to  the  views 
nf  England.     They  had  heard  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Calhoun  to  the  American  Minister  at 
Paris  on  the  subject  of  the  policy  of  Eng- 
land, quoted  during  that  discussion,  as  a 
proof  that  we  could  not  hope  to  gain  credit 
for  sincerity  in  this  policy.     He  thought 
with  respect  to  that  declaration  of   the 
American  Government  on  the  policy  of 
England,  that  it  was  discreditable  to  one  of 
the  parties  concerned,  but  England  was  not 
that  party.    If,  however,  it  were  true  that 
tlie  opinion  entertained  abroad  was  gene- 
rally unfavourable,  he    thought  tlie  cause 
might  naturally  enough  be  found  in  the 
course  which  had  been  pursued  by  the 
party  opposite.     When  Englishmen  could 
be  found  ready  to  denounce  the  policy  of 
the  Legislature  as  hypocritical,  could  we  be 
surprised  that  natives  of  other  countries 
should  re-echo  the  charge?    Where  this 
question  was  perpetually  contested,  there 
we  could  scarcely  hope  to  obtain  the  bene- 
fits that  might  follow  upon  a  policy  estab* 
lished  and  clearly  understood.     The  slave- 
growing    countries    might  say  to  them- 
selves, the  British  Government  may  im- 
pose restrictions  on   our  trade,  but  with 
some  250  or  300  Members  in  the  House  of 
Commons  opposed  to  them,  it  is  not  very 
likely  that  matters  will  continue  long  in 
their  present  unfavourable  position.  These 
countries  would,  therefore,  be  induced  to 
continue  the  Slave  Trade  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  measures  against  their 
trade  adopted   by  England  could  not  be 
permanent.     If  he  thought  there  was  the 
least  probability  of  the  intentions  of  hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    being  carried    into 
effect  before  next  year,  or  the  year  after, 
or  within   any   limited  period,   then  he 
would  not  ask  them   to    abandon    these 
constant  endeavours  to  recommend  their 
views  ;   but    when   the  result  of  former 
divisions  showed  them   that  no,  grounds 
really  existed  for  entertaining   any  such 
hope  or  expectation,  then  he  would  say 
they  ought  not  to  persevere  in  efforts  which 
could  have  no  other  result  than  that  of 
thwarting  the  great  experiment  in  which 
the  Government  and  the  country  were  en- 
gaged. Would  it  not,  as  he  had  before  said, 
be  better  for  them  to  show  a  respect  for 
the  judgment  of  Parliament,  and  allow  the 
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present  policy  to  receive  a  fair  trial }  The 
Government  did  not>  as  he  apprehended^ 
deny  that  the  object  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  was  an  important  one — that  great 
responsibility  rested  with  those  who  inter- 
zupted  the  legitimate  course  of  commerce 
for  purposes  not  of  a  commercial  nature ; 
but  on  the  other  hand  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  should  not  refuse  on  their  side 
to  allow  the  great  importance  of  any  effort 
to  induce  the  Governments  of  Cuba  and 
Brazil  to  give  up  the  Slave  Trade  in  which 
their  people  were  at  present  involved.  He 
considered  that  the  public  business  could 
be  efficiently  carried  on  only  by  the  mino- 
rity giving  way  when  they  perceived  that 
they  were  acting  contrary  to  public  opinion 
and  to  the  feelings  of  the  majority.  He 
considered  it  to  be  unwise,  and  he  might 
even  say  unfair^  with  these  practical  pur- 
poses in  view,  that  the  opposition,  which 
had  been  so  long  and  so  hopelessly  conti- 
nued, should,  without  any  remission,  be 
persevered  in*  He  thought  the  country 
had  now  a  fair  prospect  of  having  the 
advantage  of  cheap  sugar,  and  that,  while 
the  Colonial  interests  were  reasonably  pro- 
tected, there  was  at  the  same  time  a  se- 
curity, by  the  admission  of  Foreign  sugar, 
against  any  unreasonable  prices  being  de- 
manded. He  thought  the  charge  of  hypo- 
crisy brought  against  the  Government  and 
the  majority  of  that  House  an  extravagant 
one ;  but  still  it  was  a  charge  which  he 
could,  to  some  extent,  understand.  The 
charge,  however,  if  applicable  at  al],  would 
apply  equally  to  the  country  generally,  and 
a  charge  of  hypocrisy  against  the  com- 
munity of  this  country,  which  had  made 
such  noble  and  such  costly  efforts,  with  full 
Icnowledge  of  their  costliness,  and  with  de- 
liberate purpose  for  the  extinction  of  sla- 
very, was  a  charge  too  absurd  to  deserve 
even  confutation  and  exposure.  Whatever 
motives  might  be  attributed  to  the  Colonial 
interests,  to  the  majority  in  that  House,  or 
to  the  Government,  it  was  clear  that  no 
such  motives  could  be  applicable  to  the 
people  of  England,  and  that  the  feeling 
which  led  the  people  to  cx)ncur  or  acquiesce 
in  the  ministerial  plan  was,  therefore,  one 
arising  from  motives  of  humanity  alone. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder* 
land  had  lately  alluded  to  the  propriety  of 
doing  away  with  the  Right  of  Search 
altogether.  He  knew  not  whether  there 
was  any  intention  of  introducing  a  Motion 
to  that  effect  before  the  House ;  he  could 
conceive  it  to  be  a  question  on  which  much 
might  be  urged  on  either  side.     It  might 


be  held  at  least  with  plausilulity  that  we 
had  better  confine  ourselves  to  the  govern- 
ment  of  our  own  people,  and  no  longer  at- 
tempt, after  so  much  experience  of  the 
difficulties  in  our  way,  to  teach  other  na- 
tions their  responsibilities.  But  this  he 
felt  very  strongly,  that  there  was  a  close 
connexion  between  the  policy  of  employing 
force  to  repress  the  Slave  Trade,  and  the 
policy  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  admission  of  sugar  from  Cuba  and 
Brazil.  If  we  abandoned  the  former,  the 
latter  might  very  probably  also  be  aban- 
doned. But  if  we  maintained  the  former, 
he  thought  that  to  act  upon  the  principles 
recommended  by  the  noble  Lord,  would  be 
found  to  involve  us  in  a  flagrant  outrage 
upon  common  decency  and  those  sanctions 
of  opinion  which  regulate  the  proceedings 
of  nations*  He  did  not  think  we  could 
continue  to  send  an  armed  force  to  in- 
tercept the  slave  ships  upon  the  Atlantic, 
with  instructions  to  put  down  the  traffic 
in  slaves,  when  necessary,  by  violence,  and 
when  necessary  even  by  blood,  after  we 
should  once  have  determined  to  open  our 
markets  now  closed  against  the  sugar  of 
Cuba  and  of  BraziU  and  should  thereby 
have  afforded  the  most  powerful  encou- 
ragement to  the  Governments  of  these 
countries  to  continue  and  extend  the 
Slave  Trade.  He  begged  in  conclunon 
to  express  his  thanks  to  the  House  for 
the  attention  with  which  they  had  heard 
him,  and  his  perfect  assurance  that  the 
House  was  not  prepared  to  alter,  upon 
such  grounds  as  had  been  shown,  a  po- 
licy so  hif^hly  cherished;  and  he  could 
not  accordingly  do  otherwise  than  re- 
fuse to  concur  in  the  vote  of  the  noUe 
Lord. 

Mr.  Macaulay  said :  If  this  were  merely 
a  financial  or  merely  a  commercial  ques- 
tion, I  should  not  think  myself  justified 
in  offering  myself  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  for  I  am  well  aware  that  there  are 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
much  more  able  to  throw  light  upon  the 
subject  in  that  point  of  view  than  I  am. 
But  I  cannot  perceive  that  the  question  at 
issue  can  be  ss^id  to  be  either  a  commer- 
cial or  a  financial  question  ;  for  1  do  not 
understand  it  to  be  disputed  that,  if  we 
were  to  decide  that  question  upon  purely 
commercial  and  financial  grounds,  we 
should  at  once  adopt  the  course  recom- 
mended by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  J« 
Russell).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Gladstone)  distinctly  states 
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that  we  are  undoubtedly  sacrificing  great 
commercial  factltttes  and  advantages  for 
moral  benefits;  nor  in  the  course  of  all 
the  debates  1  have  heard  on  this  subject, 
including  what  has  been  addressed  to  the 
House  to-nighty  have  I  heard  one  word 
said  on  either  side  of  the  House,  implying 
that  fiscal  and  commercial  arguments  are 
not  in  favour  of  the  recommendation  of 
my  noble  Friend.     I  take  it  for  granted, 
therefore,  that   the  objections  advanced 
against  the  course  proposed  by  my  noble 
Friend    are   urged    purely    upon    moral 
grounds.     We  are  told  that  we  lie  under 
a  moral  obligation  to  make  a  distinction 
between  the  produce  of  free  labour  and  of 
slave  labour.     Now,  I  should  be  as  un- 
willing to  fall  under  the  imputation  of  in- 
difference to  the  welfare  of  the  African 
race  as  any  hon.  Member  of  this   House 
can  be  to  fall  under  the  imputation  of 
hypocrisy.     I  do,  however,  think  it  is  in 
my  power  to  show  strong  reasons  at  least 
for  believing  that  no  such  moral  obliga- 
tion as  that  which  is  alleged  rests  upon 
us.     If  no  such  moral  obligation  does  lie 
upon  us,  then,  as  it  is  not  pretended  that 
there  are  any  fiscal  or  mercantile  consi- 
derations in  favour  of  the  distinction  re- 
commended by  the  Government,  I  con- 
tend that  we  ought  to  adopt  the  Resolu- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said — 
as,  indeed,  it  was  very  necessary  he  should 
say — that  he  did  not  put  up  any  pretence 
to  perfect  consistency  with  respect  to  the 
course  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.   It  would,  indeed,  have  been  diffi- 
cult for  him  to  put  up  any  such  pretence, 
for  the  policy  of  the  Government  is  ob- 
viously most  inconsistent.     Perfect  con- 
sistency, I  admit,  we  are  not  to  expect  in 
human  affairs;  but  surely  a  certain  de- 
gree of  consistency— something  like  that 
decent  consistency   to  which    the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded  towards  the  close 
of  his  speech — ought  to  be  observed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  clearly  felt,  as  any 
man  would  do,  that  the  test  of  sincerity  in 
moral  conduct  is  consistency;    that  in 

Eublic  or  in  private,  when  any  person  says 
e  does  one  particular  thing  on  a  par- 
ticular moral  ground,  and  in  order  not  to 
violate  a  particular  moral  rule,  and  such 
person  does  not  on  any  other  occasion 
evince  the  least  respect  for  that  moral 
rule,  we  must  consider  him  (1  would  not 


use  such  a  word  as  hypocrisy,  or  impute 
that  odious  vice  to  any  hon.  Gentleman) 
at  least,  as  bringing  his  good  faith  into 
some  question.     Be  it  man,  party,  or  Go- 
vernment, when  any  person,  or  any  body 
of  persons,  declare  that  they  do  a  certain 
thing  for  certain  moral  reasons,  and  with 
regard    to   other   things    falling  exactly 
under  the  same  rule    act  in   a  manner 
directly  contrary,  it  is  impossible  to  say 
they  do  not  bring,  if  not  their  sincerity, 
at   least   their  judgment  and   powers  of 
moral  discrimination,  most  gravely   into 
question.     I  deny  that  we  lie  under  any 
obligation  to  turn  our  fiscal  code  into  a 
penal  code,  in  order  to  correct  the  vices 
which  exist  in  the  institutions  of  indepen- 
dent  states.      If  once    you    admit   that 
principle,  it  leads  to  consequences  from 
which  every  one  of  us  would  revolt,  and 
which  would  throw  the  whole  commercial 
system  of  the  world  into  utter  confusion. 
If  that  principle  is  adopted,  it  follows  that 
our  whole  fiscal  legislation  is  one  mass  of 
inhumanity   and   Injustice,  and  that  the 
Budget  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  par- 
ticular, is  one  mass  of  inhumanity  and 
injustice.     I  am  far  from  denying  the  pa- 
ramount authority  of  moral  obligation; 
1  am  far  from  desiring  to  render  fiscal  or 
commercial    considerations    superior     to 
moral  obligation ;  for  I  know  it  is  not 
only  wicked,  but  in  the   highest  degree 
short-sighted,    to  suppose   that   we  can 
promote  the    permanent  interests   of    a 
great  nation  like  this  by  any  systematic 
violation  of  the  principles  of  justice  and 
morality.     I  would  adhere  to  those  prin- 
ciples,  but  I  would   adhere  to  them  con- 
sistently.    I  would  not  set  up  a  moral  law 
to  serve  one  turn  to-day,  and  then  quibble 
it  away  to  serve  another  purpose  to-mor- 
row.    1   would   not  keep  two  standards 
of  right  and  wrong :  one  to  be  employed 
when  I  wish  to  serve  a  favourite  interest, 
and  the  other  when  I  desire  to  promote 
the  commercial  advantage  of  the  country. 
I  would  not  have  two  weights  or  two 
measures ;  I  would  not  blow  hot  and  cold  ; 
I  would  not  strain  at  a  gnat  and  swallow 
a  camel.     But  I  contend  that  this  is  what 
the  Government  has  done.    If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  wish  to  follow  out  their 
principles,  they  have  opportunities  enough ; 
for  the  whole  Statute  Book  swarms  with 
enactments  opposed   to  those  principles. 
I  will  take  one  single  instance  from  the 
existing  Statute  Book,  which  seems  to  be 
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a  decisive  test — I  will  not  say  of  the  per- 
sonal sincerity  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site,  against  whom  I  do  not  wish  to  make 
the  slightest  imputation,  but  of  their  pow- 
ers of  discrimination.  Why,  look  at  the 
single  article  of  tobacco.  Not  only  do 
you  take  the  tobacco  of  the  United  States, 
which  is  slave  produce— not  only  do  you 
take  the  tobacco  of  Cuba,  which  is  grown 
by  slaves,  and,  as  you  tell  u%,  by  slaves 
recently  imported,  in  defiance  not  only  of 
the  general  principles  of  justice  and  hu- 
manity,  but  of  the  provisions  of  solemn 
treaties— «but  you  positively  interdict  the 
free  labourer  of  the  United  Kingdom  from 
growing  tobacco.  During  two  centuries 
you  have  had  on  your  Statute  Book  a  law 
prohibiting  the  growth  of  tobacco  in 
England,  and  directing  that  all  tobacco 
plantations  in  England  shall  be  destroyed. 
But  the  free  peasantry  of  Ireland  took  to 
cultivating  tobacco ;  its  cultivation  spread; 
it  was  becoming  an  important  article  of 
produce,  and  it  seemed  likely  to  be  a  pro. 
roinent  article  in  the  trade  of  that  country. 
Then  down  came  the  Legislature,  and 
you  made  a  law  interdicting  the  Irish 
freemen  from  growing  tobacco.  Observe 
— you  take  the  tobacco  g^rown  by  slaves ; 
you  give  the  producers  of  that  tobacco  a 
monopoly,  and  if  the  freemen  of  the  Uni- 
ted Kingdom  attempts  to  grow  it,  you 
Exchequer  him — you  grub  up  his  planta- 
tion. That  I  conceive  to  be  a  very  fair 
test  to  offer  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, by  which  they  may  prove  to  what 
degree  they  mean  to  be  consistent  in  the 
policv  they  adopt.  I  will  ask — are  you  pre* 
pared  to  take  this  monopoly  from  the  to- 
bacco producers  of  the  United  States  and 
of  Cuba  ?  I  am  confident  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  the  right  hon. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
atone),  will  instantly  answer,  "  No ;  cer- 
tainly not."  And  why  not  ?  **  Because  it 
would  injure  the  Revenue''  is  their  answer. 
'*  We  know/'  they  will  say,  *'  that  all  the 
tobacco  imported  from  abroad  is  grown 
by  slaves;  that  a  great  deal  of  it  is  grown 
by  newly-imported  slaves;  but  wc  know 
also  that  at  the  Custom  House  we  are  able 
to  obtain  a  duty  of  600  per  cent,  upon 
that  tobacco*'^ndeed,  sometimes  1,200 
per  cent.  *'  And,"  those  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  add,  "  if  we  suffered  the  free, 
men  of  this  country,  who  do  not  woik 


under  the  lash,  to  grow  tohacoo  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
get  an  excise  duty  of  evec^  100  per  oent. 
We  cannot  submit  to  this  loss  of  revenue, 
and  therefore  we  give  this  monopoly  of 
tobacco  to  the  slaveholder,  and  make  the 
growth  of  tobacco  by  freemen  a  penal 
oflence."    If,  then,  this  moral  obligation 
of  which  we  hear  so  much,  may,  with 
perfect  propriety,  yield  to  fiscal  consider- 
ations, on  what  principle  are  we  to  be  de- 
barred from  the  import  of  Brazilian  sugar  t 
If  this  moral  obligation  be  one  which  must 
not  yield  to  fiscal  considerations,  let  us,  at 
all  events,  have  British  snuff  and  cigars. 
It  may  be  said  in  favour  of  the  existing 
Government — and  I  fully  admit  the  fact 
—that  they  did  notenact  the  law  to  which 
I   have  just  called  the  attention  of  the 
House.    They  found  that  law  in  exist- 
ence ;  and  1  fully  admit  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  soundness  in    the    Conservative 
principle  on  which  they  have  maintained 
it— that  there  are  many  things  we  ought 
not  to  have  set  up,  which,  nevertheless, 
when  we  find  them  set  up,  we  ought  not 
readily  and  violently  to  pull  down.     But 
the  right  hon.   Baronet  opposite  (Sir  &• 
Peel),    is  not  content  with  maintaining 
laws  which  he  finds  existing  in  favour  of 
slave-grown  produce.   He  iolrodoces  new 
laws  to  the  same  effect.    He  comes  down 
to  this  House  and  proposes  to  take  off 
completely  the  duty  upon  cotton,  and  be 
says  he  does  so  in  accordance  with  a  great 
principle.     He  tells  us  that  this  will  effect 
a  great  amelioration  of  our  finaneial  ays* 
tem,  and  that  it  will  confer  an  important 
benefit  on  the  people  of  this  country.    In 
that  opinion  I  quite  agree  with  (he  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  I  intend  to  give  my 
support  to  that  part  of  his  measure.    But 
by  whom  is  this  cotton   grown  ?    Is  it 
not  grown  by  slaves  ?    I  have  seen  in  the 
writings  of  those  who  have  eulogized  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  schene»  a  paragraph 
to  this  effect :-« 

''  Thus  has  this  eminent  statesman  given 
to  the  English  labourer  a  large  supply  of 
this  important  raw  material,  and  disap- 
pointed those  ravenous  Whigs  who  wish  to 
inundate  England  with  sugar  dyed' in  negro 
blood." 

But,  in  defence  of  their  eoMiiteiiey, 
hen.  Gentlemen  opposite  maintain  cbac 
there  is  a  distinction  between  the  ease  o^ 
cotton  and  sugar.    "The  cdtivatioo  of 
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coltoo/'  Ihey  say,  *^  is  less  painfull  and 
lets  destructive  to  human  life,  than  that 
of  sugar/'  But  that  position  seems  hardly 
tenaWe;    for  the   right  hon.  Baronet  is 
now  actually  reducing,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  the  duty  on    slave-grown   sugar 
imported  from  the  United  States.     Then 
a  new  diatinction  is  set  up.     The  sugar 
and  cotton  of  the  United  States,  it  is  said, 
are   undoubtedly   slave-grown    produce; 
but  they  are  not  produced  by  means  of 
the  Slave  Trade,    This  brings  me  to  a  part 
of  this  subject  which   1  approach  with 
great  unwillingness.     I  utterly  deny  the 
proposition  that  the  products  we  are  to 
take  from  the  Southern  States  of  America 
are  not  the  fruits  of  the  Slave  Trade.     I 
Bay  they  are;  and  I  say  that,  if  there  be, 
on  the  face  of  this  earth,  a  society  which, 
before  God  and  man,  is  more  accountable 
than  another  for  the  misery  of  the  African 
race,  it  is  that  very  Republic  of  the  United 
States,  to  whose  produce  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  proposes  to  give  free  admission 
into  this  country.    I  can  assure  the  House 
that  1  feel  no  pleasure  in  going  into  argu« 
nents  of  this  nature.     I  conceive  that  it 
is  not  the  duty  of  Members  of  Parliament 
here  to  discuss  abuses  which  exist  in  the 
institutions  of  other  nations.     By  discus^ 
aions  of  that  nature,  indeed,  we  can  scarcely 
expect  to   produce    any  salutary   effect 
with  regard  to  the  reform  of  such  abusea. 
They  aie  rather   calcuktted    to    wound 
national  pride,  and  to   inflame  natiuaal 
animosity.     But  the  right  hon«  Baronet 
opposite  turns  this  llouse  into  a  judica- 
ture where  wo  are  to  arraign  and  criticise 
the  coaduot  of  all  nations  under  Heaven, 
before  we  determine  what  our  scale  of 
duties  sbaki  be,  and  with  what  countries 
we  shall  or  shali  not  trade.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  forces  upon  our  consider- 
ation questions  with  which,  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament,  1  have  nothing  to  do,  and 
which  I  am  anxious  to  avoid.     But  how 
can  I  do  so  ?    The  shopkeepers  and  pro- 
fessional man  whom  1  represent  say,  '*  Why 
are  we  to  go  on  paying,  probably  for  se- 
veral years,  an  impost  admitted  by  those 
wbo  imposed  it  to  be  grievous,  unequal, 
and  inquisitorial  ?''    The  paper  manufac- 
turer and    die   soap    manufacturer   ask 
why,  if  the  Income  Tax  is  to  be  contin- 
nedv  they  ara  not  to  have  some  share  of 
relief?    The  answer  is,  '*  Because  Brazil 
doea  not  behave  so  well  as  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  the  negro  race." 
ThMii  out  1  ftfoid  lAstiittting  a  conpari*- 


son  ?     Am  1  not  absolutely  forced  to  test 
the  truth  of  this  statement?     I  ssy,  then, 
that  there  exists  in  the  United  States  a 
slave  trade  in  no  respect  less  odious  or 
demoralizing — and,  in  my  opinion,  more 
odious  and  more  derooralizing-^than  that 
which  is  carried  on  between  the  coast  of 
Africa  and  Brazil.     North  Carolina  and 
Virginia  are  to  Louisiana  and  Alabama, 
what  Congo  is  to  Rio  Janiero.    The  slave 
States  of  the  Union  are  to  be  divided  into 
two  classes — the  breeding  States  and  the 
consuming  Slates.    In  some  of  the  United 
States  slaves  are  bred — the  human  beast 
of  burden  is  reared  up  till  he  is  enabled 
to  endure  deadly  labour  in  the  sugar  and 
cotton  estates,  with  which  you  are  extend- 
ing our  relations,  and  to  which  he  is  sent 
to  be  killed.    The  extent  of  this  traffic 
we  may  learn   from   the  census  of  the 
United  States  of  1830  and  that  of  1840. 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia  are  two  of 
the  chief  breeding   states.      During  the 
ten  years  from  1830  to  1840,  tlie  number 
of  slaves  in  North  Carolina  has  been,  as 
nearly  as  possible,   stationsry.     In  Vir- 
ginia, during  the  same  period,  the  number 
positively  decreased,   althoogh,   both   in 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia,  propagatioa 
was  going  on  to  an  enormous  extent.     In 
both  those  States,  during  the  time  I  have 
mentioned,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  ne- 
gro slaves  were  born ;  the  births  exceeded 
by  hundreds  of  thousands  the  number  of 
deaths.     What,  then,  became   of  these 
people?    Look   at  the  census  of  those 
States  where  we  know  the  negro  race  is 
worn  down  by  a  cruel  labour,  and  where 
from  its  own  resources  it  could  scarcely 
keep  up  its  numbers — nay,  where  those 
numbers  would  rather  diminish.     Take 
the  case  of  Louisiana*     In  1830,  there 
were  b  that  State   107^000  slaves;    in 
1840,  170,000.     The  slave  population  of 
Alabama,   in    1830,    was    117,000;    in 
1840,  253,000.     In  Mississippi,  during 
the  same  period,  the  slave  population  in- 
creased, threefold.     In    1830,  the   num- 
bers were,  65,000;  in   1840,    195,000. 
That  is  the  scale  of  this  Slave  Trade.    As 
to  its  nature,  ask   any  Englishman  who 
ever  travelled  through  the  Southern  Slates 
of  AtneHca.   Jobbers  go  about  from  State 
to  State,  taking  advantage  of  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  planters  in  the  breeding  States ; 
they  rend  asunder  the  dearest  ties  of  na^ 
ture  and  of  marriage  as  unscrupulously  as 
any  Guinea  captain ;  they  buy  slaves  an* 
til  they  have  made  up  their ''  gang  "  to 
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300  or  400 ;  and  Ihen  these  human  beings, 
handcufFed,  fettered,  guarded  by  armed 
men,  are  driven  as  you  would  drive  (or 
rather  as  you  would  not  drive)  a  herd  of 
oxen  to  Sroilhfietd,  to  the  Southern  States, 
to  undergo  the  deadly  labour  of  the  sugar 
mill.  In  Louisiana  the  labour  of  the  sugar 
mill  sends,  in  a  short  time,  the  stoutest 
African  to  his  grave  ;  but  still  in  Virginia 
negroes  are  growing  up  to  supply  the 
horrid  trade.  God  forbid  that  I  should 
extenuate  the  Slave  Trade  in  any  form ; 
hut  I  must  say,  ihat  I  conceive  it  may  be 
viewed  in  its  most  horrible  and  odious 
aspect  in  the  United  States.  It  is  bad 
enough  that  uncivilized  men  should  go  to 
the  coast  of  an  uncivilized  country,  and 
that  they  should  there  seize  upon  wretched 
barbarians  and  carry  them  in  slavery  to 
a  foreign  land  ;  but  that  civilized  men- 
Christians,  freemen  —  should  breed  the 
slave,  and,  if  I  must  speak  out  the  whole 
horrible  truth,  even  beget  the  slaves  they 
breed — that  a  man,  proud  of  his  liberty, 
calling  himself  a  Christian,  a  baptized 
roan,  frequenting  a  Christian  church, 
should  see  his  own  dffspring  gambolling 
about  him  in  their  childhood,  that  he 
should  watch  them  growing  up  to  age, 
and  that  he  should  then  sell  them  for  500 
dollars,  and  consign  them  to  a  life  which 
is  a  lingering  death — this  is  more  painful, 
infinitely  more  painful  to  contemplate 
than  the  Slave  Trade  of  Africa.  I  am 
now  talking  of  a  Slave  Trade  which 
extends  to  tens  of  thousands  of  human 
beings  every  year  —  a  Slave  Trade  as 
regular  as  the  trade  in  pigs  between 
Dublin  and  Liverpool,  or  in  coals  between 
the  Tyne  and  the  Thames.  I  have  no 
no  wish  to  extenuate  the  evils  of  slavery 
in  the  Brazils;  but  I  do  say,  that  on  the 
whole  it  is  less  hopeless,  and  its  evils  are 
not  so  dreadful,  as  those  of  slavery  in  the 
Southern  States  of  America.  The  evils  of 
slavery  everywhere  are  great;  but  the 
peculiar  characteristic  of  slavery  on  the 
American  continent— that  which,  where- 
ever  it  exists,  almost  destroys  the  hope 
that  you  can  ever  see  a  free  community 
there— is  the  antipathy  of  colour.  That 
antipathy  does  not  exist  in  Brazil  to 
anything  like  the  extent  to  which  it  pre- 
vails in  the  Southern  States  of  America. 
It  is  well  known  that  in  Brazil  there  is  a  free 
coloured  and  black  population,  comprising 
many  hundreds  and  thousands  of  persons ; 
they  are  not  excluded  from  honourable 
professions,  ^«nd   there   may  be   found 


among  them  physicians  and  lawyerSyBun* 
bers  who  bear  arms,  and  many  priests* 
Whoever  considers  the  honour  and  dinit j 
with  which  the  Roman  Catholic  reiigioo 
invests  its  priests,  will  appreciate  iIm 
estimation  in  which  these  men  most  be 
held.  It  is  by  no  means  unusual  to  tee 
white  penitents  kneeling  to  confess  their 
sins,  and  to  receive  absolution  before  the 
spiritual  tribunal  of  a  negro;  nor  is  it 
uncommon  to  witness  a  negro  dispeoaiog 
the  Eucharist,  to  whites.  I  need  nottdi  tlie 
House  how  utterly  diflftfrent  is  the  state  of 
things  existing  in  the  Southern  States* 
Fully  admitting  all  the  evils  of  Brasiliaa 
slavery,  if  I  were  compelled  to  state  in 
which  of  the  two  countries  I  contidered 
it  probable  the  condition  of  the  African  raee 
would  be  most  elevated  eighty  or  a  boii* 
dred  years  hence,  I  should  at  once  reply  hi 
Brazil.  But  the  system  of  maritime  police 
by  which  we  sought  to  prevent  the  Slave 
Trade  has  been  refeired  to  by  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone);  and 
how  stands  the  case  as  regards  the  cen« 
duct  of  the  United  States,  and  of  Braiil, 
with  reference  to  that  measure?  Braiil 
agreed  to  grant  you  the  Right  of  Search ; 
and,  if  it  lie  found  impoesible  to  exercise 
that  power,  the  impediment  has  been  op* 
posed  by  the  United  States.  What  the 
opinion  of  the  present  Government  is 
as  to  that  power  we  know  from  the 
letter  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  which  was  pub- 
lished the  other  day.  I  believe  I  state 
correctly  the  spirit  of  that  letter,  when  I 
say  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl,  at  there 
expressed,  is  that  the  Right  of  Search  b 
the  only  efficacious  means  of  aoppreaaini^ 
the  Slave  Trade,  and  that  he  entertains 
very  great  doubt  whether  any  other  eflec* 
tuai  mode  can  be  adopted  for  the  preven* 
tion  of  that  traffic.  To  this  sptem  of 
maritime  police  which,  as  i  think  with 
great  humanity  and  wisdom,  the  Govern* 
meat  of  this  country  proposed  to  iostitnle, 
Brazil  submitted.  The  United  States  le* 
fused  to  submit  to  it,  and  by  soch  lefnsal 
deprived  the  system  to  a  great  extent  of 
its  importance  and  efficiency;  nay,  tbej 
even  contested  that  Right  of  Visit  whichy 
I  will  venture  to  say,  was  perfectly  oon* 
sistent  with  the  Law  of  Nations;  and  in 
every  part  of  the  continent  of  Entope  they 
have  been  endeavouring,  thioogh  tbnr 
diplomatic  agents,  to  excite  an  opposition 
to  it.  You  cannot  have  forgotten  ' 
Cass's  letter.  You  cannot  doubt  tb 
United  Stst«»  bad  subnitled  lo  r 
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of  Search,  the  outcry  in  France  against 
the  exercise  of  that  power  would  never 
hate  been  excited.  But  when  one  mari- 
time nation  makes  it  a  point  of  honour  to 
refuse  assent  to  such  a  power,  jou  cannot 
wonder  that  any  country  in  which  there 
exists  a  feeling  of  national  pride,  should 
be  unwilling  to  submit  to  its  exercise. 
They  will  naturally  say, ''  Why  should  the 
tricolour  submit  to  this  degradation  more 
than  the  stars  and  stripes  ?"  It  is  very 
well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  to  say  that,  if  my  noble 
Friend's  proposition  is  adopted,  the  Right 
of  ISearch  will  be  useless.  We  all  know 
that  this  Right  of  Search  is  already,  in 
effect,  abandoned.  A  negotiation  has 
been  entered  into  on  that  subject  with 
France.  Every  body  knows  how  that  will 
end.  France  will  be  released  from  the 
supervision  of  this  maritime  police.])  Spain 
will  then  ask  for  a  similar  release,  and,  if 
it  is  acceded  to,  all  other  nations  will 
make  a  like  request.  The  Right  of  Search 
is  worth  nothing  when  France  and  Ame- 
rica refuse  to  accede  to  it ;  and  I  will  ven- 
ture to  say,  therefore,  that  the  Right  of 
Search  is  abandoned  in  consequence  of 
the  course  of  conduct  pursued  by  the 
United  States  of  America.  For  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Slave  Trade  between  Congo 
and  Brazil  the  United  States  are  more 
responsible  than  the  Government  of  Brazil 
itself.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Gladstone)  has  alluded  to  Mr. 
Calhoun's  letter ;  and  I  will  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  the  GoTernment  of  the 
United  States  has  not,  with  reference  to 
this  subject,  placed  itself  upon  a  bad  emi- 
nence, to  which  Brazil  never  aspired,  and 
to  which,  if  it  had  aspired,  it  never  could 
have  attained  ?  The  United  States'  Go- 
Ternment  has  openly  declared  itself  the 
patron,  the  champion,  and  the  upholder  of 
slavery ;  it  has  admitted  that  it  sets  up  its 
own  principles  of  slavery  in  opposition  to 
the  principles  of  freedom,  as  if  it  con- 
sidered that  this  conduct  gives  it  a  title 
to  glory  —  that  it  /enders  itself  illus- 
trious as  the  evil  genius  of  the  unfor- 
tunate African  raca.  I  well  understand 
how  statesmen  in  the  United  States 
should  say,  with  reference  to  slavery,  '*  It 
is  a  horrible  evil,  but  we  were  born  to 
it ;  we  must  endure  it ;  what  can  we  do  ?" 
But  that  is  not  the  feeling  of  the  American 
Government.  They  are  actuated  by  a  pro- 
pagandist spirit ;  they  seek  to  spread  and 
extend  ilaferj  with  more  energy  than  was 


ever  exerted  by  any  other  nation  to  diffuse 
civilisation.  Nay,  more  than  that,  they 
seem  to  think  the  cause  so  holy  that  it 
sanctifies  all  means  they  can  employ  to  pro- 
mote it ;  and  with  that  object  they  snatch 
away  provinces  right  and  lefr,  from  those 
of  their  neighbours  who  enjoy  free  in- 
stitutions. They  put  themselves  at  the 
head  of  the  slave  interest,  just  as  Queen 
Elizabeth  put  herself  at  the  head  of  the 
Protestant  interest  of  Europe,  and,  wher- 
ever their  favourite  institution  is  in  danger, 
are  ready  to  stand  by  it  as  Queen  Eliza- 
beth stood  by  the  Dutch.  I  say,  there* 
fore,  that  I  think  I  have  made  out  this, 
viz.,  that  of  all  the  States  now  existing, 
the  republic  of  the  United  States  is  that 
which  has  long  been  acting,  and  is  now 
acting,  in  a  manner  the  most  culpable  aa 
regards  slavery  and  the  Slave  Trade,  i 
say  that  they  have  been  restlessly  active 
in  preventing  every  eflBcient  measure  of 
ours  for  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade ;  and 
I  say  that  the  Slave  Trade  between  Brazil 
and  the  coast  of  Africa  is  to  be  attributed, 
in  a  great  measure,  to  the  United  States, 
Then  I  come  to  this :  the  right  hoo.  Ba- 
ronet says  he  can't  admit  Brazilian  sugar, 
because  the  Brazilians  use  the  negroes  so 
ill ;  but  he  will  admit  the  slave-grown 
cotton  of  the  United  States.  Is  it  possible 
for  him  to  prove  that  my  noble  Friend's 
proposition  would  give  a  stimulus  to  the 
Slaye  Trade  in  Brazil?  I  use  his  own 
argument  to  prove  that  his  propositioa 
would  give  a  stimulus  to  the  Slave  Trade 
of  the  United  States.  I  have  not  the  least 
doubt  but  that  as  soon  as  the  contents  of 
his  Budget  shall  be  known  across  the 
Atlantic,  the  Slave  Trade  traffic  will  become 
more  horrible  than  ever — that  the  jobbers 
in  human  flesh  and  blood  will  be  more 
busy  than  ever— that  the  gangs  of  mana- 
cled negroes  moving  southward  to  their 
doom  will  be  more  numerous  on  every 
road.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  says,  that 
this  is  a  great  boon  that  he  is  giving  to 
the  country.  But  I  don't  intend  to  oppose 
his  prepositional  intend  to  support  it, 
and  1  can  perfectly  reconcile  it  to  my  con- 
science. How  the  right  bon.  Baronet 
can  reconcile  it  to  his,  is  what  I  am 
quite  at  a  loss  to  conceive,  and  what  I 
am  very  curious  to  hear.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  cannot  say  that  it  is  an  old  abuse 
he  is  keeping  up.  He  comes  forward 
to  propose  a  Budget  favourable  in  the 
highest  degree  to  that  society  which  of 
all  societies  baa  the  most  to  answer  for  in 
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respect  to  the  Slave  Trade,  and  in  the  r 
8i|me  breath  he  says  that  he  caanot  pos- 
sibly admit  the  sugar  of  Brazil.     No  one 
is  more  capable  of  doing  justice  to  his 
case  than  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  it 
would  be  in  the  highest  'degree  presump- 
tuous in  me  to  anticipate  the  defence  that 
he  means  to  set   up.     But  1   hope  the 
House  will  pepnit  me,  as  one  who  feels 
deeply  on  this  subject,  to  explain  how  I 
shall  justify  the  vote  which  I  shall  give  to 
his  proposition ;  and  that  explanation  will, 
at  the  same  time,  explain  the  vote  which 
I  shall  give  now.     I  most  fully  admit  the 
paramount  authority  of  moral  obligations. 
But  what  are  our  moral  obligations  to  other 
men  ?     We  are  bound  not  to  wrong  them. 
We  are  bound  to  regard  them  with  bene- 
volence ;  but  it  is  nevertheless  true  that 
Providence  has  assigned,   both   to  indi- 
tiduals  and  to  societies,  certain  spheres 
within  which  it  is  desirable  that  their  be- 
nevolence should   be  peculiarly  active ; 
and  if,  neglecting  that  within  their  pro- 
vince, they  aim  at  setting  right  what  is 
beyond,  in  all  probability  their  too  active 
benevolence  will  fail  in  its  intention,  and 
more  harm  than  benefit  will  arise.     We 
can  all  see  this.     None  of  us  would  be 
justified  in  injuring  any  stranger  to  benefit 
ourselves ;  it  is  clear  that  any  stranger  is 
justified  in  claiming  from  us  many  good 
offices,  which  we  are  clearly  bound,  by  the 
laws  of  hunsanity,  to  render  him ;  but  it 
is  not  true  that  a  man  is  bound  to  exert 
himself  to   serve  strangers  as  he  exerts 
himself  to  serve  his  family.     It  is  not  true 
that  a  man  would  be  justified  in  sub- 
jecting his  wife  and  children  to  disagree- 
able privations,  in  order  to  save,  even  from 
ruin,  some  foreigner  whom  he  never  saw. 
If  we  were  to  conduct  life  on  that  prin- 
ciple, we  should  entail  misery  on  our  fa- 
milies.   The  same  of  nations :  no  legis- 
lature, no  statesman,  ought  to  injure  his 
own  country  by  benefiting  others.     No 
statesman  ought  to  omit  any  reasonable 
opportunity  that  comes  in  his  way  of  reo- 
clering  good  services  to  another  nation; 
but,  after  all,  our  country  is  our  country. 
Observe  :  I  am  not  so  narrow-minded  as 
to  prefer  the  happiness  of  a  particular  so- 
ciety to  the  happiness  of  mankind ;  but  I 
say,  that  by  promoting  the  happiness  of 
the  society  which  I  know  best,  and  with 
which  I  am  most  connected,  I  shall  best 
promote  the  happiness  of  mankind.     If 
we  attempt  more,  in  what  a  wilderoeu 
ahaU  we  not  iod  ouxsdyes  1    Look  al  the 


factory  system  pursued  in  England.        IVe 
may  agree  that  there  are  evils  in  that,  sys- 
tem which  might  be  amended  by  le^sla.- 
tion  ;  we  shall  at  any  rate  all  agree    tJi«t 
every  Member  of  this  House  ought  to  g:iwe 
his   mind  to  the  subject;   in  the   ^mmwf 
manner  we  shall  agree  that  there  are  g^real 
evils  in  the  system  of  serfdom  parsuod  in 
Russia  ;  but  could  any  good  be  done  to  tHc 
cause  of  humanity  if  the  Emperor  q€  die 
Russians  and  the  British  Parliament  vrere 
to  exchange  their  sympathies   in    these 
matters,  and  the  Emperor  were  to  take  ossr 
factory   children  under  his  special  care» 
whilst  we  undertake  the  cause  of  the  poor 
peasants  on    the   banks   of  the    Volga? 
What  good,  I  say,  would  be  done  to  the 
cause  of  humanity,  if,  pursuing  thiscoaj 
— if,  thus  extending  and  exchanging 
active  benevolence — we  should  say  to  the 
Emperor,  '*  We'll  take  none  of  your  taK 
low  or  your  hemp  until  you  emancipate 
your  serfs;"  and  he  were  to  say  to  as, 
"  I'll  take  none  of  your  manufactures  till 
you  emancipate  your  factory  chiklren  V* 
By  this  I  mean  no  sophntry,  or  casuistical 
quibbling ;  but  1  think,  on  these  principles 
of  common  sense  that  I  can  vindicate  (as 
I  hope  I   shall  ever  be  able  to  do)  the 
whole  course  of  conduct  which  I  have 
pursued  with  respect  to  the  questioo  of 
slavery  and  the  Slave  Trade.     When  1 
first  came  into  Parliament  I  had,  as  «as 
natural  that  1  should  have,  a  strong  feel- 
ing on  this  subject.     I  found  then  slavery 
exnting;   and   I  gave,  according  to  aiy 
situation  and  my  measure  of  ability,  every 
aid  in  my  power  in  order  lo  its  removaC 
I  never  shrunk  from  any  exertion,  or  hesi- 
tated to  make  any  personal  sacrifice,  to 
accomplish  it.     I  do  not  mention  this  at  a 
matter  of  boast.     It  was  merely  my  duly. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  S^relary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Deparlmeot  knows 
I  that  for  this  cause,  in  183d,  I  put  siy 
resignation  hitothe  hands  of  Lord  Spencer, 
and  voted  and  spoke  against  the  Oovem* 
ment  of  which  I  was  a  Member,  at  a  line 
when  office  was  of  as  much  conaequeoos 
to  me  as  it  could  be  to  any  one.     Locd 
Spencer  and  Lord  Grey  did  not  choose 
to  accept  my  resignation,  and  I  recaaiucd 
in  office ;  but  for  some  days  I  did,  in  oon* 
sequence  of  the  course  I  then  punned, 
consider  myself  out  of  the  service  of  the 
Crown.     However,  slavery  was  abolishsd. 
Then,  in  my  opinion,  as  a  Member  of  the 
British    Parliament,   iolmsied  with  the 
cnre  of  my  black  feUov^sobisolei  it  wis 
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my  duty,  at  any  sacrifice  of  my  own  in- 
terests, to  do  everything  in  my  power  to 
remove  that  stain  from  our  laws,  and  to 
set  at  liberty  the  negroes  of  Jamaica. 
Bui  now  comes  the  question  of  the  ne- 
groes of  Louisiana  and  Alabama,  and  I 
consider  that  they  do  not  stand  in  the 
same  relation  to  us  as  the  negroes  of 
Jamaica.  I  have  a  great  and  solemn  duty 
to  perform  to  those  whom  1  represent — to 
a  great  number  of  persons,  who  F  will  not 
say  are  in  a  state  worse  than  slavery,  but 
who  are  toiling  hard  from  sunrise  to  sun- 
set to  obtain  an  honest  living — persons 
who,  if  I  could  succeed  in  opening  to  them 
some  great  new  market,  might  possibly 
eiperience  some  alleviation  of  their  hard 
lot.  I  cannot  doubt  that  the  evil  which 
I  should  inflict  on  them  by  going  out  of 
my  sphere  would  be  great ;  but  the  good 
which  I  should  do  to  the  negroes  of 
Louisiana  and  Alabama  is  exceedingly 
problematical.  With  regard  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposition,  it  has,  I 
admit,  a  tendency  to  give  an  impulse  to 
the  Slave  Trade  in  South  America.  But 
I  look  at  it  in  this  way — I  very  much 
doubt  whether  the  marked  interference  of 
the  English  Parliament  would  on  the  whole 
have  a  good  eflect  with  the  South  Ame- 
ricans. What  right  have  we  to  interfere  ? 
All  nations  haye  a  susceptibility  of  feeling 
upon  such  a  point  as  this.  No  nation 
likes  to  be  told  "  We  are  more  virtuous 
than  you."  [  feel  this  myself.  I  feel 
that  there  are  many  abuses  in  Ireland 
which  we  ought  to  redress ;  but  I  must 
confess  that  when  I  take  up  a  New  York 
paper  and  read  most  furious  attacks  upon 
our  country  (such  for  Instance  as  the 
speeches  of  President  Tyler's  son),  in  coo- 
sequenee  of  our  treatment  of  Ireland,  I 
fed  almost  inclined  to  retrace  my  own 
steps,  and  to  ask  *'  of  what  concern  is  it 
to  America?''  If  there  be  anything  to 
be  done  with  regard  to  the  amelioration  of 
the  American  institution  as  respects  sla«- 
very,  we  must  look  to  the  co-operation  of 
that  large,  enlightened,  and  respectable 
body  of  citizens  of  the  United  Slates,  who 
hate  slavery  as  much  as  we.  They  may 
possibly  accomplish  something.  But  if 
we  refuse  to  take  their  produce  in  order 
to  punish  them  for  their  national  offences, 
we  should  probably  wound  the  pride  and 
excite  the  resentment  of  those  very  per- 
sons; and  it  would -become  a  point  of 
national  honour  with  them  to  stand  by 
elaveryi  which  tbey  have  hitherto  thought 


a  national  disgrace.  We  should  thus 
confer  no  benefit  on  the  negro,  whilst  we 
should  inevitably  inflict  mischief  upon  our 
own  countrymen,  by  making  them  pay 
higher  than  they  need  pay,  for  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  On  these  principles  I  can 
reconcile  to  my  conscience  the  vote  which 
I  intend  to  give  on  this  part  of  the  right 
hoo.  Baronet's  plan;  hot  on  the  same 
principle  I  can  reconcile  the  vote  which  I 
shall  give  to  my  noble  Friend  to-night.  I 
confess  I  shall  find  some  difficulty  in 
understanding  in  what  manner  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  distinguish  between  the 
cases.  There  are  many  other  points  that 
have  been  referred  to  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  to  which  I  will  not  advert — there 
is  one,  however — ^*  the  refining*'  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  I  cannot  help 
touching  on.  Was  such  a  distinction 
ever  heard  of?  Not  for  the  world  are  we 
to  eat  one  ounce  of  the  accursed  thing: 
but  we  arc  to  dress  it  up  in  a  more  pleasing 
form,  and  to  export  it  to  Hamburgh,  or 
Leghorn,  to  all  the  coffee-houses  of  Italy  or 
Germany!  But  we  don't  taste  it; — nol 
We  can  stand  up  with  a  pharisaical  air, 
and  thank  God  that  we  are  not  as  those 
Italians  and  Germans  are,  who  eat  slave- 
grown  sugar.  Clearly  such  distinctions 
as  these  in  matters  of  morality  are  most 
absurd.  I  hardly  know  what  to  say  to 
them.  It  seems  to  me  very  like  the  dis- 
tinction drawn  by  the  perjured  witness. 
*^  What,''  said  he,  "  I  perjure  myself  I 
not  for  the  world — no,  no — I  only  kissed 
my  thumb— -I  didn't  kiss  the  book — I 
wouldn't  do  it  on  any  account.^'  But  this 
is  surely  not  the  way  in  which  we  should 
treat  considerations  of  this  sort.  I  re- 
member something  very  analogous  to  it  in 
an  old  Spanish  novel  that  I  read  some 
time  ago;  and  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
singularly  apropos.  A  wandering  lad, 
something  after  the  fashion  of  Gil  Bias,  is 
taken  into  the  service  of  a  rich  old  silver- 
smith— a  most  pious  man,  who  is  always 
telling  his  beads,  who  hears  mass  daily, 
and  observes  the  feasts  and  fasts  of  the 
church  with  the  utmost  scrupulosity.  He 
is  always  preaching  honesty  and  piety. 
**  Never,"  he  constantly  repeats  to  his 
young  assistant,  "  never  touch  what  is 
not  your  own ;  never  take  liberties  with 
sacred  things."  Sacrilege,  as  uniting 
theft  with  profaneness,  is  the  sin  of  which 
he  has  the  deepest  horror.  One  day  while 
he  is  lecturing  after  his  usual  fashion,  an 
iU-lot^Ltng  felk>w  eomes  ioto  the  shop  with 
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a  sack  under  bis  arm.    "  Will  you  boy 
these?"    says  the  visitor,    and  produces 
from  the  sack  some  cburcb  plate  and  a 
rieb  silver  crucifix.    **  Buy  them !"    cries 
the  pious  man.     *'  No ;  nor  touch  them ; 
not  for  the  world.     I  know  where  you  got 
them*    Wretch  that  you  are,  have  you  no 
care  for  your  soul?"    *'  Well  then/'  says 
the  thief,  **  if  you  will  not  buy  them,  will 
you  melt  them  down  for  me?"    "  Melt 
them    down!"    answers  the    silversmith, 
*'  that  is  quite  another  matter."     He  takes 
the  chalice  and  the  crucifix  with  a  pair  of 
tongs ;  the  silver,  thus  in  bond,  is  dropped 
into  the  crucible,  melted,  and  delivered  to 
the  thief,  who  lays  down  five  pistoles  and 
decamps  with    his   booty.      The   young 
servant  stares  at  this  strange  scene.     But 
the  master  very  gravely  resumes  his  lec- 
ture.  '*  My  son,"  he  says,  "  take  warning 
by  that  sacrileg^ious  knave,  and  take  exam- 
ple by  me.    Think  what  a  load  of  guilt 
lies  on  his  conscience.    You  will  see  him 
hanged  before  long.    But  as  to  me,  you 
saw    that  I  would  not  even   touch  the 
stolen  property.    I  keep  these  tongs  for 
such  occasions.    And  thus  I  thrive  in  the 
fear  of  God,   and  manage  to  turn   an 
honest  penny."    But  really  I  do  say  that 
the  cause  of  morality  is  very  much  injured 
by  admitting  such  distinctions  as  these — 
nothing  can  have  a  more  immoral  tendency 
than  the  quibbling  away  our  moral  obli. 
gations  in  this  way,  making  distinctions 
of  such  a  description  as  we  have  of  late 
seen  introduced  into   theology,  .where  it 
was  attempted  to  be  shown  that  a  gentle. 
man  could  hold  tho  dogmas  of  Rome,  and 
hold  with  them  the  l^st  benefice  in  the 
Church  of  England.     I  hope  we  shall  keep 
the  sophistry  of  Tract  XC.  out  of  these 
debates  at  all  events.    Then,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wonders  that  people  on 
the  Continent  say  that  all  this  is  hypocrisy. 
Why,  can  anything  be  more  natural  ?    It 
is,  I  should  say,  perfectly  natural ;  and,  I 
should  add,  that  it  is  all  the  efiisct  of  this 
new  distinction.     I  do  not  think,  till  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  came  into  office,  that 
the  particular  topic  of  our  admitting  slave- 
grown  cotton  and  tobacco  was  ever  men- 
tioned, much  less   ever  made  a  charge 
against  an  administration.    But  as  soon 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  began  to  profess 
that  he  acted  on  a  new  and  exalted  moral 
principle,  every  body    began  to  inquire 
whether  he  consistently  adhered  to  that 
principle ;  and  the  result  of  the  inquiry  is 
that  e?ery  foreign  journal,   wbetner  in 


Germany,  or  France,  it  signifies  not  whst 
country,  laughs   at  the  philanthropy  of 
England.  **  Oh !"  say  they, ''  it  is  nothing 
but  a  farce,  for  it  applies  only  to  soear, 
and  affects  not  cotton,  tobacco,  or  coffee* 
You  take  the  Havannah  cigar,  and  gmb 
up  the  plantations  of  the  poor  Irish  freeman 
who  wants  to  cultivate  tobacco,  and  yoa 
even  admit  the  sugar  of  New  Orleans/* 
I  care  little  about  the  abuse  which  foreign 
journalists  or  orators  may  throw  on  the 
Machiavelian  policy  of  perfidious  Albion. 
But  I  am  sorry  and  ashamed  when  I  feel 
that  I  have  nothing  to  say  in  reply  to  their 
reflections.     The  right  boo.  Gentleman 
who  preceded  me  said  a  good  deal  about 
the    former  history  of  slavery;    and  he 
alluded  to  the  names  of  one  or  two  persons 
who  were   very  eminent  indeed  in  tbeir 
exertions  in  the  abolition  of  slavery,  who 
did  agree  with  the  measures  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  1841.     But  I  must  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  very  mach 
doubt  whether  my  lamented  Friend,  the 
late  Sir  T.  Buxton,  or  Sir  S.  Lushingtoii« 
would  approve  of  the  present  Budget  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.     They,  at  least,  I 
believe  would  be  consistent.     But,  if  yoa 
go  back  to  the  services  of  those  eminent 
men  with  regard  to  slavery,  is  it  possible 
to  deny  that  there  are  some  circomstancea 
in  the  conduct  of  the  supporters  of  that 
plan  which  lays  them  open— 1  won't  say 
to  the  charge  of  hypocrisy,  hot   to   be 
accused,  in  some  degree  at  least,  of  having 
deceived  themselves,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
possibility  that  their  own  interests  may 
have  exercised,  even  without  their  know« 
ing  it,   some   influence  on  their  minds. 
Who  are  now  the  great  supporters  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  plan  in  this  Honae  ? 
His  right  hon.  Colleague  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  immediately  preceded  me  in  this 
discussion.    Now,  when  I  look  back  to 
the   history  of  the  great  atroggle  which 
ended  in  the  abolition  of  slavery,  1  find 
nothing  there  that  leads  me  to  conceive 
why  their    sensibility    upon    this    point 
should  be  greater  than  ours.  The  right  hon 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
would  think  that  I  was  speaking  of  hint 
in  terms  of  irony,  were  I  to  say  thatdoring 
the  whole  of  that  great  struggle  be  ever 
threw  the  weight  of  his  influenee  on  the 
side  of  the  negro.    At  the  very  iMt,  when 
the  Bill  was  brought  in  which  pot  an  cad 
to  slavery,  I  myself  well  remember  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  declared  that  he  ooaU 
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DOt  give  his  support  either  to  the  plan  of 
immediate  emancipatioQ  proposed  by  my 
noble  Friend,  now  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland (Lord  Ho  wick),  or  to  the  plan 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  now  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  (Lord  Stanley) ;  and 
I  well  remember  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said — "  I  shall  now  claim  no  credit 
for  this  measure ;  I  only  desire  to  be  ab- 
solved from  the  responsibility."  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  not  present,  I  shall  not 
advert  to  his  course  of  conduct  further 
than  to  say  that  I  believe  he  has  always 
acted  as  other  West  India  proprietors 
acted  upon  this  point ;  but  as  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  must  allow  me  to 
bring  to  bis  recollection  the  part  which  he 
took  in  the  debates  in  1833.  He  said, 
**  You  raise  a  great  cry  about  the  distinc- 
tions between  cotton  and  tobacco  cultiva- 
tion, and  the  cultivation  of  sugar.  I  don't 
mean  to  say  that  there  is  no  difference 
between  the  hardship  of  cultivating  cotton 
and  tobacco  on  the  one  hand,  and  sugar  on 
the  other  hand ;  but  it  is  not  so  great  as 
you  may  think.  In  some  damp  marshy 
soils  the  cultivation  of  sugar  may  be  very 
difficult,  but  it  is  not  so  in  other  situa- 
tions. Go,  for  example,  to  Barbadoes, 
and  there  you  will  find  the  slave  popula. 
tion  engaged  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar  ex- 
tremely well  off.''  That  was  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  said  upon  this  point. 
He  said,  too^  that  there  were  other  em- 
ployments quite  as  injurious  and  detri- 
mental to  health  as  that  pursued  by  the 
slaves,  and  he  referred  particularly  to 
"  grinding,"  saying,  "  See  how  grinding 
injures  the  sight  and  shortens  life."  He 
went  on  to  say  that  he  thought  the  system 
had  originated  with  the  West  India  Le- 
gislature. [Mr*  Gladstone :  Really  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  sort.  You  are  not 
quoting  me  at  all  correctly.]  What,  not 
about  the  grinding?  [Mr.  Gladstone: 
Yes,  about  the  grinding,  but  nothing 
more.]  1  at  once  admit  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's denial.  I  will  let  that  pass.  Now, 
I  must  say  that  I  am  forced  to  look  for 
some  common  principle  that  shall  explain 
the  meaning  of  these  Gentlemen  going  all 
round  the  compass  in  this  manner;  one 
time  assuming  one  ground,  and  at  another 
time  another ;  and  I  do  find  that  there  is 
one  principle  common  to  allj  and  that  that 
is  a  gieat  desire  to  protect  the  West  India 
interest.    At  one  time  they  are  for  protect- 


ing slave-labour  sugar  against  free-labonr 
sugar — at  another  time  free-labour  sugar  is 
the  only  sugar  that  is  to  be  admitted  at  all. 
When  I  see  Gentlemen  moving  from  one 
side  to  the  other  in  this  way,  what  am  I  to 
understand? — what  can  I  do  but  see,  if 
amid  all  these  changes  there  be  any  one 
point  to  which  they  universally  adhere?  I 
have  so  looked,  and  I  perceive  that  one 
point  governs  all  their  actions ;  to  one  prin- 
ciple, regardless  of  consequences,  they 
ever  point,  and  that  is — protection  to  the 
West  India  interest.  These  are  my  views 
on  this  subject,  and  I  do  hope  that  I  have  at 
least  succeeded  in  acquitting  myself  of  the 
charge  of  inconsistency,  or  of  insensibility, 
to  the  evils  of  the  Slave  Trade,  in  the  vote 
which  I  am  about  to  give ;  my  conduct  I 
can  perfectly  reconcile  with  my  con- 
science, and  I  must  say  that  I  shall  be 
much  surprised  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
or  the  Government  can  readily  reconcile 
their  present  conduct  with  their  past  ac- 
tions, and  convince  the  House  of  their 
consistency. 

Mr.  Gladstone :  The  House,  I  am  sure, 
will  allow  me  to  put  myself  right  upon 
one  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
address.  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  had  quoted  in  the  usual  manner  when 
references  are  made  to  former  speeches — 
namely,  that  by  which  the  matter  can  be 
verified.  My  right  hon.  Friend  founds  a 
very  severe  charge  against  me — namely, 
that  I  adopt  contrary  language  and  con- 
flicting arguments  at  one  time  or  another, 
precisely  as  they  happen  to  promote  the 
West  India  interest.  Now  will  my  right 
hon.  Friend  allow  me  to  say  this — that 
during  the  whole  of  these  discussions  I 
never  have  said  one  word,  to  my  know- 
ledge, upon  the  nature  of  sugar  cultivation 
as  being  destructive  of  life>  I  am  aware 
there  were  extremely  exaggerated  notions 
abroad  upon  that  subject ;  I  still  believe 
it  to  be  the  case,  but  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  in  all  the  speeches  with  which  I 
have  troubled  the  House  during  the  dis- 
cussions of  the  last  four  years,  I  have  ever 
said  a  single  syllable  to  the  effect  of  there 
being  a  great  destruction  of  life  in  the 
cultivation  of  sugar.  I  therefore  beg  to 
observe  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the 
severe  charge  he  has  made  against  me  is 
totally  groundless,  and  that  there  is  not 
one  syllable  to  support  it. 

Sir  J.  Graham :  I  do  not  venture  to 
appear  before  the  House,  Sir,  from  any 
vain  desire  to  place  myself  for  one  moment 
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10  competitioo  with  tbe  ri^t  hoa,  Geo* 
tlemwoL  who  has  just  sat  down.  It  is  oot 
from  suefa  a  motive  1  am  ioduced  to  rise 
upon  this  occasion ;  and  conscious  of  the 
diaadFantage  under  which  any^  Gentlemao 
in  this  House  must  fdlow  a  speech  so 
ahle  and  so  brilliant  as  that  just  addressed 
to  you  by  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman^  I 
agaiQ  assure  the  Hpuse  it  is  from  a  sense 
pf  duty  solely  that  I  now  appear  before 
tbam.  I  feel  more  particularly  impelled 
to  dp  so  by  the  personal  appeal  which  tbe 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  has  made  to  me. 
Jt  relates  to  a  circumstance  so  much  re- 
dounding to  the  honour  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  willingly  give  my  testi- 
mony to  the  strict  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ment he  has  made»  At  the  period  when 
the  great  question  of  the  emancipation  of 
tbe  slaves  in  our  West  India  Colonies  was 
under  discussion  during  the  Administra- 
tion of  Earl  Grey,  in  which  Administra- 
tion I  was  a  Member^  the  question  with 
regard  to  apprenticeship  arose.^  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  then  holding  a  place 
under  the  Government  of  Earl  Grey>  dif- 
fered from  the  Executive  Government  upon 
a  point  materially  affecting,  as  he  thought, 
the  interests  of  the  slaves,  and  he  was 
anxious  by  his  vote  to  give  effect  to  his 
opinion,  and  oppose  the  plan  of  Govern- 
ment. Most  certainly  upon  that  occasion 
the  right  hop.  Gentleman,  regardless 
of  all  personal  interest,  and  from  a  sense 
of  duty,  did  place  at  the  disposal  of 
Government  the  office  he  held,  in  a  man- 
ner the  most  honourable,  and  the  most 
disinterested,  and  as  I  think,  quite  worthy 
of  his  firm  attachment  to  those  principles 
respecting  slavery  which  he  has  ever  pro- 
fessed and  uniformly  acted  upon.  I  also, 
I  think,  may,  on  my  own  part,  claim 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  admis- 
sion that  I,  ever  since  I  have  taken  a  share 
in  measures  respecting  slavery  and  the 
Slave  Trade,  have  taken  a  consistent 
part,  I  was  a  Member  of  the  Admi- 
nistration to  which  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred.  I  was  tbe  intimate 
Colleague  of  my  noble  Friend  the  present 
Secretary  of  the  Colonies ;  whose  duty 
it  was  to  bring  forward  that  measure  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery.  To  the  best  of  my 
ability,  I  gave  to  that  measure  a  cordial 
and  sincere  support;  and  ever  since  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  Farlia- 
nient,  I  do  not  think  I  have  omitted  any 
opportunity  of  recording  my  vote  in  favour 
of  the  emancipation  of  slaves.  I  took  an 
active  part  in  all  his  preliminary  measures^ 


particularly  tn  the  Comnittee  '^f        .       ^ 
which  preceded  emandpalioBy  md   to  the 
best  oi  my  ability  I  have  since  msifiarmlj^ 
given  my  coostant  aod  ooosisteDt   sup- 
port to  those  measures  which  I  tkoasdif; 
most  conducive  to  the  iotevetts  of 
loured  population.    I  must  be 
to  observe  upon  the  very  able 
have  just  beard,    that  brilliaot*  as    thmt 
speech  was,  connected  with  one  part  oi  the 
subject  we  are  now  discussiog*  I  csnaot 
regard  it  as  taking  a  compiefaensive  vieir 
of  the  entire  matter  submitted  for    our 
consideration.    The  right  boo.  Geatlemsn 
began  his  speech  by  saying  he  would  not 
deal  with  this  as  a  commercml  or  as  a  finan- 
cial question  ;  but  he  would  rather  treat  it 
as  touching  political  morals ;  and  through- 
out his  whole  speech  be  dealt  with  it  <»d 
this  ground.  Tbe  right  hon. Gentleman  will 
permit  me  to  say,  that  this  can  hardly  be 
regarded  as  a  statesmanlike  view,  oompre- 
bending  the  whole  of  this  great  question  ; 
for  I  contend  that  the  question  cannot  be 
now  regarded  absolutely  and  abstractedly 
as  a  branch  of  political  morals,  discarding 
financial  and   commercial  conrideratioos. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  bound  to  treat  it 
as  a  question  involving  not  only  political 
morality,  but  as  a  question  of  finance  and 
commerce  of  tbe  highest  importance.  And 
when  I  so  consider  it,'  I  am  at  tbe  aame 
time  bound  to  state,  that  whatever  may  be 
the  feelings  of  morality  with  regard  to  it, 
which  I  strongly  and  decidedly  entertain, 
tbe  difficulty  of  Government  and  of  Par« 
liament  is  this— that  we  are  treating  a 
great  commercial  question  upon  principles 
not  purely  commercial,  and  by  die  mode  In 
which  we  are  treating  it  from  mixed  con- 
siderations of  morals  and  of  commerce,  we 
are  introducing  a  policy  not  strictly  com- 
mercial,  but  contrary,   in   some  bading 
particulars,    to    those    great    rules  aod 
principles  which   ought  to  decide  com- 
mercial questions  in  this  oouotry.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  when 
he   considered  tbe  questioo   of  slavery, 
be  took  a  very  differeot  view  of  it  when  the 
slaves  of  our  West  India  Islaods  were  coo- 
ceroed,  from  the  view  he  took,  having  re. 
gard  to  political  morals,  of  the  coodttioo 
of  slaves  io  the  territories  of  other  oouo- 
tries  oot  immediately  ooooecied  vith  oar 
domestic  lesislature.     It  is  not  for  me, 
occupyiog  the  aituatioo  which  I  bare  the 
hoQour  to  fill,  to  follow  tbe  right  hoo. 
Geotleman  into  tbe  diacnaBioa  of  tbo  social 
institutions    of  any   great  ooimtry  with 
wbicb  Her  Migesty  entcrtaios  saioiUt 
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relatioo^    I  cannot  think  it  expedient  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
terms  of  strong  inFective  which  he  has  used  j 
but    at   the  same   time,  with  regard  to 
many  of  tho  private  feelings  which  he 
expressed^    I   am  bound  to   say  that  in- 
dividually I  could  not  with  honesty  ex- 
press any  very  great  difference  of  opinion. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  observed, 
that  with  regard  to  the  slave  population 
fellow  subjects  with    himself,    in    1833 
he  entertained  a  very    different   feeling 
towards   them    from    that  which  it  was 
his  duty  to    act  upon   with    legard    to 
slaves  in  countries  not  under  t*)e  British 
Crown,  and   pot  immediately    oennected 
with  us.     Now  f  wish  to  be  pernritted  to 
say  that  in  dealing  with  this  question  not 
merely  as  a  question  of  morals,  but  partly 
financial  and  commercial,  I  as  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  cannot  overlook  the  jjreat  in- 
terests of  the  Colonies.     I  think  it  can  be 
shown  that,  with  a  due  consideration  to 
the  interests  of  the  British  consumer*  an 
abundant  supply  of  sugar  can  be  obtained 
at  a  lower  price,  and  with  far  greater  ad- 
vantage to  the  consumer,  from  the  British 
Colonies  and  British  dependencies,   than 
firom  countries  where  the  importation  of 
slaves  is  still  encouraged.  I  cannot  altoge- 
ther  discard  the  consideration  due  to  the 
present  position  of  the  West  Indies ;  and  I 
think   the  noble  Lord^  who  has  brought 
this  question  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  did  not  himself  discard  thisvery  con- 
sideration. I  think  it  would  be  impossible 
that  that  noble  Lord,  who  was  united  with 
me  in  the  government  of  Earl  Grey,  when 
the  measure  of  emancipation  was  carried, 
notwithstanding  the  largegrant  which,  with 
great  generosity,  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try  readily  contributed  to  the  planters  in 
consideration  of  the  measure  then  forced 
upon  them,  can  forget  the  peculiar  position 
of  the  West  India  Colonists.  ( say,  notwith- 
standing  the  amount  of  the  grant,  the  noble 
Lord  must  still  think  consideration  due  to 
the  planters,  upon  account  of  the  immense 
change  so  forced  upon  them  by  the  British 
Legislature,  and  also  on  account  of  their 
present  difficulties.     What  was  the  effect 
of  that  change  ?  Why  that,  although  com- 
pensated by  a  liberal  pecuniary  grant,  the 
means  of  cultivating  their  property  with 
any  degree  of  certainty  have  been  almost 
entirely  destroyed  or  extremely  narrowed. 
And  what  haa  been  our  subsequent  policy  ? 
From  considerations  of  humanity  we  have 
thought  it  indispensably  necessary  to  im- 
poie  restrictions  upuu  the  means  of  their 


acquiring  free  labour  as  the  substitute  fi>r 
slave  labour.     We  took  from  them  their 
slaves,  we  gave  them  compenaatiou  to  a 
great  extent,  but  still  we  left  them  with- 
out the  means  of  cultivating  their  esitates, 
except  by  the  payment  of  very  high  wages 
to  the  |)opulation   which    was   liberateil, 
and  unwilling  to  work,  except  under  the 
temptation  of  extravagant  remuneration; 
and,  as  I  said  before,  we  have  imposed  re- 
strictions upon  their  obtaining.by  the  intro- 
duction of  free  labour,  other  means  to  cul- 
tivate their  property.  Now,  Sir,  I  conceive 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, under  these  circmstances,  if  it  be  in 
their  power,  to  supply  the  British  consu- 
mer adequately  with  the  great  requisite 
of  sugar  at  a  moderate  price,  not  neglect- 
ing at  the  same  time  the  interests  of  the 
British   Colonies.    That,  I  think,  is  the 
true  policy  which  ought  to  prevail  with  ua. 
Nor  can  I  altogether  discard  from  consi< 
deration   the  immense  possessions  in  the 
East,  belonging  to  the  British  Crown,  in 
which  there  are  a  hundred   millions  of 
those  who  are  to    be    regarded  as    our 
fellow-subjects,   willing  to    consume  our 
manufactures  to  an  almost  unlimited  ex- 
tent.    Indeed,  there  is  no  assignable  limit 
to  their  desire  to  consume,  except  their 
power  to  pay  for  the  articles  we  produce. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  by  our  policy, 
and  under  our  government,    the    native 
manufactures  have  been  entirely  destroyed. 
Their  only  means  of  production  are  limited 
to  the  soil.     They  iiave  a  soil  peculiarly 
well  adapted  to  the  growth  of  sugar.    J 
see  my  hon.  Friend,  one  of  the  East  India 
Directors  (Mr.  Hogg),  who  acted  upoq  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  as  to   East  India 
produce,  when  it  was  given  in  evidence 
by  a  gentleman  now  connected  with  the 
Government,  and  well  versed  in  East  India 
affairs,  and  related  to  the  right  hon«  Gen- 
tleman who  last  spoke,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  valley  of  the  Ganges,  properly  cgltit 
vated,  was  capable  of  producing  a  supply 
of  sugar  adequate  to  the  wants  of  the 
whole  of  Europe,  independently  of  all  other 
sources.  Under  these  circumstances,  if  the 
question  be  not  one  purely  of  morals,  but 
s^  mixed  consideration  of  commerce  and  of 
finance,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  disregard 
the  present  necessities  and  difficulties  of 
the  West  Indies,  and  the  desire  of  the  great 
population  of  India  to  consume  our  manu- 
factures, if  we  will  only  afford  them  the 
means  of  remittance  and  of  payment  for 
those  manufactures.     We  must,  therefore, 
Encourage  the  growth  of  sugar  both  in  the 
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Wett  Indies  andin  India  to  the  greatest  pos- 
sible extent.  Then»  Sir,  the  question  pre- 
sents itself-— Is  there  any  inconsistencyupou 
the  part  of  Government  in  adhering  to 
their  policy  with  regard  to  the  distinction 
between  free-labour  sugar  and  slave-labour 
sugar  ?  Will  the  House,  on  this  subject, 
permit  me  shortly  to  trace  the  origin  of 
this  distinction?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  Ewart)  is,  I  think,  present 
in  his  place ;  and  unless  I  am  much  mis- 
taken, the  first  distinction  of  this  kind  deli- 
berately made  in  Parliament  was  made  by 
that  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  brought  the 
question  of  the  Sugar  Duties  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  in  1840.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  upon  that  occasion  said, 
he  would  propose  that  a  reduction  of  duty 
should  be  made  in  favour  of  free-labour 
sugar  only,  and  he  was  anxious  to  confine 
the  benefit  of  the  reduction  to  the  manu- 
ftcture  of  sugar  not  made  by  slaves.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  felt  that  the  difficulty  in 
bringing  forward  the  proposition  at  that 
time  was  the  Treaty  with  Brazil,  which  he 
admitted  stood  in  the  way ;  and  he  said  as 
it  was  to  continue  in  force  for  three  or  four 
years  longer,  the  circumstance  of  that  en- 
gagement with  firazil,  which  must  be 
put  upon  a  footing  with  the  most  fa- 
voured nations,  would  be  a  hindrance  to 
a  redaction  of  duty  upon  free-labour  sugar 
from  other  countries,  at  least  for  that 
period.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  supply  of  free-labour  sugar  from 
Java,  Manilla,  and  the  East  was  very 
large,  and  he  put  it  so  high  as  50,000 
or  60,000  tons.  On  that  occasion,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Taunton  resisted  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries.  I  had  the  honour 
to  be  present  in  the  House,  and  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  then  the  CoU 
league  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  also 
resisted  the  Motion.  I  do  not  think  I 
heard  in  the  subsequent  debates,  or  this 
evening,  in  the  two  speeches  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newark  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in 
opposition  to  the  proposition  now  made  by 
the  noble  Lord,  any  answer  materially  dif- 
ferent from  those  which  the  right  hon. 
€rentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and  his  Col- 
leagues, in  1840,  urged  in  reply  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
fries. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Taunton,  I  distinctly  remem- 
ber, stated  then  what  we  state  now,  that 
the  question  was  not  to  be  regarded  as 
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merely  a  financial  or  commercial  q 
but  also  as  one  of  moral  considei 
the  very  consideration  to  which  th^ 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin 
has  to-night  adverted.  He  insisted 
the  great  weight  of  these  mixed  co 
ations;  with  his  usual  ability  he 
them  at  considerable  length;  and  the 
on  this  mixed  view  of  the  case  rejectecf  f  lie 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Domfn^s. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  was  i 
place  just  now.  Upon  the  occasion  I 
to,  the  question  arose  respecting  the  feeli  _ 
of  the  constituencies  with  regard  to  ^le 
great  reduction  of  price  which  migh^ 
obtained  upon  the  introduction  of 
labour  sugar  at  an  equal  duty  with  Ft 
labour  sugar ;  and,  if  I  mistake  not,  ^lie 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Slie^ 
field  presented  a  petition  from  Sheffield. 
This  petition  set  forth  that  Foreign  sogmr 
should  not  be  admitted  indiscriminately « 
but  that  sugar  the  produce  of  free  labour 
should  be  admitted  under  such  advantages 
as  to  exclude  all  sugar  the  produce  of  slave 
labour.  That  was  the  opinion  of  the  con- 
stituency of  Sheffield  at  that  time;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Taunton  insisted  upon  this  petition, and  the 
sentiments  it  expressed,  as  indicative  of  tbe 
feeling  of  the  British  community  upon  this 
particular  question.  So  far  from  there  being- 
a  desire  to  obtain  some  small  reductioD  to 
the  price  of  sugar  by  any  encoanigemeot 
of  the  free  admission  of  slave-labour  sugar 
upon  equal  terms  with  free-labour  sugar, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repudiated  tbe 
notion  of  the  people  of  this  country  wishing 
for  low  prices  at  all  hazards,  with  no  refer* 
ence  to  the  Slave  Trade ;  and  he  instanced 
this  petition  as  a  proof  that  the  popular 
constituencies  of  this  country  were  adverse 
to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries,  which  would  lead  to  a  large  in- 
troduction of  slave-grown  sugar.  Sir,  in  tbe 
debate  of  1840,  the  same  arguments  that 
have  been  urged  with  regard  to  cotton,  to- 
bacco, and  other  products  being  freely  ad* 
mitted  into  the  British  market,  whidi 
are  avowedly  the  produce  of  slave  labour, 
were  argued  with  great  force;  and  how 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Taunton  deal  with  that  part  of  the 
case  ?  Exactly  us  we  now  contend  It  ought 
to  be  dealt  with,  notwithstanding  all  tbit 
has  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh.  In  the  first  phuse,  the 
right  hon.  Member  fbr  Taunton  contended 
that  cotton  and  tobacco  do  not  enter  ioto 
competition  with  similar  articles  raised  by 
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ittktiong.    I  caonot  think  it  expedient  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
terms  of  strong  inFective  which  he  has  used  j 
but    at   the  same  time,  with  regard  to 
many  of  the  private  feelings  which  he 
expressed,   I   am  bound  to  say  that  in« 
dividually  1  could  not  with  honesty  ex- 
press any  very  great  difference  of  opinion. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  observed, 
that  with  regard  to  the  slave  population 
fellow  subjects  with    himself,    in    1833 
he  entertained  a  very    different   feeling 
towards   them    from   that  which  it  was 
his  duty  to    act  upon   with   regard    to 
slaves  in  countries  not  under  tac  British 
Crown,  and  pot  immediately    oennected 
with  us*     Now  f  wish  to  be  pcrnJtted  to 
say  that  in  dealing  with  this  question  not 
merely  as  a  question  of  morals,  but  partly 
financial  and  commercial,  1  as  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  J  cannot  overlook  the  jjreat  in- 
terests of  the  Colonies.     I  think  it  can  be 
shown  that,  with  a  due  consideration  to 
the  interests  of  the  British  consumeri  an 
abundant  supply  of  sugar  can  be  obtained 
at  a  lower  price,  and  with  far  greater  ad- 
vantage to  the  consumer,  from  the  British 
Colonics  and  British  dependencies,  than 
from  countries  where  the  importation  of 
slaves  is  still  encouraged,  I  cannot  altoge* 
ther  discard  the  consideration  due  to  the 
present  position  of  the  West  Indies ;  and  I 
think  the  noble  Lord,  who  has  brought 
this  question  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,didoot  himself  discard  thisvery  con- 
sideration* I  think  it  would  be  impossible 
that  that  nobl^  Lord,  who  was  united  with 
me  in  the  government  of  Earl  Grey,  when 
the  measure  of  emancipation  was  carried, 
notwithstanding  the  large  grant  which,  with 
great  generosity,  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try readily  contributed  to  the  planters  in 
consideration  of  the  measure  then  forced 
upon  them,  can  forget  the  peculiar  position 
of  the  West  India  Colonists.  ( say,  notwith- 
standing the  amount  of  the  grant,  the  noble 
liOrd  must  still  think  consideration  due  to 
the  planters,  upon  account  of  the  immense 
change  so  forced  upon  them  by  the  British 
Legislature,  and  also  on  account  of  their 
present  difficulties.     What  was  the  effect 
of  that  change  ?  Why  that,  although  com- 
pensated by  a  liberal  pecuniary  grant,  the 
means  of  cultivating  their  property  with 
any  degree  of  certainty  have  been  almost 
entirely  destroyed  or  extremely  narrowed. 
And  what  ha9  been  our  subsequent  policy  ? 
From  considerations  of  humanity  we  have 
thought  it  indispensably  necessary  to  im- 
poie  restrictions  upou  the  means  of  their 


acquiring  free  labour  as  the  substitute  fi>r 
slave  labour.  We  took  from  them  their 
slaves,  we  gave  them  compensation  to  a 
great  extent,  but  still  we  left  them  with- 
out the  means  of  cultivating  their  ehtates, 
except  by  the  payment  of  very  high  wages 
to  the  |)opulation  which  was  liberateii, 
and  unwilling  to  work,  except  under  the 
temptation  of  extravagant  remuneration; 
and,  as  I  said  before,  we  have  imposed  re- 
strictions upon  their  obtaining.by  the  intro- 
duction of  free  labour,  other  weans  to  cul- 
tivate their  proper ty.  Now,  Sir,  I  conceive 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, under  these  circrostances,  if  it  be  in 
their  power,  to  supply  the  British  consu^ 
mer  adequately  with  the  great  requisite 
of  sugar  at  a  moderate  price,  not  neglect- 
ing at  the  same  time  the  interests  of  the 
British  Colonies.  That,  I  think,  is  the 
true  policy  which  ought  to  prevail  with  us. 
Nor  can  I  altogether  discard  from  consi- 
deration the  immense  possessions  in  the 
East,  belonging  to  the  British  Crown,  in 
which  there  are  a  hundred  millions  of 
those  who  are  to  be  regarded  as  our 
fellow-subjects,  willing  to  consume  our 
manufactures  to  an  almost  unlimited  ex- 
tent. Indeed,  there  is  no  assignable  limit 
to  their  desire  to  consume,  except  their 
power  to  pay  for  the  articles  we  produce. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  by  our  policy, 
and  under  our  government,  the  native 
manufactures  have  been  entirely  destroyed. 
Their  only  means  of  production  are  limited 
to  the  soil.  They  iiave  a  soil  peculiarly 
well  adapted  to  the  growth  of  sugar.  | 
see  my  hon.  Friend,  one  of  the  East  India 
Directors  (Mr.  Hogg),  who  acted  upoq  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  as  to  East  India 
produce,  when  it  was  given  in  evidence 
by  a  gentleman  now  connected  with  the 
Government,  and  well  versed  in  East  India 
affairs,  and  related  to  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tlaman  who  last  spoke,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  valley  of  the  Ganges,  properly  cgltit 
vated,  was  capable  of  producing  a  supply 
of  sugar  adequate  to  the  wants  of  the 
whole  of  Europe,  independently  of  all  other 
sources.  Under  these  circumstances,  if  the 
question  be  not  one  purely  of  morals,  but 
a  mixed  consideration  of  commerce  and  of 
finance,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  disregard 
the  present  necessities  and  difficulties  of 
the  West  Indies,  and  the  desire  of  the  great 
population  of  India  to  consume  our  manu- 
factures,  if  we  will  only  afford  them  the 
means  of  remittance  and  of  payment  for 
those  manufactures.  We  must,  therefore, 
encourage  the  growth  of  sugar  both  in  the 
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of  reduction  of  duty  will  have  the  effect 


of  reducing  the  price  of  sugar  from  Id.  to 
l|(i.  a  lb.,  in  the  retail  price,  to  the  con- 
sumer in  this  country.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   tlie  Member  for   Edinburgh, 
altogether    disclaimed    the    intention    of 
throwing  upon  his  political  adversaries  in 
the  discussion  of  this  question  the  charge 
of  hypocrisy.    And  I  cannot  but  think  that 
it  would  be  well  if  such  charges  were  alto- 
gether omitted  in  our  discussions ;  for  I  do 
not  think  that  such  charges  interchanged 
in  our  debates  are  calculated   to  elevate 
the  character  of  the  House,  or  tend  to  the 
fair  elucidation  of  the   subjects  brought 
tinder  our  consideration.    Charges  of  this 
kind  are  easily  made.  Nothing  is  so  easy  as 
to  say,  when  assent  is  not  at  once  given  to  a 
general  principle  on  the  part  of  those  who 
differ  from  it,  that  their  difference  is  not 
honest*— nothing  so  easy  as  to  say  that  any 
proposal  of  those  who  seek  to  qualify  it  is 
absurd,  and  that  such  modification  ought  not 
in  reason  to  be  adopted.  But  it  is  impossible, 
Sir,  we  contend,  to  treat  the  question  we 
are  considering  on  merely  abstract  princi- 
ples, and  without  qualifications,  and  with- 
out modifications  as  to  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances having  reference  both  to  time  and 
place.    And  1  am  of  opinion  that  the  mea- 
sure brought  forward  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  effect  good  objects.    I  am 
of  opinion  it  will  give  to  the  consumer  a 
reduction — a  considerable  reduction—in  an 
article  that  enters  largely  into  consump- 
tion;  it  will  give  to  the  British   Colo- 
nies a  stimulus  which  must  be  attended 
with  the  most  beneficial  results ;  and  it 
will  give  a  great  encouragement,  in  the 
£ast  Indies,  to  the  growth  of  that  par- 
ticular product  for  which  the  soil  of  that 
country  is  best  .suited.    And  all  these  ad- 
vantages will  result  from  the  adoption  of 
this  measure  without  any  encouragement 
being  given  to  the  Slave  Trade,  against 
which  the  faith  and  honour  of  this  country 
are  pledged.     Now»  Sir,  I  must  sajr,  if 
good  faith  is  to  be  a  paramount  consider- 
ation, it  will  be  a  great  question  whether, 
af\er  all  our  pretences  with  reference  to  a 
desire  to  put  down  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
after  all  our  eagerness  to  maintain  those 
treaties  entered    into    for  the    Right  of 
Search,  which  have  been  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  and  others  who  have  taken  nart 
in  discussions  with  regard  to  the  Slave 
Trade— it  will  be  a  great  question,  whe- 
ther, after  the  measures  taken  by  this  and 
other  countries  to  put  down  the    Slave 
Trade«  it  can  be   consistent  iu  us  sud- 


denly to  open  the  British  market  to  slave- 
labour  sugar,  and  thus  offer  to  it  all  the 
encouragement  such  a  proceeding  would 
afford.  I  am,  Sir,  distinctly  of  opinion, 
that  any  such  sudden  change  of  policy  as 
that  of  admitting  slave^labour  sugar  and 
free*  labour  sugar  into  the  market  on  equal 
terms,  would  not  fail  to  have  the  double 
effect  of  encouraging  the  production  of 
slave-labour  sugar,  and  of  discouraging, 
at  least  in  an  equal  degree,  the  produc- 
tion of  free-labour  sugar.  Every  such 
result  fostered  by  our  legislation,  and  en* 
oouraged  by  Parliament,  is  inconsistent,  and 
in  opposition  to  the  national  faith  and  to 
national  pledges.  The  adoption  by  Parlia- 
ment of  the  measure  suggested  by  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  opposed  to  the  principles 
formerly  acted  upon  by  the  House,  and 
would  have  an  adverse  tendency  to  that 
policy  which  has  for  a  long  period  received 
the  steady  maintenance  and  support  of 
Parliament  and  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. I  have  no  apprehension  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  have  no  fear  but  that  the  measure 
by  which  we  shall  be  able  to  secure  to  the 
consumer  a  great  reduction  in  the  price  of 
sugar,  without  departing  from  the  anti-slave 
trade  policy  hitherto  adopted  by  this  coun- 
try,  will  receive  the  sanction  of  the  British 
community;  and  certainly.  Sir,  I  cannot 
hesitate  to  give  the  measure  proposed  by 
the  ririit  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  my 
cordial  and  unhesitating  support. 

Mr.  C  Wood  was  not  surprised  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
should  have  omitted  all  allusion  by  way 
of  reply  to  the  able  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Macaulay),  for  a  speech  more 
brilliant  and  more  unanswerably  argumen- 
tative he  (Mr.  Wood)  never  heard  in  hb 
life.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  complained 
that  tnat  speech  dealt  with  only  one 
branch  of  the  subject  thev  were  disconing 
— the  moral  and  political,  and  that  it  left 
out  the  commercial  and  6nancial  part  of 
the  question.  But  on  the  commercial  and 
financial  advantages  of  the  roeaaure^  the 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  aide  had  not  a 
word  to  say.  The  right  hon.  Geotleflun 
the  Member  for  Newark  (Mr.  GladiloneX 
as  a  commercial  and  financial  measQi«« 
gave  it  up  altogether.  He  defended  it 
chiefly  on  political  and  moral  grounds : 
but  for  this  moral  part  of  the  question  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  entirely  withovt 
a  defence.  And  lie  (Mr.  Wood)  thooght 
that    the    right    hon.    Gcntkoiao    the 
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Mevber  for  Edinburgb,  kad,  ip  refereoce 
19  the  political  and  moral  argument, 
vemoved  from  the  supporters  of  the  mea* 
•ure  proposed  by  Government,  the  only 
grounds  upon  which  they  coold  defend  it. 
He  (Mr.  Wood)  was  apiused  at  the  dis. 
tinclions  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  bon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Newark.  Thq  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London  stated  that  the  m^su^  pro* 
posed  by  Government  was  a  distinct  en- 
couragement to  the  cultivation  of  slave- 
labour  sugar,  inasmuch  as  whatever  quan-; 
tity  of  free-labour  sugar  was  withdrawn 
from  the  market  of  the  world,  it  would 
necessarily  be  supplied  by  slave-labour 
angar.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladatone)  seemed  to  treat  this 
statement  with  great  oontempl*  And  how 
did  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  meet  ii? 
Why,  he  admitted  that  the  adoption  of 
the  measure  would  have  a  great  tendency 
to  produce  the  effect  predicted  by  the 
noble  Lord.  What  was  this  but  a  quibble 
— for  he  could  designate  it  by  no  other 
name.  And  was  it  come  to  this,  that 
when  it  was  admitted  by  the  advocates  of 
the  measure  themselves  that  **  it  b^d  a 
tendency  to  promote  slave-grown  sugar," 
they  were  at  the  same  time  to  stand  up 
in  that  House  and  aay  that  they  were 
dmng  nothing  to  encourage  that  traffic 
which  the  Government  proposed  by  this 
▼ery  measure  to  discourage?  He  said, 
that  the  measure  would  have  not  only  a 
tendency  but  the  effect  of  promoting  the 
productmn  of  slave-grown  sugar^  by  the 
amount  of  free-grown  sugar  which  we 
should  take  from  the  markets  of  the  world 
by  consuming  it  in  this  cotintry.  We 
should  thereby  give  an  encouragement  as 
certain,  though  not  as  direct,  as  if  we  took 
the  slavcrgrown  sugar  itself,  which  other 
countries  would  do  openly;  and  at  the 
same  time  an  unnecessary  burden  would 
be  inflicted  upon  this  country.  With  re- 
gard to  the  details  of  the  question,  he 
quite  agreed  that  it  was  desirable  that  no 
irritating  topics  should  be  resorted  to  on 
either  side.  The  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  having  been  so  unanswerable,  with 
respect  to  the  encouragement  that  would 
be  given  to  slavery,  he  (Mr.  Wood)  might 
be  allowed  to  call  attention  to  some  state- 
ments made  on  the  other  side,  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  founded  in  complete 
fallacy,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
put  his  case  on  the  assumption  that 
3$Q,000  tons  of  sugar  would  be  imported 


into  this  country,  and  that  there  would  be 
this  amount  of  consumption  if  there  was 
a  reduction  of  price  to  the  amount  of  l|cf. 
per  lb.  He  (Mr.  Wood)  admitted  that 
the  country  might  consume  that  amount. 
He  admitted  the  probability  that  that 
amount  of  sugsr  would  be  consumed ;  and 
it  was  no  great  amount  after  all.  It  was 
about^Olbs.  a  head  for  twenty-eight  millions 
of  people.  It  was  not  more  than  had  been 
practically  consumed  per  head  in  1831 ; 
and  therefore  he  had  not  the  least  doubt, 
provided  the  price  was  sufficiently  brought 
down,  that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  consume  that  amount  within  the 
next  year  or  two.  When  he  remembered 
tlie  high  rate  of  wages,  and  the  prosperous 
state  of  the  country;  and  when  it  was 
known  further  that  even  in  the  workhouses 
the  consumption  of  sugar  was  thirty-four 
pounds  per  head — he  admitted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  warranted  in 
avsuming  that  that  quantity  might  be  con- 
sumed, if,  as  he  said,  the  price  was  pro- 
perly brought  down ;  bnt  the  question  was, 
whether  it  would  be  so  brought  down  by 
tlie  proposal  of  the  Government,  because 
if  that  were  not  so,  th^  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  concede  to  him,  in  return, 
that  he  could  not  expect  to  realise  that 
amount  of  consumption.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  4*  Russell)  suted  that  he  did  not 
believe  the  measure  of  the  Government 
would  confer  an  adequate  benefit  upon 
the  consumer.  On  this  point  he  hardly 
knew  how  to  reconcile  the  differences  be- 
tween Gentlemen  opposite.  In  arguing 
upon  what  would  be  an  adequate  benefit 
to  the  consumer,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newark  pronounced  it  to  be  a  benefit 
proportionate  to  the  amount  of  loss  sus- 
tained by  the  Revenue;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham), 
said,  that  the  benefit  to  the  consumer  by 
this  measure,  would  not  be  in  proportion 
to  that  loss.  They  admitted  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  profit  would  go  into  the  pocket 
of  the  West  India  proprietor,  which  would 
otherwise  go  to  the  consumer,  and  there- 
fore it  was  plain  that  an  adequate  benefit 
to  the  consumer  would  not  be  obtained 
according  to  the  definition  of  the  Member 
for  Newark*  He  now  came  to  the  question 
oi'  the  reduction  of  price,  and  here  he 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  price  might  be  reduced  by  a  great 
ii^erease   of  quantity  being  brought  in; 
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but  there  was  no  certainty  that  Buch  a 
glut  of  the  market  would  be  created  as 
would  reduce  the  price  to  the  extent 
calculated.  There  was  no  reason  for 
supposing  that  250,000  tons  of  sugar 
would  not  be  consumed  in  the  present 
prosperous  state  of  the  country ;  he  had 
no  doubt  it  would  be.  Then,  the  only 
other  mode  in  which  the  price  of  British 
Colonial  sugar  could  be  reduced  was  by 
the  compeiiiion  of  some  Foreign  sugar. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  last 
year  that  the  deficient  supplies  of  sugar 
from  the  Colonies  constituted  the  reason 
for  bis  proposing  a  measure  which  should 
introduce  other  sugar,  in  order  to  keep 
down  the  price,  which  was  raised  by  the 
deficiency  of  the  supply.  He  (Mr.  Wood) 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  doctrine  which 
was  then  propounded,  denied  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  as 
an  argument  in  support  of  his  measure, 
and  it  was  a  perfectly  justifiable  one ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newark  now 
said  that,  so  far  from  a  deficient  supply 
from  our  own  Colonies,  he  anticipated 
from  them  a  larger  supply  than  ever, 
which  would  come  in  at  the  lower  rate 
of  duty;  and  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  an- 
ticipated a  greater  loss  to  the  Revenue 
than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
computed,  from  the  circumstance  that  the 
supply  would  come,  not  from  Foreign 
countries,  but  from  British  Colonial  pos- 
sessions. What,  however,  was  the  prospect 
of  reduction  of  price?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  calculated  that  to  the  extent 
of  {d,  per  lb.,  a  reduction  of  price 
would  arise  from  the  removal  of  restric- 
tions, and  the  facilities  that  would  be  given 
to  the  entering  of  sugar.  When  he  (Mr. 
Wood)  looked  at  the  complicated  system 
of  duties  proposed,  and  the  trouble  and 
difficulty  of  ascertaining  which  duty 
attached  to  any  particular  class  of  sugars, 
he  doubted  whether  the  expense  would 
not  be  increased  rather  than  diminished, 
because  he  thought  the  proposed  scale  of 
duty  would  create  immense  difficulty.  In 
fact,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  say 
to  what  class  of  sugar  any  particular 
rate  of  duty  would  apply.  He  did  not 
dissent  from  the  principle  referred  to 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
applying  a  different  rate  of  duty  to 
sugars  in  a  more  advanced  state  of  pre- 
paration. Whether  it  was  practicable  was 
another  question.  He  had  heard  great 
doubts  expressed  by  very  experienced  per* 


sons  on  this  subject.  Indeed,  tii«j  tmre 
entertained  by  the  Chancellor  of  ttie  Ex- 
chequer himself  no  longer  ago  than  last 
year.  The  right  hon.  GenUemaQ  Uiea 
said,  that  he  had  consulted  the  moit  eir* 
perienced  persons,  and  that  they  informed 
him  that  the  difficulty  of  distinguishing  be* 
tween  white  clayed  sugar  and  sugar  sligblly 
refined  would  be  extreme.  He  went  on 
to  say,  that  white  clayed  sugar  was  a  new 
distinction,  and  that  there  would  be  a  new 
difficulty  in'  drawing  a  line  between  the 
clayed  and  the  white  clayed.  That  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  making  snch 
distinctions  was  clear,  from  the  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  in  prac- 
tice such  difficulty  appeared  likely  to  ren- 
der the  measure  in  itself  inexpedient,  he 
should  reserve  to  himself  the  right  of 
voting  against  such  a  distinction  at  a 
future  stage;  but  he  did  not  object  to 
the  principle.  He  was  sorry  that  neither 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  nor 
any  one  else  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  given  any  detailed  explanation 
of  the  principle  they  proposed ;  for,  as  to 
what  class  of  sugar  each  rate  of  doty 
would  apply,  the  House  was  lefk  as  mnch 
in  the  dark  as  they  had  been  left  by  the 
financial  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Qen* 
tieman.  It  was  a  question  which  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Beterfey 
was  intended  to  decide,  whether  the 
higher  duty  would  not  apply  to  Bast 
India  sugar.  There  was  a  similar  doabt 
entertained  as  to  much  of  the  sugar  from 
Java,  Manilla,  and  Siam ;  but  it  seemed 
clear  that  the  one  class  of  sugar  to  which 
the  lowest  duty  would  apply  was  the  Ve- 
nezuela and  Louisiana  sugar.  That  was 
the  only  sugar  that  was  avowedly  admis-  . 
sible  at  the  low  duty,  and  that  sugar  was 
slave  grown.  He  believed  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  make  a  distinction  between 
slave-grown  and  free- grown  sugar;  bat  this 
proposition  involved  the  absurdity  that  the 
only  description  of  sugar  to  which  the 
lowest  rate  of  duty  certainly  applied,  was 
Foreign  slave-grown  sog^r,  which  the  Go* 
vernment  were  bound  to  discourage.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  further  stated,  that 
there  would  be  a  redaction  in  price  to  the 
extent  of  1  jd.  by  the  alteration  of  duties. 
If  we  were  to  depend  upon  any  reduction 
of  the  price  of  British  Colonial  sugar,  it 
could  only  be  done,  as  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  had  said  last  year,  by  the  com* 
petition  of  Foreign  sugar,  whether  free  or 
slave  grown.    NoWy  the  price  of  British 
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•iigftr,  as  slated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  was  29$,  Id,^  which,  with  the 
new  duty,  amounted  to  42i.  Id.  But 
ibere  was  no  reason  why,  whatever  was 
taken  off,  the  duty  should  not  be  added 
to  the  price,  if  there  was  not  some  circum- 
stance  that  would  keep  it  down.  What 
had  taken  place  already  in  the  rise  of 
sugar  in  the  last  few  days  was  a  con- 
Tiocing  proof,  that  the  price  would  rise, 
unless,  as  he  said,  there  was  some  circum- 
stance to  keep  it  down;  and  the  only  cir- 
cumstance that  could  have  that  efiect,  was 
some  Foreign  sugar  coming  into  competi- 
tion with  Colonial  sugar.  He  did  not  say, 
that  under  all  circumstances  the  competi- 
tion of  Foreign  was  necessary  to  keep 
down  the  price  of  British  sugar.  When 
the  supply  of  British  Colonial  sugar  was 
greater  than  the  country  could  consume, 
then  there  was  no  necessity  for  Foreign 
competition  to  keep  down  the  price  of  the 
article — it  was  kept  down  by  the  glut  of 
the  market,  and  on  this  point  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to-night  was  good  for  nothing.  It  was 
not  applicable  to  the  circumstances  in 
which  we  are  placed,  or  to  the  circum- 
stances in  which  we  are  likely  to  be 
placed;  and  the  only  circumstance  upon 
which  we  could  depend  to  keep  down  the 
price  of  sugar^  was  the  competition  of 
some  Foreign  sugars  or  other.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  took  the  average 
of  all  Java  sugar,  and  attached  to  it  the 
lower  rate  of  duty.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  say?  He  stated  what  amount 
of  Foreign  sugar  he  expected  1o  be  en- 
tered into  this  country  —  he  estimated 
5.000  tons  of  MuKovado  sugar,  and  1 5,000 
tons  of  white  clayed, so  that  three-fourths  of 
the  Foreign  sugar,  upon  the  competition  of 
which  he  relied  for  keeping  down  the  prwe 
of  British  Colonial  sugar,  was,  upon  his 
own  showing,  the  higher  description  of 
Foreign  sugar,  and  upon  that  description 
the  higher  rate  of  duty  would  attach. 
Then,  in  spite  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newark,  he  (Mr.  Wood)  did  refer  to 
the  Price  Current^  and  he  found  that  the 
price  of  the  higher  qualities  of  Java  sugar 
averaged  from  22f.  to  24f.  Qd,  Add  to 
that  average  the  higher  duty  of  28s.,  and 
the  price  of  that  description  of  sugar  upon 
the  competition  of  which  the  Qovernment 
depended  for  keeping  down  the  price  of 
British  sugar,  would  be  51s.  M.  under  the 
new  duty.    It  was  clear  that  up  to  that 


limit,  if  the  supply  was  not  adequate  to  the 
demand,  the  price  of  Colonial  sugar  might 
rise  before  it  could  be  checked  by  the  only 
circumstance  that  could  keep  it  down— i 
the  competition  of  Foreign  sugar.  Then 
came  the  question,  what  benefit  would 
result  to  the  consumer  from  the  measure 
of  the  Government  ?  The  difference  be«« 
tween  the  lowest  price  at  which  we  could 
depend  upon  obtaining  Foreign  sugar — the 
diflPerence  between  that  and  the  present 
price — would  be  the  benefit  to  the  con- 
sumer, and  no  more.  Take  the  most 
favourable  case.  The  present  price  of 
sugar  was  higher  than  the  average  of  the 
last  six  weeks.  The  present  price  was 
5^8,  6d  Deduct  from  that  the  price  of 
Java  sugar,  5\8,  3(/.,  and  it  would  leave  a 
difference  of  5s.  3(/.  Take  the  average  of 
the  last  six  weeks,  with  the  addition  of  the 
duty,  and  it  would  leave  a  difference  of 
ds.  9d.  only.  But  giving  the  Government 
the  whole  benefit  of  the  present  price, 
56s.  6d.,  the  fall  in  price— that  is  the  be- 
nefit to  the  consumer — would  be  only 
5s,  3d.  per  cwt.,  instead  of  14s.,  or  what- 
ever the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said. 
It  would  be  somewhere  about  from  a  half- 
penny to  three  farthings  per  lb.,  even  on 
his  own  ahowing.  The  whole  argument  of 
the  Government  was  based  on  the  suppo- 
sition that  the  consumption  would  amount 
to  250,000  tons,  and  that  depended  on  a 
reduction  in  price  to  the  extent  of  l^cf. 
If  they  failed  in  the  amotint  of  consump- 
tion, they  failed  in  their  argument  alto- 
gether, and  he  thought  he  had  shown  that 
there  would  be  only  one-half  the  reduction 
they  assumed.  Unless  they  insured  a  fall 
of  a  penny  in  the  lb.,  they  did  nothing 
effectual,  and  he  thought  he  had  shown 
clearly  that  the  reduction  did  not  amount 
to  a  penny.  The  fact  was,  that  one-half 
of  the  loss  to  the  Revenue  would  go  to  the 
consumer,  and  one-half  to  the  West  India 
proprietor.  Then,  again,  he  said,  his  noble 
Friend  was  justified  in  his  assertion,  that 
the  measure  would  not  give  adequate  be- 
nefit to  the  consumer.  He  did  not  wish 
to  go  at  length  into  the  question  of  re? 
venue,  but  he  must  say  that,  according  to 
the  calculations  of  the  Customs,  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  get  the  revenue  they 
anticipated.  The  Customs  calculated  that 
15,000-tons  more  of  Colonial  sugar  would 
come  in,  and  this  would  exclude  the  same 
amount  of  Foreign  sugar,  on  which  the 
Government  calculated  that  they  should 
receive  the  higher  rate  of  duty.  Colonial 
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sugar  paid  a  duty  of  lis.  per  cwt.,  and 
Foreign  clayed  silgar  285.  The  Gotern- 
ment  calcalated  upoo  receiving  420,000/. 
from  Foreign  togar  upon  the  higher  duty; 
but  as  the  Customs  calculated  upon  the 
same  amount  of  Colonial  sugar  at  one-half 
the  duty,  there  would  be  a  loss  of  210,000/. 
If»  indeed,  the  Government  could  calculate 
on  a  much  larger  importation  of  sugar,  the 
Revenue  might  to  some  extent  recover,  but 
there  seemed  no  great  prospect  of  that. 
They  could  not  expect  much  iocrease 
from  the  West  Indies,  if  the  complaints  of 
the  great  want  of  labour  were  well  founded. 
Neither  could  they  expect  a  great  supply 
of  sugar  from  the  East  Indies.  They  im- 
posed a  differential  duty  upon  East  India 
sugar,  which  was,  in  fact,  imposing  a  dis* 
couragement  upon  its  cultivation,  and, 
therefore,  they  conld  not  expect  a  great 
supply  from  that  quarter ;  ana  he  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  expectations  of  the 
Government  could  not  be  realised,  either 
as  regarded  the  benefit  of  the  consumer, 
or  the  maintenance  of  the  revenue.  He 
consoled  himself,  however,  with  the  belief 
that  this  measure  could  not  be  permanent. 
He  believed  it  to  be  impracticable  in  iti 
details ;  and  if  the  supply  was  not  more 
extended  than  he  thought  probable,  the 
Government  must,  upon  their  own  prio* 
ciple,  and  as  in  fact  they  had  done  in  the 
case  of  coffee,  be  prepared  to  come  down 
to  the  House  in  the  course  of  a  year  or 
two,  and  propose  further  relaxations  of 
the  differential  duties  on  all  sugars  the 
produce  of  Foreign  countries,  whether 
slave  or  free.  Notwithstanding  all  that 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  ex-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
there  was  an  increased  feeling  in  the  pub- 
lic mind  against  the  distinctions  which  the 
Government  wanted  to  sustain  in  dealing 
with  the  question  of  sugar.  He  himself 
bad  conversed  with  many  persons  upoo 
the  subject  of  that  distinction,  and  he 
found  no  one  who  talked  upon  the  subject 
who  did  not  designate  it  as  an  absurdity. 
There  was  a  considerable  change  of  opi- 
nion even  amongst  the  anti-slavery  party 
and  those  persons  who  had  hitherto  taken 
a  prominent  part  in  the  measures  which 
had  been  agitated  and  adopted  for  the 
suppression  of  slavery.  It  was  impossible 
toiconceal  the  strong  opinion  which  was 
gaining  ground  without,  that  the  measures 
which  this  country  had  pursued  for  some 
time,  were  not  well  calculated  to  serve  the 
interest!  of  .humanity;  and  Sir  Thomas 


Buxton  himself,  and  o(hers»  of  wlion  be 
ever  thought  and  spoke  with  respect  and 
reverence,  had  distinctly  avowed  their 
opinion  that  in  respect  to  the  Slave  TradlB 
the  exertions  Which  the  country  hltd 
made,  instead  of  checking  the  Slav* 
Trade,  had  only  tended  to  aggravate  its 
horrors.  Many  persons  who  iMd  taken, 
and  still  took,  a  most  active  part  in  anti- 
slavery  measures,  entertained  the  opinion 
that  the  distinction  between  slave- growo 
and  free-grown  sugar,  which,  indeed,  was 
that  evening  thrown  entirely  over  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newark,  was  absurd  and  untenable,  and 
believed  that  slavery  would  be  more  fa« 
vourably  affected  in  the  end  by  abolishing 
such  distinctions  than  by  maintaining 
them,  and  consenting  to  receive,  in  com- 
petition with  our  Colonial  produce,  free- 
grown  sugar  alone.  The  superiority  of 
free  labour  over  slave  labour,  in  the  culti- 
vation of  sugar,  was  manifest^  from  a 
comparative  statement  which  he  held  in 
his  hand,  and  from  which  it  appeared 
that  the  same  amount  of  labour  whicb  in 
Cuba  would  produce  only  2fi^  lbs.  of 
sugar  in  a  given  time,  would  in  Mexiee 
produce  5,332,  that  was  to  say,  twice  the 
amount  produced  by  slave  labour.  He 
did  not  consider  that  the  duties  as  now 
proposed  to  be  fixed,  could  be  pennanent. 
Believing  that,  he  must  say  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  blame  in  not  taking  the  pre-' 
sent  opportunity  of  doing  what  tbey  should 
do— admitting  all  Foreign  angara,  with* 
out  distinction,  and  at  a  lower  difibrentiel 
duty  than  they  now  proposed.  They 
could  not  hope  to  satisfy  the  nnreasonebh 
expectations  of  the  West  India  proprietora« 
A  petition  had  been  presentea  ftom  Bri- 
tish Guiana,  stating  that  the  admittioii  of 
Foreign  free-labour  sugar  had  already 
wrought  the  colonists  a  great  it^ory. 
Eleven  hundred  weight  of  free-tehonr 
sugar  had  been  imported  into  this  country, 
and  that  was  the  whole  amount  of  beoeAt 
conferred  by  the  measure  of  last  year 
upon  the  consumer)  and  yet  that  aoaal 
importation,  in  the  opinion  of  the  eolo» 
niMs  of  Guiana,  had  worked  tbeoi  e  ae* 
vere  injury.  Such  complaints  were  only 
ridiculous.  Much  had  been  done  for  the 
West  India  Colonies.  The  intercoloDbl 
duties  bad  been  materially  reduced;  they 
were  now  enabled  to  refine  intbe  Colonies  s 
a  great  reduction  of  duty  on  Coloaial 
sugar  was  to  be  ftade :  all  these  booesovsr 
and  above  tbe  psyaent  of  30|00<^0(M4 
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had  already  aatisGed  their  claim,  and 
they  ought  no  longer  to  stand  as  an  ob- 
stacle between  the  people  and  just  legis- 
iatioD  upon  this  subject.  Before  long 
thia  undue  distinction  in  their  favour 
must  cease ;  but  ir  would  have  been  far 
wiser  and  more  politic  to  have  adopted  a 
course  which  they  would  complain  of  as  a 
hardship,  at  the  time  when  great  and  ac- 
knowledged benefits  were  conferred  upon 
them.  Having  on  a  former  evening  ex- 
pressed his  opinion,  in  conformity  with 
the  latter  part  of  his  noble  Friend's  Reso- 
lution, that  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
Sugar  Duties  rendered  the  probability  of 
relieving  the  country  from  the  pressure  of 
the  Income  Tax  at  the  expiration  of  the 
three  years  extremely  uncertain  ;  he  would 
not  now  repeat  those  arguments,  but 
would  merely  state  his  entire  concurrence 
in  every  part  of  his  noble  Friend's  pro* 
position. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said  :  There  is  one  complaint 
which  we  have  heard  to-night,  a  complaint 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  which  appears  to  me  to 
be  both  unreasonable  and  unjust.  He 
says,  that  we  have  not  entered  into  those 
details  explanatory  of  the  probable  work* 
ing  of  our  intended  measure,  which  at  the 
present  moment  the  House  has  a  right  to 
expect  at  our  hands.  Sir,  it  is  the  wish 
of  the  Government  to  give  those  details  ; 
and  t  am  surprised  that  it  should  have 
escaped  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  intimated 
his  intention  of  going  fully  into  these  de- 
tails this  day  in  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  tt  was  well  understood,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  proposed  this  day  to 
supply  the  omissions  on  this  subject  made 
by  me  in  my  general  statement.  In  this 
design  he  was  intercepted  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London.  I  do  not 
say  that  he  was  unfairly  intercepted,  but 
he  certainly  was  prevented  by  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  from  taking  the  course 
which  he  had  intended— -and  he  has  been 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  doing  that 
which  he  intended.  By  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  a  different  issue  has  been 
raised  fiom  that  of  which  the  Govern- 
ment gave  notice;  aud  the  noble  Lord 
contends,  before  we  discuss  the  Resolu- 
tions of  which  we  had  given  notice  in 
detail,  that  we  shall  again  discuss  the 
question  which  we  have  before  discussed, 
ttamely,  whether  we  shall  exclude  slave* 


labour  sugar  from  competition  with  free- 
labour  sugar.  The  noble  Lord,  in  his 
speech  this  evening,  avoided  all  details 
about  the  policy  of  a  discriminating  duty 
on  Foreign  sugar.  He  had  said  nothing 
of  the  details  of  a  Resolution,  although  he 
had  invited  them  to  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  or  no  there  should  be  any 
discrimination  in  respect  of  sugar  the  pro- 
duce of  slave  labour.  In  avoiding  detads, 
therefore,  the  Government  had  only  fol- 
lowed the  noble  Lord's  example,  and, 
therefore,  the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  entirely  without  foundation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
the  Income  Tax,  and  I  must  express  my 
surprise  that  it  should  be  considered  right 
to  make  attacks  nightly  upon  the  Income 
Tax,  when  almost  every  Member  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  appears  deter- 
mined 10  vote  in  its  favour.  Now,  if  you 
object  to  the  Income  Tax,  why  don't  you 
vole  against  it?  If  it  be  the  inquisitorial, 
oppressive  impost  which  you  say  it  is, 
then  why  concur  with  me  in  advising  Par- 
liament to  retain  it  ?  The  noble  Lord  says 
that  you  have  no  sufficient  guarantee  that 
the  Income  Tax  will  be  repealed  at  the 
end  of  three  years,  or  even  that  it  may 
not  be  continued  for  six  years  yet  to  come. 
But  I  ask,  how  do  you  reconcile  these 
strong  objections  to  the  Income  Tax,  with 
the  fact  that  you  are  willing  to  go  out 
with  me  in  favour  of  that  Tax  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  fears  that  without 
the  Income  Tax  we  should  not  have  a 
snrplus  at  the  end  of  two  years,  but  a 
deficiency.  If  I  rightly  understand  himj 
he  does  not  estimate  that  deficiency  at 
more  than  from  500,000/.  to  600,000/. 
Will  any  one  tell  me  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  the  noble  Lord  estimates 
his  own  financial  ingenuity  so  low  as  to 
suppose  that  he  could  not  make  provision 
for  that  trifling  deficiency  without  having 
recourse  to  so  odious  and  abominable  a 
measure  as  the  Income  Tax  ?  Surely  a 
few  hundred  thousand  pounds  might  be 
made  good  without  the  aid  of  five  millions. 
The  noble  Lord,  in  efTect,  says,  that  he 
is  satisfied  that  my  tax  shall  go  on  for 
three  or  even  for  six  years;  and  thus  he 
lays  a  good  ground  to  enable  himself,  some 
three  years  hence,  to  remind  the  House 
that  he  had  been  a  supporter  of  the  Income 
Tax.  In  1848,  he  probably  wishes  to  be 
able  to  tell  us  that  in  1845  he  had 
seen  the  necessity  of  an  Income  Tax. 
The  fact  is,  that  you  approve  of  our 
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tax»    not  because  of  the  small    defici- 
ency which  you  think  its  absence  would 
occasion,  but  because  you  think  that  the 
present  is  a  favourable  time  for  trying  a 
great — aud,  1  admit,  a  bold— experiment, 
in  respect  to  the  taxation  of  this  country. 
You  expect  it  will  be  convenient  to  you  to 
show  at  a  future  time  that  you  have  re- 
corded your  approbation  of  this  source  of 
revenue.     I  cannot  forget  that   we  have 
not  been  successful  in  making  commercial 
treaties  with  foreign  countries.  ["  Hear.''] 
Have  1  ever  denied  it?    We  propose  this^ 
then : — That  as  they  will  not  enter  into 
commercial  negotiations  with  us,  we  shall 
attempt  measures  of  another  sort ;  and, 
believing  our  proposed  reductions  to  be 
intrinsically  good,  we  are  ready  to  make 
them,  trusting  their  efficacy  will  oe  so  seen 
and  so  felt  in  other  countries  as  to  induce 
them  to  follow  the  example  set  by  us.     If 
we  have  been  wrong  in  attempting  to  ne* 
gotiate  commercial    treaties    with  other 
countries,  why  other  people  have  been 
wrong  also,  for  they  have  attempted  pre- 
cisely the  same  thing.     Up  to  the  present 
period,  every  Administration  has  attempt- 
ed to  enter  into  those  commercial  treaties, 
and  if  other  countries  could  be  induced  to 
enter  into  them,  there  would  no  doubt  be 
a  double  advantage  gained.     It  would  be 
a  great  advantage  to  the  people  of  this 
country  to  be  able  to  carry  on  a  direct 
traffic  with  these  countries.      It   would 
greatly  increase  the  advantages  of  our  re- 
duction of  duties,  if  we  could  prevail  upon 
other   countries   to  make  corresponding 
reductions.      But  the  question    is,  shall 
we  postpone  a  direct  benefit  to  ourselves, 
for  the  distant  hope  of  prevailing  on  other 
countries  to  give  us  reciprocal  benefits  ? 
I  understand  the  noble  Lord  cordially  to 
approve  of    this.    [A  motion  of  assent 
from  Lord  John    Russell,']     Then  the 
noble  Lord  approves  of  the  Income  Tax. 
If  not,  will  the  noble  Lord  allow  me  to 
ask  him   if  he  would  consent  to  remit 
three  and  a  half  millions  of  taxes  without 
reserving  the  Income  Tax  ?    The  noble 
Lord   knows   that  he  could   not;    and, 
therefore,  do  I  sny,  that  he  cordially  ap- 
proves of  the  Income  Tax.    After  reading 
tlie  Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  after 
having  listened   to  a  great  part  of  his 
speech,  I  cannot  understand  why  it  was 
that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  vote  the  other 
night  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester.    A  great  part  of  the 

speech  of  the  noble  Lord  was  occupied  in 


showing  that  we  are  paying  money  into 
the  pockets  of  the  West  Indians,  by  es- 
tablishing in  their  favour  a  discriminaliog 
duty  ;  that  such  a  duty  is  a  great  lost  to 
the  consumer  in  this  country;  that  the 
State  does  not  get  the  whole  benefit  of 
it ;  that  the  difierence  is  divided  betweea 
the  consumer  and  the  producer ;  but  that 
a  large  share  of  the  reduction  goes  into 
the  pockets  of  the  producer.   If  I  had  not 
read  the  proposal,  or  rather  the  Resolution, 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  if  I  had  only  lis- 
tened to  a  portion  of  his  speech,  I  should 
have  taken  it  for  granted  that  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  other  right  hon.  and  hoo. 
Gentlemen  around  him  would  have  given 
their  cordial  support  tothe  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Manchester.     The  noble 
Lord  appears  to  be  oscillating  between  this 
Bench  (the  Ministerial),  and   that  (the 
Opposition),  for  the  noble  Lord,  after  hav- 
ing made  an  excellent  speech  in  favoar 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Manchester,   said,   that  he  thought,  on 
account  of  the  position  of  the  West  Indian 
Colonies,  and  considering  the  great  expe* 
riment  made  with  respect  to  slavery  and 
the  Slave  Trade,  and  that  sufficient  time 
has  not  elapsed  for  that  experiment  to  be 
tested,  in  exact  accordance  with  my  own 
opinion,  the  West  Indian  Colonies  are  en- 
titled to  some  protection.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stockport,  like  a 
disconsolate    and  forsaken  maiden,   has 
complained   that  I   have  jilted  biro.    I 
certainly  have  had  the  singular  good  for- 
tune of  voting  along  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. On  that  occasion  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bristol  proposed  that  the 
duty  on  sugar  the  produce  of  the  West 
Indies  should  be  reduced  to  20s.,  and  that 
discriminating  duties  on  sugar  the  produce 
of  free  lalx)ur,  and  not  sugar  the  produce 
of   British  possessions,  should  be  con- 
tinued.   That  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bristol  I  opposed ;  and  I 
was  supported  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport.    I  then  said  that  the  redne- 
tion  to  20s.  would  be  very  little  benefit  to 
the  consumer;  that  it  would  be  modh 
better,  whenever  we  made  a  reduction,  to 
provide  that  it  should  be  such  a  reduction 
as  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  consomer.    I 
held  then  that  we  ought  to  establish  e 
duty  which  would  give  protection  to  sngtr 
the  produce  of  British  plantations;  not  tO 
establish  one  which  would  press  severelj 
on  the  nrodoce  of  free  labour*    If  tho 
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be  no  protectiQg  duties  on  sugar  the  pro-* 
duce  of  British  plantations,  then  I  think 
there  ought  to  be  no  discriminating  duties 
on  sugar  the  produce  of  countries  where 
free  labour  exists.    The  charge  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  made  against  me  is  not 
well  founded ;    but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
can  accuse,  and  with  some  justice,  the 
noble  Lord  of  having  deserted  his  princi- 
ples.  The  noble  Lord  has  said  that "  pro- 
tection  is  the  bane  of  agriculture.^    Pro- 
tection the  bane  of  agriculture !  It  sounds 
remarkably  well.    At  the  commencement 
of  this  Session  the  noble  Lord  said,  that 
protecting  duties  were  the  bane  of  agri- 
culture— that  protecting  duties  were  posi- 
tively injurious  to  agriculture.    If  so,  then 
all  protection  ought  to  be  removed  from 
agriculture.    If  protection  were  proved  to 
be  the  bane  of  agriculture,  then  so  it  was 
of  sugar ;  and  all  protecting  duties  should 
be  removed  from  it  aho.    "  Protection,'' 
said  the  noble  Lord,  "  is  the  bane  of  agri- 
culture.''   Does  the  noble  Lord  think  so  ? 
At  the  close  of  last  Session  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  agriculture  was  fairly  entitled  to 
protection ;  and  the  noble  Lord  said  that 
It  was  so  entitled  on  account  of  the  local 
charges  to  which  it  was  subjected,  and, 
amongst  other  things,  on  account  of  the 
Malt  Tax.    The  noble  Lord  by  such  ex- 
pressions had  considerably  disturbed  the 
agricultural  mind   during  the  vacation; 
and  as  there  was  a  chance,  or  an  expecta- 
tion,  that  the  noble  Lord  might  make  a 
counter  proposal  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Malt  Tax,  the  noble  Lord's  agricultural 
friends  had  lived  in  expectation  during 
the  recess  ;  but  now  they  found  the  noble 
Lord    supporting  his   proposal  for  con- 
tinuing the  Income  Tax.    They  will  find, 
too,  the  noble  I^rd  voting  with  me  for  a 
remission  of  the  glass  duties — for  a  remis- 
sion of  the  cotton  duties— -and  the  noble 
Lord  will  also  be  found  voting  with  me, 
when  I  oppose  a  reduction  of  the  malt 
duty.    The  hon.  Gentleman,  then,  has  no 
right  to  complain  of  me  as  having  jilted 
him  ;  but  he  may  turn  round  to  the  noble 
T«ord   for  having  held  out  expectations 
which  he  was  destined  to  disappoint ;  for 
when  the  hon.  Member  asked  the  noble 
Lord  to  fulfil  his  promise,  the  noble  Lord 
turns  round  for  the  purpose  of  voting  with 
me.    It  will  be  better  to-night  not  to 
enter  into  the  details  of  the  Resolution, 
nor  to  argue  the  points  raised  as  to  dis- 
criminating duties.    I  shall  not  enter  into 
that '  question,  which  I  have  often  dis- 


cussed before,  and  upon  which  t  have 
very  little  new  to  say  beyond  that  which 
I    have  already   stated.    The  subject  to 
which  I  wish  to  address  myself,  is  the 
question,  whether  it  be  right  or  not  that 
sugar  the  produce  of  slave  labour,  should 
enter  into  competition  with  other  sugar 
the  produce  of  free  labour.    In  approach- 
ing this   subject,    I    cannot  but  say  I 
admire  the  tone  and  temper  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speech  in  support  of  his  views.  At 
the  same  time,  it  is  only  fair  to  admit, 
that  had  he  thought  proper  to  bring  any 
charge  against  us,  we  should  have  been 
perfectly  able  to  meet  it.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh  did  certainly  make  a  charge  against 
us  tantamount- to  that  of  hypocrisy ;  that 
he  did  so  courteously  and  in  a  fair  spirit 
of  animadversion  I  admit,  but  such  cer- 
tainly was  the  purport  of  his  observations. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  with  per- 
fect civility  I  am  bound  to  observe,  that  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  recollection  of  my 
vote  on  an  old  Resolution  of  1841,  which 
had  had  the  effect  of  turning  out  the  late 
Government,  he  had  no  doubt  but  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
been  ready  to  admit  slave-labour  sugar 
into  competition  with  free-grown  sugar. 
That  was  the  insinuation  which  the  re- 
mark of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
veyed against  me.     I  do  not  complain  of 
it,  for  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  express 
his  sentiments  as  to  my  conduct ;  but  it 
was  tantamount  to  an  assertion  that  we 
are  not  at  this  moment  prepared  to  do  our 
duty  by  the  country,  solely  in  consequence 
of  the  recollection  which  we  have  of  some 
former  vote  given  by  us  in  this  House  on 
a  Resolution  proposed  to  it.    I  must  say. 
Sir,  after  having  given   the  subject  the 
fullest  consideration,  and  if  I  did  not  re- 
tain one  jot  of  recollection  with  respect  to 
any  former  vote  which  I  may  have  given 
in  this  House,  that  1  should  not,  under 
the  circumstances    in  which  the  whole 
question  is  involved,  have  felt  the  slightest 
disposition  to  admit  sugar  the  produce  of 
slave  labour  to  compete  on  equal  terms 
with  free-grown  sugar.    And  1  will  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  my  reasons  :— 
I  do  not  think  that  this  course  would  be 
consistent  with  justice  towards  our  own 
Colonies ;  nor  do  I  think,  notwithstand* 
ing  the  able  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  it  would  be  consistent  with 
those  principles  which  we  have  avowed, 
or  with  that  course  which  We  have  hitherto 
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adopted,  if  we  are  now  to  agree  to  a  Re- 
solution admitting  slave-grown  sugar  into 
Competition  with  free-labour  sugar  at  a 
small  discriminating  dutv.  I  will  consider 
the  subject  in  the  first  place  so  far  as  it 
aflfects  our  own  Colonies ;  and  I  am  ready 
to  admit,  that  if  the  question  were  one 
merely  affecting  our  financial  or  commer- 
cial interests,  I  should  not  be  prepared  to 
defend  the  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has   taken   with   respect  to 
the  Sugar   Duties.     I   repeat,   Sir,   that 
looking  at  the  question  in  a  pure  abstract 
point  of  view,  and  solely  with  reference  to 
finance  and  commerce,  we  ought  not  to 
tnake  this  great  distinction  between  slave- 
grown    and    free  -  labour    sugar.     But, 
Sir,  it  is  totally  impossible  to  disregard 
the  situation  of  the  Colonies  at  this  mo- 
ment.   I  am  ready  to  admit  that  a  great 
sacrifice  was  made  by  the  people  of  this 
country  to  compensate  the  West  Indian 
proprietors  for  the  value  of  the  slaves  who 
were  set  at  liberty.     I  admit   that  this 
country  has  to  bear  a  permanent  debt  on 
that  account.    But  I  do  not  think,  how- 
ever onerous  the  burden  of  that  debt  may 
be  to  the  people  of  Great  Britain,  and 
however  complete  the  satisfaction  which 
the  payment  made  for  their  slaves  to  the 
Colonists  may  have  been  (which,  however, 
I  very  much  doubt)-*!  repeat  I  do  not 
think  that  this  transaction  relieves  you 
from  those  considerations  of  duty  which 
you  would  still  owe  to  these  Colonies,  if 
the  present  discriminating    duties  upon 
sugar  were  to  be  altogether  alx)lished. 
What  is  the  course  which  you  propose  to 
adopt?  You  first  aboliih  slavery  through- 
out the  whole  of  your  Colonies,  rendenng 
them  entirely  dependent  upon  voluntarv 
labour  for  the  cultivation  of  the  soil ;  and 
you  next  proceed  to  throw  open  your 
markets  for  the  indiscriminate  admission 
of  sugar  from  the  Brazils  and  Cuba — 
countries  where  slavery  not  only  exists  in 
its  very  worst  form,  out  also  countries 
which  have  maintained  their  Slave  Trade 
and  their  traffic  in  human  life,  in  open 
violation  of  their  most  solemn  engage- 
ments with  this  country.    I  think.  Sir, 
that  the  practical  efiect  of  admitting  the 
slave-grown  sugar  of  these  countries  would 
be  so  completely  to  disable  the  West  In- 
dian Colonies  as  to  incapacitate  them 
from  supporting  their  present  burdens,  so 
that  I  doubt  much  whether  the  sacrifice 
which  you  make  in  this  respect  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  sugar  cousumers,  if  you  are 


to  have  any  Colonies  at  all,  would  not  be 
more  than  counterbalanced  by  the   injury 
you  would  inflict  on  those  possessions  of 
the  Crown.   But,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says,  that  looking  at   what    we 
have    done    with   respect  to  the    indis* 
criminate  and  free  admission  to  consump-* 
tion   here  of  other  articles  equally  with 
sugar  the  produce  of  slave-labour,  how  is 
it  possible  for  us  to  continue  to  shut  out 
stave.grown  sugar  upon  that  plea  alone  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  in 
terms  of  strong  indignation  of  the  conduct 
of  the  United  States  with  respect  to  sla- 
very, and  he  not  only  referred  to  the  laws 
and  regulations  respecting  slaves  of  the 
States    themselves,    but  he  spoke    with 
considerable  vehemence,  and  I  must  admit 
with  great  eloquence,  of  the  usages  and 
practices  of  society  in  that  country  towards 
this  class;  and  he  likewise  referred  to  tBe 
declarations  of  public  men  there,  and  to 
the  institutions  which  existed  in  the  Stales 
for  the  more  complete  subjugation  and 
depression  of  the  race  of  slaves.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  stated,  that  if  any* 
thing  could  raise  the  indignation  of  all 
mankind,  it  was  the  aggravated  form  in 
which   slavery    appeared  in  the   United 
States,  and  in  those  States  which  were 
slave-breeding  countries,  and  be  ascribed 
to  them  the  hostility  that  had  been  shown 
to  the  exercise  of  the  Right  of  Search,  ex* 
pressing  likewise  his  opinion,  which  per- 
haps may  be  well  founded,  that  France 
would  not  have  resisted  the  exercise  of  the 
Right  of  Search  if  the  United  States  Go* 
vernment  had  acquiesced  in   it*     Now, 
these  statements  and  suppositions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  or  may  not  be 
true;  but  it  cannot  be  otherwise  than  per« 
fectly  obvious,    that    the  Uaited  States 
have  a  perfect  right  to  perpetuate  the  ex* 
istence  of  slavery  throughout  their  own 
domains.    The  people  of  those  States  may 
be  right  or  wrong  in  so  doing — of  that 
we  can  have  no  cognizance.    But  tbey 
most  certainly  have  a  right  to  maintain  the 
existence  of  slavery,  as  an  independent 
nation,  uncontrollea  by  other  States.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  observes  tbst  ia 
the  Budget  which  I  submitted  recently  to 
the  House  and  the  country,  I  have  admitted 
slave-grown  cotton,  and  rejected  slave- 
grown  sugar.    He  says  also  tlvit  he  will 
not  oppose  the  admiuion  of  cotton  doty 
free;  he  admits  that  he  approves  ofay 
intention,  and  expresses  his  doubti  whe- 
ther, If  tbe  House  were  to  reject  my  pr^ 
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pettl^  they  mtmld  belter  llie  coodiiioD  of 
ike  ^ve^.  Tke  right  hon.  Genllenan, 
moreover,  expresses  his  doubts  whether 
the  rejection  of  the  slaveigrown  cotton  of 
Anerica  wovld  not  rather  retard  the  pro* 
gress  of  emancipation  therci  bv  exasper* 
ating  the  people,  and  bj  paralyzing  the 
efforts  of  those  amongst  them  who  seek  to 
abolish  the  existence  of  slavery  in  the 
United  States ;  and  he  conckded  by  inti- 
mating that  the  interest  of  humanity  might 
suffer  if  the  repeal  of  the  cotton  duties 
vras  successfully  opposed.  Be  it  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  right  in  his 
views;  t  shall  not  at  this  moment  attempt 
to  gainsay  them.  But  what  I  want  to 
show  to  the  House  is,  the  wide  difference 
that  actually  exists  between  sugar  produced 
by  slave  labour  in  Cuba  and  the  Brazils, 
and  cotton  similarly  produced  in  the 
United  Statee.  In  the  first  place,  there 
is  a  great  and  a  marked  distinction  between 
the  cultivation  of  sugar  sod  that  of  cotton 
with  respect  to  the  nnhealthiness  of  the 
occupation.  The  cultivation  of  cotton  is 
very  considerably  less  toilsome  and  less 
injurious  to  the  health  of  the  slaves  en- 
gaged in  it  than  is  that  of  sugar.  But  I 
do  not  rely  upon  this  as  an  argument* 
What  I  do  rely  on  is  the  fact,  that  there 
are  only  two  countries  in  the  whole 
world  whk^h  are  formidable  rivals  to  our 
Colonies  in  the  production  of  sugar,  and 
those  countries  are  precisely  the  two 
States  which  stand  towards  England  in  the 
peculiar  relation  maintained  by  Cuba  and 
the  Brazils.  The  risht  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  in  the  course  ot  his  speech,  that  he 
would  not  interfere  in  the  family  or  domes- 
tic affairs  of  the  United  States,  meaning 
in  their  internal  regulations  or  laws  affect* 
ing  slavery.  He  said  that  the  slave  popu- 
lation there  bad  no  claim  upon  him  ;  and 
he  expressed  his  doubts  whether  the  en- 
forcement of  such  a  claim,  supposing  it 
to  hsve  existed,  would  have  done  any 
good*  But  I  will  show  the  House  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Brazils  and  Cuba  in 
respect  to  the  production  of  sugar  is  con- 
trary to  the  dictates  of  humanity,  and  that 
it  inflicts  the  greatest  evils  upon  that  class 
of  human  beings  which  has  the  strongest 
claims  to  our  sympathy  and  protection — 
I  mean  the  negro  races  who  inhabit  the 
coasts  of  Africa.  We  stand,  Sir,  as  a  na- 
tion in  a  very  peculiar  situation  with 
respect  to  the  Slave  Trade.  We  have  con- 
tracted certain  serious  and  lasting  obliga- 
tions 00  this  subject*    it  may  be  all  very 


weH  for  us  to  be  told  that  the  Foreign  Slave 
Trade  is  nothing  to  us.  That  is  a  ques- 
tion quite  apart  from  the  one  which  I  am 
dealing  with.  We  have  resolved  as  a  na- 
tion to  suppress  the  trade  in  slaves.  We 
have  made  a  clear  distinction  between  the 
abolition  of  slavery  and  the  extinction 
of  the  Slave  Trade.  We  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  existence  of  slavery 
in  the  Brazils.  Why  could  we  not  at 
once  abandon  our  endeavours  to  extin. 
goish  slavery  throughout  the  world  ?  The 
noble  Lord  (Howick)  has  said  that  he  does 
not  know  whether  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
do  so.  But  that  is  not  our  position  with 
respect  to  the  particular  subject  to  which 
I  am  addressing  myself.  We  have  re- 
solved to  act  against  all  those  who  coo* 
tinue  to  cany  on  the  trade  in  slaves,  and 
we  have  invited  other  nations  to  join  us 
in  this  course  of  proceeding.  We  main- 
tain a  constant  guard  over  the  Coast  of 
Africa,  to  prevent  this  trade  from  being 
carried  on.  Many  are  of  opinion  that  this 
is  unwise  in  us,  and  many  others  publicly 
say  so.  I  am  not  arguing  with  those  who 
entertain  these  opinions;  I  am  merely 
stating  the  course  which  this  country  has 
adopted,  and  now  follows,  under  the  ex- 

rress  direction  and  sanction  of  Parliament, 
repeat  it,  this  House  has  bound  the 
country  to  this  course ;  and  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  has  repeatedly,  on  behalf  of  him- 
self and  his  constituents,  expressed  his 
determination  and  willingness  to  co-operate 
with  every  Ministry  that  may  be  in  power, 
in  order  to  effect  the  total  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade.  We  have  entered  con- 
sequently into  treaties  for  this  purpose 
with  manv  Foreign  Powers.  Amongst  those 
Foreign  Powers  there  are  two  in  particular, 
namely,  Spain  and  the  Brazils.  Those 
Powers  have  solemnly  agreed,  and  have 
pledged  tbemselvesi  to  do  their  utmost  to 
suppress  the  trade  in  slaves,  not  only 
amongst  their  own  subjects,  but  also  in  all 
the  seas  within  the  limits  of  their  respective 
Empires.  What,  then  I  ask,  are  the  facts 
with  respect  to  the  fulfilment  of  these 
treaties  ?  Those  facts  not  being  under  our 
own  immediate  observation  may  not  be 
so  well  known  to  us  as  they  would  hieive 
been  had  this  country  been  still  engaf;ed 
in  the  trade  in  slaves.  At  the  same  tame 
we  have  acquired  a  knowledge  of  them^ 
and  Qpon  thiit  knowledge  i  state  my 
pOfkitive  and  unalterable  belief  that  if 
you  admit  the  sugars  of  Cuba  aod  th6 
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Brazils  to  free  competition  with  other 
Foreign  sugars  in  our  markets,  you  will 
give  a  fresh  impetus  to  the  existing  trade 
in  slaves.  You  maj  think  that  the  Slave 
Trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa  is  extinct. 
It  is  not  extinct ;  and  I  believe  it  will  revive 
if  you  agree  to  the  noble  Lord's  Resolu^ 
tion,  notwithstanding  we  act  as  the  police 
of  the  whole  world  in  endeavouring  to 
suppress  this  most  odious  traffic.  The 
ooble  Viscount  opposite  (Lord  Palmer- 
ston)  gave  ao  account  two  Sessions  ago 
of  the  horrors  which  were  still  perpetrated 
by  those  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade.  H<s 
stated  that  human  beings  were  still  en- 
trapped on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and  that 
they  were  packed  to  the  number  of  600  or 
700  between  the  decks  of  a  slaver,  the 
•pace  of  two  feet,  or  at  most  two  feet  and 
a  half,  being  allowed  for  each  hnman 
being  during  the  transit  from  the  coast  of 
Africa  to  their  place  of  destination,  which 
the  noble  Lord  indicated  to  be  the  two 
countries  I  have  named — Cuba  and  the 
Brazils — those  countries,  Sir,  whence  the 
sagar  is  to  come  which  the  Resolution 
before  the  House  proposes  to  admit  on  the 
same  terms  as  free-labour  sugar.  Let  us 
only  conceive  the  dreadful  sufferings  of 
the  600  or  700  human  beings,  packed  two 
feet  apart  between  the  stifling  decks  of  a 
slaver,  whilst  on  their  way  to  Cuba  or  the 
Brazils.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  stated 
the  fact  that  on  their  arrival  at  their  desti- 
dation  in  the  Brazils,  they  were  often 
found  to  have  been  paralyzed  in  their 
limbs,  and  rendered  helpless  cripples  for 
the  remainder  of  their  lives.  The  state  of 
things  so  well  described  by  the  noble  Lord 
still  exists  in  the  two  countries  I  have 
named.  And,  Sir,  I  maintain  that  under 
the  obligations  which  we  have  voluntarily 
and  for  many  years  cheerfully  borne,  we 
are  bound  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  sup- 
press so  horrible  a  traffic.  I  will  read  the 
noble  Viscount's  words  with  reference  to 
this  subject— words  used  by  him  on  the 
16th  of  July,  1843,  during  the  discussion 
in  this  House  on  the  subject  of  the  Slave 
Trade. 

«<  But  both  Spain  and  Brazil  are  bound,  by 
treaties  concluded  with  us,  to  prohibit  all  their 
subjects  from  engaging  in,  or  being  concerned 
witt,  the  Slave  Trade  in  any  manner  whatso- 
ever; and  they  have,  in  pursuance  of  those 
treaties,  promulgated  laws  denouncing  severe 
punishments  upon  such  of  their  subjects  as 
may  have  anything  to  do  with  the  trade.  But 
these  Governments  notoriously  set  at  nought 
their  engagementSi  and  systematically  disre* 


gard  them,  while  they  permit  their  own  laws 
to  be  daily  and  openly  violated  with  tm* 
punity/' 

And  the  facts,  Sir,  are  still  as  the  noble 
Lord  here  states  them.  That,  Sir,  is  the 
fact.  The  two  countries  which  have  en- 
tered into  engagements  with  us  have  sys- 
tematically violated  and  evaded,  and  do 
now  systematically  violate  and  evade,  those 
treaties.  What  then  would  be  the  effect 
of  encouraging  the  introduction  of  the 
slave  sugar  of  these  countries  into  our 
market?  Can  any  one  doubt  that  the 
effect  would  be  to  give  a  great  stimulus  to 
the  Slave  Trade  ?  In  the  Brazils  and  in 
Cuba  there  is  a  great  amount  of  virgin 
land  which  may  be  turned  to  profitable 
account  by  the  cultivation  of  sugar.  I 
say,  then,  that  the  ultimate  effect  of  open- 
ing the  British  market  to  the  sugars  of 
Cuba  and  of  the  Brazils  will  be  to  give  an 
encouragement  to  the  Slave  Trade.  It 
appears  in  the  course  of  the  last  year,  be- 
tween the  months  of  April  and  November, 
we  captured  either  thirty-seven  or  forty- 
seven  slave  vessels  on  the  coast  of  Africa. 
We  placed  an  increased  force  on  the  sta- 
tions along  that  coast,  and  the  result  was, 
that  no  less  than  thirty-seven  or  forty- 
seven  vessels  were  captured.  In  the  year 
1844,  as  compared  with  the  year  1843, 
the  number  of  captured  vessels  adjudicated 
upon  by  the  Mixed  Commission  Court — 
and  I  am  not  now  speaking  of  the  Vice- 
Admiralty  Court,  that  is  in  addition— was, 
in  1843,  fifteen  vessels;  and  in  1844, 
thirty-five.  This  was  the  consequence  of 
the  more  vigorous  measures  we  adopted, 
so  far  as  the  detention  of  vessels  is  con- 
cerned. I  am  afraid,  however,  that  the 
number  of  vessels  captured  is  a  very  im- 
perfect test,  for  I  fear  that  the  number  of 
negroes  landed  in  the  Brazils  and  in  Cuba 
has  not  diminished;  and  this  is  not  our 
fault,  but  the  fault  of  the  authorities  of 
those  countries,  who  have  not  discounte- 
nanced but  encouraged  this  traffic.  The 
authorities  of  those  countries,  the  Govern- 
ment and  local  authorities  there,  have  the 
power  of  suppressing  that  traffic.  When 
the  authorities  fully  exercised  their  power 
in  the  Brazils,  as  they  did  for  a  short  time, 
there  was  a  great  diminution  in  the  traffic 
in  slaves  there.  In  Cuba,  to  his  honour 
be  it  spokeoi  when  General  Valdez  was 
appointed  by  Espartero,  Governor  of  Cuba, 
he  expressed  his  determination  to  give  a 
check  to  the  Slave  Trade ;  and  he  was  so 
far  successful  in  bis  measures  that  be  re« 
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dtteed  the  niiinber  of  lUtves  imported  toio 
Cube  from  30.000  to  12,000,  to  10,000, 
end  in  the  jear  1 842  the  number  of  slaves 
brought  into  Cuba  did  not  exceed  3,000. 
If  General  Valdez  had  remained  he  would 
have  established  such  a  system  of  police 
that  the  importation  must  have  ceased. 
So  it  was  with  respect  to  the  Brazils.  The 
vigorous  efforts  of  the  Government  did 
cause  a  greatdiminutioo  ;  but  the  interests 
of  private  parties,  and  the  appeals  made 
to  the  Government  did  overpower  the 
public  energy  of  the  authorities,  and  by 
the  connivance  of  the  Governments  in 
Cuba  and  the  Brazils,  the  Slave  Trade  has 
been  fully  revived ;  and  without  the  dis- 
couragement of  the  Governments  of  those 
countries,  I  am  afraid  that  all  our  efforts 
to  suppress  that  trade  will  still  be  ineffec- 
tual. If  upon  one  coast  we  have  our 
cruisers  stationed  to  attack  and  seize  those 
▼essels  which  leave  the  coast  of  Africa 
with  slaves,  and  if  on  the  other  coast  we 
permit  vessels  to  leave  Cuba  and  the  Bra- 
zils laden  with  sugar  for  importation  into 
this  country,  then,  indeed,  will  our  con- 
duct be  inconsistent.  I  speak  now  of  the 
engagements  entered  into  with  this  coun- 
try— I  speak  of  the  specific  contracts  with 
us,  not  to  prevent  slavery  itself,  not  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  slave,  but  of 
distinct  and  positive  engagements  to  pro- 
hibit and  discourage  the  Slave  Trade ;  and 
I  say,  that  those  engagements  have  not 
been  kept.  There'is,  indeed,  an  apparent 
inconsistency  in  permitting  the  importa- 
tion of  cotton  from  a  country  where  it  is 
cultivated  by  slave-labour,  and  then  de- 
nying the  importation  of  sugar  from  the 
same  countries  because  it  is  cultivated 
by  like  labour.  It  is.  Sir,  difficult  to  take 
any  course  in  which  there  is  not  some 
inonsistency ;  and  I  do  not  suppose 
that  any  one  will  advise  the  total  prohibi- 
tion of  importing  cotton  into  this  country  ; 
and  yet  cotton  is  the  produce  of  slave 
labour.  But  the  question  is,  whether  the 
importation  of  sugar  from  Cuba  and  the 
Brazils  will  not  l^  a  great  curse  to  the 
African  race,  and  whether  the  horrors  of 
the  Slave  Trade  and  of  slavery  will  not  be 
aggravated  by  the  permanent  importation 
of  sugar  the  produce  of  those  two  coun- 
tries into  this  kingdom.  If  that  be  so, 
it  is  not  the  question  whether  there  will  be 
a  slight  inconsistency  in  permitting  the 
importation  of  cotton,  but  whether  the 
course  which  you  pursue  will  be  fair  with 
reference  to  the  interests  of  humanity  so 


deeply  coneerned  in  it,  to  our  own  acts^ 
and  to  the  engagements  we  have  entered 
into  with  other  Powers,  to  establish  a 
police  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and  to  at- 
tempt a  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade* 
If  you  entertain  any  new  views  on  this  snb« 
ject — if  the  late  Government  shall  have 
changed  the  opinions  they  held  in  1840, 
they  have  no  doubt  good  reasons  for  that 
change ;  but  depend  upon  it  the  admission 
into  this  country  of  sugar  the  produce  of 
Cuba  and  of  the  Brazils,  will  be  consi- 
dered as  utterly  inconsistent  with  your 
professions,  and  that  suspicions  will  be 
confirmed,  which  have  now  no  force,  that 
you  will  be  encouraging  with  one  hand 
the  crimes  which  you  punish  with  the 
other.  I  do  hope  that  in  many  of  the 
countries  of  Europe  a  better  feeling  is 
growing  up  on  the  subject  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  that  these  countries  are  be- 
coming more  alive  to  the  great  evils  of  that 
system;  and  after  the  steps  we  have  taken 
there  is  a  leaning  towards  the  renuncia- 
tion of  slavery  in  their  own  colonies.  Very 
recently  a  Minister  of  Sweden,  with  the 
full  assent  of  the  Crown,  agreed  to  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  West  Indian 
islands  belonging  to  Sweden.  In  Den- 
mark I  have  reason  to  believe  they  are 
now  discussing  the  question  whether  the 
abolition  of  slavery  shall  take  place  or 
not.  A  petition  has  been  presented  to 
the  authorities  most  numerously  signed, 
praying  for  the'  abolition  of  slavery 
throughout  the  Danish  possessions.  In 
France  they  are  seriously  considering  the 
question,  whether  they  ought  not  to  pro- 
hibi  the  status  of  slavery  in  the  French 
Colonies.  Portugal  has  been  acting  in  a 
manner  which  entitles  her  to  great  praise ; 
she  has  shown  the  greatest  activity  in  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  there 
is  no  ground  of  complaint  against  her. 
With  respect  to  the  United  States,  I  be- 
lieve there  the  restriction  against  the  pre- 
sentation of  any  petition  on  the  subject 
of  slavery  has  been  rescinded ;  at  any  rate, 
it  is  now  competent  for  any  Member  of 
Congress  to  make  a  motion  with  respect 
to  slavery,  and  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
upon  it.  Notwithstanding  the  declarations 
of  public  men  of  the  United  States,  I 
think  it  will  be  impossible  for  the  United 
States,  even  for  their  own  sakes,  to  pre- 
serve unmitigated  slavery.  This,  Sir,  is 
a  matter  with  which  we  have  no  right  to 
interfere:  the  decision  is  in  their  own 
hands.    I  only  say,  that  in  the  United 
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Suiea  Ibe  feeUng  it  mere  atioogly  ex* 
prauMd  for  »  miUgeiion  of  slavery ;  but, 
•peakiog  of  Eorqpe,  ibere  does  at  preseol 
eaiti  ia  GermaDyy  io  Francet  in  Sweden, 
aad  ia  Oenvarkf  a  ttrong  impreasioo  in 
favour  of  following  tbe  example  of  Eng* 
lead,  and  of  putting  an  end  to  the  atatus 
of  slavery.  I  most  earnestly  hope  that 
yott  will  not  decry  the  experiment  you 
have  made,  that  yon  will  not  impair  the 
moral  influence  of  your  example,  and  that 
you  will  not  stop  the  progress  of  those 
opinions  in  the  other  countries  of  Europe 
to  which  I  have  referred.  I  hope  that  you 
will  encourage  tbat  opinion.  We  are  the 
only  Power  which  has  used  efficacious 
meant  for  the  suppreuion  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  The  United  States  are  acting  on 
the  Coast  of  Africa  to  a  limited  extent ; 
but  I  may  speak  o(  tbe  contiqued,  perse- 
vering, and  the  increased  efforts  of  this 
country,  as  an  evidence  tbat  England  was 
the  only  country  which  has  consistently 
determined  to  check  the  Slave  Trade.  It 
may  be  inconsistent  in  us  to  take  tbe 
sugar,  the  tobacco,  and  the  cotton  of  the 
United  Slates;  but  this  inconsistency  does 
not  affect  the  moral  position  of  this  coun- 
try. It  is  admitted  throughout  Europe, 
tbat  your  aaerificea  for  the  suppression  of 
slavery  have  been  most  splendid  and  most 
generous;  and  I  do  not  oelieve  that  there 
is  any  doubt  in  Europe  as  to  the  sincerity 
of  your  motives.  You  are  now  praposiog 
to  depart  from  that  course  which  you  have 
hitherto  pursued.  If  you  admit  the  sugar 
of  Cuba  and  the  Braxils,  your  admission 
will  affect  your  moral  influence — you  will 
alter  the  impression  entertained  of 
you  throughout  Europe  —  you  will  be 
making  tbe  admission  that  your  great 
experiment  of  abolition  has  failed,  and  that 
you  have  to  seek  yopr  supply  of  sugar 
from  other  sources  than  your  own  Colo- 
nies. That  taunt  has  been  thrown  out.  I 
have  stated  that  an  increase  of  the  Slave 
Trade  on  tbe  coast  of  Africa  will  follow 
the  importation  of  slave-grown  sugar.  If 
you  import  the  sugars  of  Cuba  and  of  tbe 
Brazils,  which  you  know  support  the  Slave 
Trade,  depend  upon  it  that  the  accuiatiop 
uttered  by  Mr.  Calhoun  against  you  will 
be  better  believed  than  if  you  try  the  ex- 
periment of  admitting  sugar  the  produce 
of  free  Ubour  only.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
independently  of  any  feding  of  restraint 
in  consequence  of  what  took  place  in  1841, 
I  do  declare  that  if  I  were  perfectly  free 
and  unfettered  by  that  Resolution,  I  would 


give  my  vote  against  tbe  AsAeiidmeat  ff 
tbe  noble  Lord^  sanctioaing  tbe  principle 
tbat  sugar  the  produce  of  slave  labour 
should  bt  admitted  for  tbe  Aral  time  te 
compete  en  equal  terma  with  auger  the 
produce  of  free  labour  m  tbe  marketa  of 
tbe  United  Kingdom. 

Viscount  PalmersUm :  Wbatever  the  se- 
solt  of  this  division  may  be,  and  however 
satisfactory  that  division  may  prove  to  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  there  has  been 
nothing  in  the  debate  which  has  preceded 
that  division  to  mve  equal  satisfaction.  Till 
the  right  hon.  oaronet  himself  rose  there 
was  no  attempt  made  to  answer  the  ail- 
ments of  bon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House;  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  ahow 
in  a  very  few  sentences  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  very  imper- 
fect, if  not  an  entirely  defective  answer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  feeUng  the 
weakness  of  his  cause,  began  in  a  manner 
usual  among  expert  debaters,  with  other 
topics  than  those  now  under  discussion. 
He  disported  himself  upon  the  Income  Tax, 
and  he  taunted  those  Gentlemen  who  sup- 
port the  Income  Tax,  while  they  discuss 
and  condemn  the  details  of  that  measure. 
We  say  that  the  existing  surplus  is  not  suf- 
ficient to  dispense  with  the  Income  Tax  at 
present,  and  1  see  no  inconsistency  in  support- 
mg  that  Income  Tax  for  the  present;  but 
we  say  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  not 
made  the  best  use  of  the  surplus  which  he 
will  receive  from  that  tax.  We  think  that 
he  might  have  disposed  of  that  surplus  in 
a  mode  better  calculated  at  the  end  of  the 
three  years  for  which  that  tax  is  continued, 
to  enable  the  Government  of  that  day  to 
dispense  with  the  tax ;  and  we  think  that 
the  arrangements  he  has  adopted  will  at 
the  end  of  that  time  lead  to  the  re-imposi- 
tion of  the  tax.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  taunted  my  noble  Friend  with 
inconsistency.  Now,  Sir,  I  see  nothing 
inconsistent  in  the  argument  that  protec- 
tion may  in  its  consequences  be  the  bane  of 
that  industry  it  was  intended  to  foster,  and 
then,  seeing  the  amount  of  capital  in- 
vested, and  the  arrangements  which  have 
been  made  on  the  faith  of  existing  protec- 
tion, object  at  once,  and  on  a  sudden,  to 
take  all  that  protection  away.  Tbe  Mo- 
tion of  my  noUe  Friend,  howeveri  has  no 
reference  to  protection ;  it  applies  only  to 
the  terms  for  the  admission  of  sugar  tbe 
produce  of  slave  labour,  and  of  sugar  the 
produce  of  free  labour.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  stated  that  which  I  was  sorry 
to  h^ri  though  I  certainly  expected  it. 
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Notwithstanding  that  the  present  Minis- 
ters, while  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  HoQSOt  taunted  their  predecessors 
with  their  want  of  success  in  effecting 
oommercial  treaties  with  other  powers,  and 
notwithstahdinff  that  they  then  seemed  to 
expect  that  when  they  themselves  came 
into  office  they  would  he  ahle  to  settle  all 
these  matters  very  easily,  yet  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  admitted  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
his  Government  has  entirely  failed  in  oh- 
tainuig  such  treaties.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  went  on  to  say,  that  his  Govern- 
ment, having  so  failed  in  negotiating  com- 
mercial treaties,  had  thought  it  right  so  to 
frame  their  Tariff  as  to  accomplish  those 
pur])oses  which  otherwise  might  have  heen 
obtained  by  mutual  consent  between  this 
country  and  other  Powers.  But  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  know  what  part  of  the  present 
Budget  answers  to  this  description.  Is  it 
the  remission  of  the  Excise  duty  on  glass  ? 
or  the  taking  off  of  the  Import  duty  on 
cotton?  or  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on 
auctions?  I  am  at  a  loss  to  perceive 
where  it  is  that  the  Government  have  by 
their  new  arrangements  obtained  these  ad- 
vantages in  reference  to  commerce  which 
eomraercial  treaties  would  have  given  them. 
Yet  I  can  understand,  that  by  a  different 
arrangement  of  the  Sugar  Duties,  the  Go- 
vernment might  have  obtained  those  ad- 
vantages which  the  accomplishment  of  a 
treaty  with  Branl  would  have  given  ;  but 
their  present  plan  only  deprived  them  of 
all  these  advantages.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet throws  over  the  commercial  and 
financial  parts  of  the  question,  by  fairly  ad- 
mitting that,  financially  and  commercially, 
the  establishment  of  a  distinction  between 
slave-grown  and  free-grown  sugar  would 
not  he  an  expedient  measure  $  but  he 
dwells  on  the  encouragement  which  the 
admission  of  slave«grown  sugar  would  give 
to  the  Slave  Trade.  In  this  respect  tbe 
ground  of  *the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  much 
narrower  than  the  ground  taken  by  his 
right  hon.  Colleague  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  for  they  take  their  stand  on  the 
general  principle  of  humanity,  and  say  that 
as  we  have  undertaken  to  put  down  the 
Slave  Trade,  we  ought  not  to  admit  pro- 
duce the  cultivation  of  which  gives  en- 
couragement to  slavery  and  the  Slave 
Trade.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  narrows  this 
ground,  and  stands  solely  on  the  engage- 
ments entered  into  by  other  countries  with 


this.  He  says,  in  answer  to  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  ibr  Edinburgh 
— though  indeed  I  cannot  say  in  answer, 
but,  in  reply  to  the  unanswerable  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh used,  founded  on  the  importation  of 
cotton,  that  there  is  this  distinction— -that 
the  United  States  have  entered  into  no  en- 
gagements with  this  country  which  they 
have  violated ;  that  they  have  a  right  to 
breed  their  slaves,  and  employ  them  in  the 
production  of  cotton,  and  we  have  no  right 
to  shape  our  legislation  so  as  to  punish 
them  for  doing  that  which  they  have  not 
engaged  to  abstain  from.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
therefore,  throws  aside  the  principle  of  hu- 
manity, and  stands  solely  on  the  rights 
given  to  this  country  by  treaties  with  other 
parties.  Braril,  he  says,  and  Spain  have 
contracted  treaties  with  us,  by  which  they 
bind  themselves  not  to  prosecute  the  Slave 
Trade;  these  treaties  have  been  broken, 
and  therefore  as  a  punishment  to  them  we 
are  entitled  to  frame  our  Tariff  so  that 
slave-grown  sugar  should  be  excluded. 
Such  is  tbe  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government ; 
but  if  that  argument  is  good  for  sugar,  it 
is  also  good  for  other  things  in  the  produc- 
tion of  which  slaves  are  employed.  It  is  also 
good  for  coffee.  Yet,  what  did  the  Go- 
vernment do  last  year  with  respect  to 
coffee  t  They  reduced  the  duty  on  Bra- 
zilian coffee,  and  therefore,  so  far  as  the 
cultivation  of  coflee  gave  employment  to 
slaves,  and  encouraged  their  importation, 
the  Government  did  last  year  give  that  en« 
couragement  to  the  Slave  Trade.  Is  that 
the  only  instance  ?  That  was  the  measure 
of  last  year ;  but  has  nothing  been  done 
this  year  which  is  in  violation  of  the  prin^ 
ciple  and  doctrine  just  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  f  All  the  duty  is  taken 
off  the  importation  of  copper  ore.  Where 
does  it  come  from?  From  Cuba.  How 
is  it  got  from  the  bowels  of  the  earth  ?  By 
the  labour  of  slaves.  Therefore  last  year 
and  this  year  the  Government  have  done 
that  very  thing  to  avoid  which  they  call 
on  the  House  to  sanction  a  measure  which 
will  withhold  from  the  population  of  this 
country  comforts  and  indulgences  which 
otherwise  might  be  afforded  them.  I  must 
say  that  their  course  is  inconsistent  ftom 
beginning  to  end.  I  will  not  taunt  them 
with  that  reproach  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government  al- 
luded, though  I  must  say  that  their 
language  on  all  these  subjects  is  the  homage 
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which  the  supporterfl  of  monopoly  pay  to 
ihe  principle  of  free  trade.    They  are  al- 
ways ready  to  tell  us  that  trade  should 
be  free ;  but  when  they  come  to  measures 
they  then  say  that   they  must  support 
existing  interests.    Free  trade  is  their  doc- 
trinci  but  protection  is  their  practice.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  talked   much  of 
the    exertions     made   by    this    country 
for  the  suppresdon  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
atating  that  there  rested  on  it  a  moral 
obligation  to  put  down^  if  possiblci  that 
traffic*    I  entirely  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet ;  and  if  there  is  any  one  mat- 
ter on  which  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
the  Parliament,  and  the  successive  Govern- 
ments of   this  country  have  been  more 
united,  it  is  the  question  of  the  Slave 
Trade.     By  some,  it  might  be  contended 
that  the  mottB  made  by  this  country  on 
this  subject  have  not  been  entirely  success- 
ful, but  in  some  cases  have  aggravated  the 
evik  which  they  were  intended  to  prevent. 
This  I  deny,  and  I  believe  that  it  will  not 
be  affirmed  by  any  one  at  all  conversant 
with  the  facts  of  the  case ;  for  the  evil, 
instead  of  being  increased,  baa  been  nar- 
rowed by  the  exertions  which  have  been 
made.    In  proof  of  this  assertion,  I  may 
refer  to  the  statement  just  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  mentioned  that  in 
1840,   1841,  and   1842,  the  number  of 
slaves  imported  into  Cuba  had  diminished 
to  some  amount,  and  that,  at  one  ^leriod, 
the  number  imported  into  Braril  had  also 
lessened.    This  he  attributed  to  the  exer- 
tions of  Creneral  Valdea,  and  to  the  general 
activity  of  the  Brasilian  Government;  but 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  must  have  forgotten 
that  in  1839  we  passed  that  Act  which 
gave  us  the  power  to  put  down  the  abuse 
of  the  Portuguese  flag.     He  must  likewise 
have  forgotten  that  the  destruction  of  the 
barracoons  on  the  coast  of  Africa  did  mate- 
riaUy  contribute  to  that  result  which  he 
had  noticed.    Notwithstanding  that  some 
may  entertain  the  opinion  that  our  mea- 
sures have  not  succeeded,  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet  (and  I  concur 
with  him  m  the  statement)  declares  that 
he  considers  the  Parliament  of  England 
bound  in  honour  not  to  relax  its  endeavours 
until  the  Slave  Trade  should  be  entirely 
put  down.    But  how  can  we  reconcile  the 
opinions  and  declarations  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  this  subject  to-night,  by  which 
this  absurdly  of  a  discriminating  duty  is 
endeavoured  to  be  supported,    with  the 
arguments  of  the  Government  as  contiuned 
n  a  paper  recently  laid  before  the  House  ? 


If  the  Government  be  right  in  inereariitt 
the  naval  force  on  the  coast  of  Africa— if 
they  are  right  in  proposing  larger  naval 
estimates  in  order  to  increase  the  number 
of  the  slave  cruisers,  let  them  give  those 
cruisers  sufficient  powers  to  act  efficiently* 
What  is  the  use  of  having  them,  if  they  aro 
not  invested  with  power  to  enable  the»n  to 
prevent  the  carrying  on  of  the  Slave  Traf« 
tic?    That  necessary  power  is  the  Right 
of  Search,  which  it  has  been  the  object  of 
aU  other  Governments  in  this  country  to 
obtain.    In  1814,  it  was  the  great  o^ect 
of  Lord  Castlereagh,  at  the  Congress  of 
Vienna*  to  obtain  this  Right  of  Search 
from  France,  Austria,  and  Prussia.     He 
failed.     In  1815,  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
endeavoured  to  obtain  it  from  France ;  but 
he  was  unable  to  effect  his  purpose,  though 
he  had  claims  on  the  French  Govemmeot, 
which  he  had  restored,  that  might  have 
been  considered  irresistible.  In  1818,  after 
the  conclusion  of  treaties  with  Spain  and 
Portugal  giving  us  the  Right  of  Seardi, 
the  French  Government  was  again  urged 
to  concede,  but  refused  again*    It  was  ap- 
plied to  in  1823  and  1827.     It  was  the 
object  of  former  Administrations  to  obtain 
from  France  this  concession,  without  which 
it  was  thought  impossible  effectually  to  cany 
out  our  objects  in  the  suppresstoo  of  the 
Slave  Trade.     The  present  Government 
came  into  power,  being,  through  the  sucoeas- 
ful  efforts  of  their  predecessors^  in  possossioii 
of  this  Right  of  Search  conceded  by  Fnmoe ; 
and  what  did  they  do  ?  They  aetually  threw 
it  away.  In  the  despatch  of  Lord  Aberdeen, 
he  actually  consents,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  establish  a  mixed  Commis- 
sion for  the  purpose  of  devising  some  expe- 
rimental measure,  which  should  be  tried 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  it  coold 
be  substituted  for  the  Right  of  Seatdi; 
and  he  states,  that  the  operation  of  the 
treaties  respecting  the  Right  of  Search 
would  necessarily  be  suspended  until  the 
success  or  failure  of  the  experiment  should 
be  made  manifest    So  that  while  this  ex- 
periment was  being  tried,  the  two  Govern- 
ments, by  mutual  consent,  suspend  the 
operation  of  the  treaties;  and  I  would  ask 
any  rational  man,  whether  he  thinks  that 
the  mutual  eonssnt  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments will  ever  be  obtained  for  its  re-cstah* 
lishment?     This  is  positively  giving  up 
the  Right  of  Search;  and  if  it  is  to  be 
abandoned  at  all,  in  deferenee  Co  the  cla- 
mour of  slaveholders  and  stavetraden^   it 
ought  not  to  have  been  surrendered  in  such 
a  shabby  way  as  this.  The  act  should  have 


1345 


&i§ar  Duiiet. 


{Fbb.  96} 


Sugar  Duties, 


1346 


been  one  done  openly.  If  the  treaties  were 
to  be  Bnrrendered  to  the  clamour  of  the 
slavetraders,    you    should    have    done  it 
openly^  handsomely^  and  at  once.     For 
rest  assured  that  this  indirect  and  shabby 
evasion  arrives  at  the  same  object;  and 
when   ijovernment  are  here  proclaiming 
their  desire  to  put  down  the  Slave  Trade, 
and  about  to  call  on  Parliament  for  a  vote 
for   additional  sailors  to  accomplish  this 
purpose,  they  are  at  the  same  time  about 
to  divest  their  cruisers  of  one  of  the  most 
essential  means  they  possess  of  achieving 
the  task  they  are  sent  abroad  for  the  pur- 
pose of  effecting.     When  it  is  said  that  the 
measure   of  my  noble   Friend   would,  if 
carried,  have  the  effect  of  increasing  the 
produce  of  Brazil  and  Cuba,  let  me  remind 
the  House  that  it  has  been  virtually  acknow- 
ledged that  it  would  have  no  such  effect  in 
any  greater  degree  than  would  have  the 
measure  introduced  by  Government  them- 
selves.    What   nonsense  to  tell   us  that 
if  you  take  20,000  tons  of  sugar  from  the 
market  of  the  world,  it  makes  the  slightest 
difference  whether  these  20,000  tons  con- 
sist of  slave  or  of  free-labour  sugar.   What- 
ever the  production  of  the  sugar,  the  void, 
when  made,  will  impart  an  increased  value 
to  what  remains.   Whether  you  take  slave* 
grown  sugar    or    free-labour    sugar^  the 
result  is  the  same — ^you  increase  the  price 
of  that  left  in  the  market  of  the  world ; 
and  if  that  sugar  be  sold,  you  will  give 
increased  encouragement  to  its  production, 
and  thus  indirectly,  but  certainly,  aid  and 
foster  and  assist  in  carrying  on  slavery  and 
the  Slave  Trade.     It  is  quite  absurd  to 
draw  a  distinction  where  there  exists  no 
difference ;    and    therefore,   whether  you 
compare  this  measure  with  the  declarations 
of  the  Government,  or  with  the  acts  of  the 
Government,  as  recorded  in  their  own  des- 
patches, or  compare  it  with  the  arguments 
used  against  the  measure,  there  is  not  any 
ground  upon  which  Government  can  really 
take  a  firm  stand.      And   although  they 
may  beat  us  in  a  division  in  the  Lobby^ 
yet,  when  the  debate  comes  to  be  read*  (as, 
notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Mr.  Gladstone,  I  think  it 
will  be  read,)  and  when  the  eloquent  speech 
of  the  right  faon«  Member  for  Edinburgh 
comes  to  be  read*  I  think  the  decision  of  the 
public  will  be,  that  we  are  sacrificing  the 
interests  of  consumers  and  of  commerce — 
not  to  the  real  principles  of  humanity — not 
from  any  desire  of  enforcing  treaties  which 
we  have  other  and  far  better  methods  of 
enforcing,  if  we  but  choose  to  adopt  them  ; 
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but  solely  and  simply  to  protect  the  West 
India  interest  — to  protect  that  interest 
which,  it  has  been  proved,  instead  of  hav«> 
ing  been  benefited  by  protection,  has  been 
paralyzed  by  its  effects,  and  upon  which  the 
truest  benefit  which  could  be  conferred 
would  be — not  perhaps,  at  once,  this  year, 
but  soon — giving  proper  time,  upon  which 
— I  repeat,  the  greatest  benefit  which 
could  be  conferred  would  be,  the  absolute 
taking  away  of  all  protection,  and  leaving 
it  to  the  results  of  that  stimulus  which 
fair,  and  free,  and  wholesome  competition 
never  fails  to  give  to  every  description  of 
labour  to  which  it  is  applied. 

Sir  Charles  Napier  wished  to  know 
whether  boo.  Gentleman  proposed  to  pre- 
vent Cuba  introducing  her  slave-grown 
sugars  into  this  country  ?  The  introduc- 
tion of  Brazilian  sugar  might  be  pre- 
vented, but  Cuba  sugar  was  easily  trans- 
ferred to  America,  and  could  thence  be 
as  easily  transmitted  to  the  English  mar- 
kets. During  the  late  war  with  France, 
the  produce  of  Martinique  and  Guada- 
loupe  was  conveyed  to  America  in  Ame- 
rican bottoms,  thereby  escaping  all  risk 
of  capture.  No  doubt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
wished  to  pot  down  the  Slave  Trade,  but 
if  be  would  do  so  effectualiy,  he  must  line 
the  coast  of  Cuba  and  Brazil,  as  well  as 
those  of  Africa,  with  cruisers.  America 
would  give  no  real  assistance ;  and  as  for 
France  (as  we  understood  the  gallant 
Commodore)  unless  some  arrangement 
could  be  come  to  as  placing  English  offi- 
cers in  every  French  ship,  and  French 
oflicers  in  every  English  one,  to  examine 
vessels  under  their  respective  coloors-Hin 
arrangement  he  did  not  think  very  likely 
to  be  come  to — unless  something  like  this 
was  to  be  done,  France  would  afford  no 
more  real  aid  than  America. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question  : — Ayes  236; 
Noes  142 :     Majority  94. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adandf  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Alfordy  Visct. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  £• 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Ashley,  JU>rd 
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Astell,  W. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.  juo. 
Baillie,  Col. 
BaiUie,  H.  J. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  T. 
Bameby,  J, 
Barringtoni  Visct. 
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Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Beckett,  W. 
Benbow,  J. 
Ben ti nek,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blakemore,  R. 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G.. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bramston,  T.  W» 
Brisco,  M. 
Broad  ley,  H. 
Brownri^g,  J .  S. 
Bruce,  Loit!  B. 
Bailer,  Sir  J.  W. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carnegie,  lion.  Capt. 
Castlereagh,  Visct. 
Chapman,  E. 
Charteris,  hon.  P. 
Cholmondeley,  bn.  H. 
Clavlon,  li.  R. 
Clerk,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
Clive,  Visct. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockbume,rt.hn  .Sir  G 

Colquhoun,  J.  C, 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  ho.  H. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickinson,  F,  H. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Do wd  swell,  W. 
Drumroond,  H.  H. 
Dugdale.  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O, 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  J.  P. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  W,  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Entwisle,  W. 
Escott,  B. 
Earnham,  E.  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fitzmaurice,  hon.  W, 
Fitzroy,  hon.  II. 


Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  S.  L. 

Freniantle,rt.hn.Sir  T. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Goring,  C 

Goulburn,  rt.  hn.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Greenall,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Grimstone,  Visct. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
liaiBilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. . 
Hamilton,  Lord  C 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Ileneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  rt.  hn.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hn,  W.  A*C. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hughes,  VV.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Ingestrie,  Visct. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
James,  W. 
James,  Sir  W«  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Joliffe,  SirVV.G.H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £• 
Lawson,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  A, 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Long,  W. 
Lowther,  Sir  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  G. 
MoGeachy,  F.  A. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 


Mackionon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 
Macnamara,  Major 
McNeill,  D. 
Mahon,  V^isct. 
Main  waring?,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsharo,  Visct. 
Maitin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  T.  a 
Marton,  G. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Milnes,  R  M. 
Morgan,  O, 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Nceld,  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicboll,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Northland,  Visct, 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Oswald,  A. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G, 
Patten,  J,  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Round,  C.  G. 


Round,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.hn.T.  B.C. 
Smyth,  hon.  G. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somes,  J. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
•Sutton,  hon.  H,  M. 
Taylor,  E. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thesisrer,  Sir  F. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
VVaddington,  H.S. 
Welle6ley,LordC. 
Wodehonse,  E. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Wynn,rt.hnC.W.W- 

TELLERS. 

Young,  T. 
Baring,  H. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Agliooby,  H.  A. 
Aiosworth,  P. 
Anson,  hon.  (Jol. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Bannerman,  A. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G, 
fiellew,  R  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Blake,  M.J. 
Blewitt,  R.J. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W, 
BuUer,  C. 
BuUer,  E. 
Bosfeild,  W. 


Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  U. 
Childers,  J;  W. 
Christie,  ^V.  D. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clive.  E.  B. 
Cobden^  R. 
Colborne,  hon.  \V.  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collett,  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F, 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  VV.  S. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J.  £. 


1349 


Sugar  Duties. 


{Feb.  26} 


Sugar  Duties* 


1350 


Dennistoun,  J. 

D'Eyncourt,rl.hn,C.T. 
Duff,  J 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncao^  G. 
DuncaoDon,  Visct. 
DuDconybe,  T. 
Dondasy  F. 
Easthopei  Sir  J. 
EbringtOD,  ViscL 
Ellis  W. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart.  W. 
Ferguson,  SirR.  A. 
FiuwiIliam,hn.G.W. 
Forster,  M. 
Gibson,  T.M. 
Gill,  T. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gore,  boo.  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Uindley,C. 
liobhoQse,  rt.  bn.Sir  J, 
Howard,  bn.CW.G. 
Howard,  hn.  J.  K. 
Howanl,  hn.  E.G.G. 


Howard,  hon.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Hutt,  W. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  U . 
Langsloo,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Listowel,  Earl  of 
Macaulay,  rt.hn.  T.B. 
McTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Marjoribanksy  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 
Maule,  rt.  hn«  Fox 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Morrison,  Gen. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
0*ronnell,M  J. 
Ord,  W. 
Osborne,  R, 
Paget,  Col. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 


Palmerston^  Visct.  Tancred,  H .  W. 

Parker,  J.  Thornely,  T. 

Pechell,  Capt,  Towneley,  J. 

Pendarves,  E.  W.  W.  Traill,  G. 


Philips,  G.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pulsford,  R. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  E 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Sbelburae,  Earl  of 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  O. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stnitt,  E. 
Talbott,  C.  R.  M. 


Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
VilUers,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wallace,  R. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshore,W. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood,  C. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 


TELLERS. 

Hill,  M. 
Byng»  G.  S. 

Order  read  and  Committee  deferred. 
House  adjourned  at  three  quarters  past 
twelve. 


ERRATA. 

Folio    342— In  Sir  R.  Peers  Speech— 

Jar  ^*  the  result  of  that  meeting  would  in  all  probability  be  known  to  some  com- 
munication on  their  part  by  Her  Mstjesty's  Government,"  read  the  '*  result  of 
that  meeting  would  in  all  probability  be  known  by  some  communication  on 
their  part  to  Her  Majesty's  Government.'' 

—  440— /or  Ayes  22 ;  Noes  93 ;  Majority  61, 

read  Ayes  32 ;  Noes  93 ;  Majority  61. 

—  445— /or  Mr.  C.  Hope,  read  Mr.  G.  W,  Hope. 

—  1023-:/br  Hill,  Loid  J.,  read  Hill,  Loid,  M. 


The  following  Private  Bills  have  been  classed  as  Public  Bills  : 

Fisher  Lane  (Greenwich)  Improremeot,  1«.  p.  382. 

Labouring  Classes  Improvement  Society,  1*-  p.  745. 

Manchester  Division  Stipendiary  Magistrate,  1*  p.  826 ;  2**  p.  1042. 

Thames  Navigation  Debt,  1^*  p.  1 154. 
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Explanation  of  the  Abbreviations.  ' 

IS.  Sit  SH,  First,  Second,  or  Third  "Rehding^AmefuL,  AmtnAmeDt—ReSn  Resolution. — Cbm. 
Committed.— iZe-Ctfrn.,  Re-committed. — Bq>.,  Reported. — At^j.^  Adjourned. — cl^  Clause. — addm  cL, 
Additional  Clause. — neg.t  Negative^-Zi, — Ix>rds. — c, — Commons.— o.  g.  Original  Question. — o,  fn.» 
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•^*  It  has  seemed  better,  instead  of  incumbering  this  Index  with  a  reference  to  Private  Bills,  upon  which 
debate  seldom  occurs,  to  collect  them  in  a  table  at  the  end,  in  form  similar  to  the  Paper  issued  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  date  will  be  a  sufficient  reference  to  the  volume.  The  progress  of  Bilb 
will  not  be  carried  beyond  the  contents  of  each  volume ;  but  it  is  not  intended  to  omit  from  the  tmble 
appended  to  each  the  stage  that  Bills  may  have  passed  through  recorded  in  preceding  volumes. 

JTie  *  indkatei  that  no  Debate  took  place  upon  that  Reading, 


Aberdeen,  earl  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Bpeedi,  88 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D.  (Devomhiref  N.) 
Africans,  Treatment  of  Liberated,  1800 

Addrett  in  Antwer  to  the  Speech,  /.  5 ;  c.  45 ; ' 
Report,  154  ;  Reply,  164 ;  /.  223 

Advocate,  The  Lord  (D.  McNeil,  Esq.)  Ar- 
gyllihire) 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland  J  Leave,  1168 

4/ricans,  Treatment  of  liberated^  c.  Correspond- 
ence moved  for,  1 173 

AoLioNBT,  Mr.  H.  (fiockemumtK) 
Africans,  Treatment  of  Liberated,  1 198 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidttion  Com.  446^  446, 
988,  989,  c/.  10,  Amend.  1156,  ct  11,  Amend. 
1159,  1158 
Finanoial  Sl^i0|:i«(ii-rThe  Bf  dget,  506 

Proteeiiifm^  see  Com  Lbm 

Ashley,  Viscount  (Dorse(iAare) 
Children,  Employment  of  in  Calico  Print  Works, 
LetTC^688 

Betf  m  jfirror^  /.  IR  •  825 


fiofidiefYii,  7%f,  c.  827 

BiAN«ES,  Mr.  G.  (Donettkire) 

Cera  Laws^Agrieultnral  Pir«tection,  190 
Financial  Statement — ^Tbe  Bu^;et,  598 
Railways  —  Repeal  of  Act,  Leave,  877,  886 ; 
— Board  of  Trade  Reports,  548 

Banking  Sy$tem  {Scotland)^  c  165 

Banknqttcy  in  London,  Commistionen  of,  L  242, 
1153 

Barino,  Hod.  W.  B.  {Thetford) 
EUenborough,  Lord,  Correspondence  conoeming. 


Idolatry  in  India,  888 

Barino,  Mr.  T.  {HuUingdim) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  58 

Barimo,  Right  Hon.  F.  T.  (PortmnoMtk) 
^apgfy^JboAmgm  Jnnsi  846 

Barnebt,  Mr.  J.  {Wonxttenkkt,  E.) 
BasUrdy,  887 

Barron,  Sir  W.  H.  {Wataford  CUy) 
Incone  Tax*  Tbe^  761,  615 


BAS  BRO 

BtMUanfy^  C.827,  IR.*  1154 

Bath  and  WelU^  Bishopric  of,  c.  1233 

Beaumont,  Lord 
Railways— Board  ofTrada  lUporU,  8S5 
Roman  Catholic  Penal  AcU,  586 
Taxation,  Local,  10S5 

Bell,  Mr.  M.  {Notihumberland,  S.) 
Financial  Sutement^The  Budget,  500 

Bellew,  Mr.  R.  M.  {Louth) 

Addreti  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  99 

Income  Tax,  The,  778 

Lucan,  Earl  of,  Appointment  of,  1281 


Bern  A  L,  Mr.  R.  (  Weymouth) 
Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

foi,  871 
Railways— Board  of  Trade  ReporU,  538 

Bernard,  Viscoonl  {Bandon  Bridge) 
Income  Tax,  The,  77i 

Blackstoni,  Mr.  W.  J.  {WalUngford) 
Income  Tax,  The,  808 

Blewiit,  Mr.  R.  J.  (illomfiotrM) 
Opening  Letters—The  Post  Office^  Com.  moved 
for,  960 

Bortuwick,  Mr.  P.  {Evesham) 
King  Consort,  Title  of,  529 
Opening  Letters— The  Poat  Office,  Com.  moved 
for,  878 

Bouverie,  Hon.  E.  P.  (Kilmamock,  4^.) 
Brazil,  Trade  with,  ))42 

Bowles,  Rear  Admiral,  W,  iljmnceston) 
Navy,  State  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  423 

Bowrino,  Dr.  J.  {Bolton) 

Financial  Statement — The  Budget,  502 

Hong-Kong,  1203,  1210 

Turkey,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  454 

Brazil,  Trade  with,  c.  342 

Bright,  Mr.  J.  {^Durham  City) 
Com  Laws — Agricultural  Protection,  192 
Settlement,  Law  of,  Leave,  S25 
Smolce  Prohibition,  Leave,  832 
Sugar  Duties,  1140 

British  Museum,  see  Portland  Vase 

Brotherton,  Mr.  J.  {Salford) 
Com  Laws — Agricultural  Protection,  207 
Greenwich   Hospital,  Commissioners  of— Rail- 
ways, Leave,  444 
Railways — Repeal  of  Act,  Leave,  296 
Settlement,  Law  of,  Leave,  328 
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c.  337 

Manchester  Dtoision  Stipendiary  Magistrate,  c. 
1R.»  826  ;  2R.»  1041 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D.  (Guildford) 
Africans,  Treatment  of  Liberated,  1200 

M A  N  N  ERS,  Lo rd  J .  (  Newark'Vpon-  Tnmt) 
Com  Laws — Agricultural  Protection,  205 
Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  859 
Roman  Catholic  Penal  Acts  Relief,  Leave,  8S4 

Maule,  Right  Hon.  F.  (Perth) 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidation,  Com.  cL  111, 

981;  ct.  11,  1160,  1168 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  Leaver  1178 

Medical  Officers  in  Poor  Law  Unions,  c.  298 
Medical  Profeswm,  see  Physic^PhysiciaHs 

Miles,  Mr.  P.  W.  S.  ( Bristol) 
Sugar  Duties,  1099,  1104 


Miles,  Mr.  W.  {Somtrtifaire,  E.) 
Addreii  in  Aniwer  to  the  Speech,  7S 
Corn  Un— Agrkullunl  I^leclioD,  187, 186 
FiDuidil  Sutement— The  Budget,  608 

MiLHES,  Mr.  a.  M.  {FonUfract 

Budieiu,  The,  830 

Cibbrii,  Albir  in,  746 

Opening  L«lter* — The  Pott  Office,  Com.  mnvt 
far,  834 

Rulnya— Board  of  Trade  Reports,  6S8 

Smoke  Prohibition,  Leave,  BSS 
Monte  Video  and  fiuemu  Ayrei,  c.  169 


[^.  Lord 
DMxbnd),  Abolition  of,  IR.  1034 
Fiiunce— Import  Dulie*,  !SS 
Rul<raya— Board  of  Tnde  Reports,  BSS 
Sugmr  Duties,  C!*,  926 


HuBTZ,  Mr.  O   f.(Birminglum) 
Income  Tan  The,  781 
Opeoing  Leilera— The  Port  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  1016 
Smoke  FrohiUlion,  Leave,  839 

Murphy.  Mr.  S*rfleflnt  F.  S.  (Cur*  CUi,) 
Income  Tu,  The,  803 

Opeoii^  Lettera— ThePoR  OtRee,  Com.  moved 
for,  Tjl 

NiPlta,  Sir  C.  (.Matyfciow)  j 

Addnaa  in  Anawer  to  the  Speech,  04  ' 

Bandieiu,  The,  837,  880  i 

Navy  Eilimates,  The,  610,  &I  1 
Navy,  Slate  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  383,  480, 

437,  43» 
Sugar  Duties,  1343 

y<mf  EHmaiet,  The,  c.  510 

Nam  Slate  of  the,  c.  Com.  movti  tor,  3S3,  [A. 
sa.N.ffS,  M.  60  440 


Heatpapen  Pmled,  Lata/,  t.  927 

NonuANBT,  Marqueai  of 

Addreaa  in  Anawer  to  the  Speech,  Ift 
Constabulary  Appointments  (Ireland),  4Jt3 
Health  of  TowDa,44n 
Public  Buaineaa,  gSS,  S84, 841 

O'Brien,  Mr   A   S.{Northamplofuhirt,  N.) 
Coni  Lava— Agiicullunl  Protection,  1(K> 
Financial  Stalemeot— The  Budget,  510 


Luon,  B«rl  of,  Appoialment  ol;  ItST 
(heniagLeUen—Tii: Pi)tlOgitt,c.Com.  moved 
rot  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  068  ;  Adj.  Debate, 
834;  Amend.  (Viicount  Howick)  001; 
Amfnd.  AdjCMrJ-Collell)  920>  [A.  39, 
N.269,  M.  240]  921,  932,  TA.  14S,  N. 
■i*0,  Al.  95]  1022;— He  CWofria,  4f<'i^  "■ 
—  Baadkri,  The 
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PALMESSTnN,  Viscotirl  {Thfrlon) 
Addrcs)  in  Anawer  lo  the  Speech,  1 13 
Income  Tax,  The.  811 
Sugar  Duties,  1397 

Parliament,  JVem  Houttt  o/,  I  927 

Parochial  Setllment,  see  Settlement 

PrcBELL.  Captain  <)  R.  (Brighton) 
Navy,  Stale  of  (hn  Cum.  moved  for.  4!4 

i       Winik™  Dutiea,  Returns  moved  for,  814 
I       Woikbouiea.  Employment  in,  304,  308,  8S7 

Peel,  Kiiihi  linn.  Sir  R.  ( Tamtour/i) 

Address   in  Answer  lo  the  Speech,  8!,  96,  lOT, 
116.  US;  Report,  196 
I       Bandiena,  The,  t<!S,  830,  631 
!       Banking  System  (Scotland),  165 
Bath  and  Wi-llt,  Biihopricof,  1834 
Brazil,  Trade  with,  34S 
Calabria,  A<&ir  in,  747 
Corn  Lawi— Agricultural  Protection,  fiOS 
Financial  Statement,  811,  34*.  3*5 ;-  The  Bud- 
get, 455,  497,  460,  50!,  507, 613,  637 
Holyhead  Harbour,  1163 
Income  Tax,  The,  811.  797 
International  Copyright,  1043 
King  Co^aor^  Title  of,  530 
Monte  Video  and  Buenoa  Ayrcs,  169 
Navy  Eatimtlet,  The,  510 
Opening  Letten— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  786,  909,  980,  981,  995, 1006 
Portland  Vase,  Drttructlon  of  Ibe,  348 
Private  Bill  Business,  808 

Railways— Private  Com nuttees- Board  of  Trade, 
189,  149,  160,   151,  173;— Repeal  of   Act. 
Leave,  87 1 ,  879,  886  ;  Report),  5S9 
Sperm  Oil,  751 
Sugar  I>utles,  588,  580,  I38S 
Supply,  818,  814 
,      Tabili,  167 
1      Turkey,  Comnwictal  Treaty  wUh.  454,  455 

Peer*,  luttrfirvice  a/^Seuioniil  OnUrt,  e.  134 

Philiis,  Mr.  M.  [Manehetter) 
I      Children,  Employment  of,  in  Calico  Print  Works, 
I  Leave,  et)0 

Phyikand  Surgery, e.  Leave,  1911;  |R.»  1881 


Plumptre,  Mt.  J.  B.  (Krai.  £.) 
Addreaa  In  Answer  lo  the  Speech,  96 
African!,  Treatment  of  LOmited,  1803 

Poor  LtM  Commm'Mnrri,  r.  Relnms  moved  for 
{Colonel  Siblhorp)  318  ;— lee  Battardg — 
GUUrl  Unioia— Medical  Off^ert—StltUmtMl 
Parochial — Tasalien —  TfcrUoUM* 

Poor  I^tn  I7«iw>u  {Jreland),  t.  208 

Poor  low  {SeatUmd],  c.  244 

PortLnd  yoM,  Dtfiruclioa  of  the,  c  3*1 
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Post  Office  Ommittee  Reporf,  r.  210;— see 
Newtpupen— Opening  iMierg 

Pritchard,  Mr,,  see  Address  in  Answer  to  the 
Speech 

Private  BiU  Business,  c.  208 ;  i  240,— sec  In- 
come Tax — RailwuifS 

Private  Bilis^iee  Tabular  Form  at  end  of' Index 

Prhdege— Howard  v.  The  Sergeant  at  Arms,c. 
382 

Process,  Service  of,  /.  iR.,  347 

Process,  Service  of,  {Ireland),  I.  iR,  347 

Properttf  Tax,  c.  1 11.*  928 
PuhUc  Business,  I.  223,  240 

Queen's  Speech,  <Ac  — Meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment, /.  1 

RaHuHws,  c,  133  x^Prhmte  Committees^Board 
of  Trade-^Standmg  Orders,  138;  Amend. 
(Viscount  Ho  wick),  149, 170;  Adj.  Debate 
220  ;— Repeal  of  Act  (Mr.  Wallace)  Leave, 
246  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  298,  /.  Goods  and 
Passengers  Tariff,  34S',^  Report  of  the 
Bottrd  of  Trade.  351,  51 1 ;  c.  530  ;  /.  825, 
1034  ;  —  spe  Companies  Clauses  Consolida^ 
tion—  Dorchester —  Greenwich  Hospital —  Ta- 
bular Form  at  end  of  Index 

Railwmf  Clauxes  Consotidation,  see   Companies 
CUaaes  Consolidation 

Rmlway  Clauses   Consolidation  (Scotland),  see 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidation 

Rawdon,  Lieut.  Colonel  J.  D.  (Armagh  City) 
Income  Tax,  The,  806 

RrcARPO,  Mr.  J.  L.  (Stoke  on  Trent) 
Brazil,  Trade  with,  S4S 
Sugar  Duties,  1078,  1078 


Rice.  Mr.  E  R.  (Dovor) 
Harboars  of  Refuge,  163 

RicHnrNn,  Duke  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  23 

Roebuck,  Mr,  J.  A  (Bath) 
Canada— Elections,  389 
Financial  Sutement—The   Budget,  502,  607; 

Amend.,  558.  579,  632, 637 
Income  Tax,  The,  751, 781,  788, 814,  815,  816 
Railways— Board  of  Trade  Reports,  531 
Settlement,  Law  of.  Leave,  333 
Workhouses,  Employment  in,  310 

Ralph  Dr. — Emigration,  c.  444 

Roman  Catholic  Penal  Acts  Relief,  I,  526  ;    c. 
Leave,  833;  iR.*  834 

Ross,  Mr.  D.  R.  (.Belfast) 
Income  Tax,  The,  772 
Lucan,  Earl  of,  Appointment  of,  1232 

Rous,  Hon.  Captain  H.  J.  (Westminster) 
Navy,  State  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  414 
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Rubric,  Revision  of  the,  c  238 

Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.  (London) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  62,  76, 94 
Bandieras,  The,  820,  830 
Financial  Statement,  844,  846;— The  Budget, 

497,  507,  642,  628,  637 
Opening  Letters—The  Post  OfBce,  Com.  moved  • 

for,  922,  986 
Privil  ge— Howard  v.  The  Sergeant  at  Arms,  383 
Roman  Catholic  Penal  Acts  Relief,  Leave,  838 
Sugar  Duties,  Amend.  1234,  1265, 1266,  1261, 

1324 
Supply,  214 
Tahiti,  169 

Sanoon,  Viscount  (  Liverpool) 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  126 
Africans,  Treatment  of  Liberated,  1 196 
Opening  Letters — The  Post  Office^  Com.  moved 

for,  712,  910 
Post  Office  Committee  Report,  210 
Sugar  Duties,  1160 

Scinde,  The  Army  in,  L  Acknowledgment  of 
Vote  of  Thanks,  44  ;  c.  45 

Scotland,  see  Banking  System  —  Companies 
dauset-^Comtnbles — Cnirt  of  Session^  Land 
Clauses — Foor  Law — Railway  Clauses — Sum" 
mons,  Service  of —  Weights  and  Measures 

Select  Vestries,  /.  IR.*  1 

Service  ofProceu,  see  Process 

Service  of  Summons,  see  Summons 

Sessional  Orders —Interference  of  Peers,  e,  134 ; 
—  Admissum  of  Strangers  to  the  House, 
Amend,  (Mr,  Christie),  137 

Settlement,  Parochial,  c.  152;  Leave,  313; 
lR.»  528 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of 

Committees,  Appointment  of  Churmaa  of,  44 
Private  Bill  Business,  240 


Shaw,  Ri^hi  Hon.  F,(D^'tlin  University) 
Addrss  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  110 

Sheil,  Risfht  Hon.  R   L.  (Dungarvon) 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  104 

Income  Tax,  The,  757,  759 

Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 
for,  710,  712 
SiBTHORP,  Colonel  D.  L   W.  (Lincoln) 

Companies  Qauses  Consolidation,  Com.  cL  20, 
931  ;  cL  10,  1166,1166;  d.  II,  1167,  1169 

Fmancial  Statement— The  Budget,  602 

Income  Tax,  The,  810 

Poor  Law  Commissioners,  Returns  moved  for, 

218 
Railways— Board  of  Trade,  176;  — Repeal  of 

Act,  Leave,  266 

Slave  Trade,  see  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech 
— Africans,  Treatment  of 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  R.  V.  (Northampton) 
Financial  Sutement^The  Budget,  610 
Railways— Private  Committees— Board  of  Trade 
161 
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Smith,  Rii^ht  Hon.  T.  B.  C.  (Ripon) 
Lucao,  Earl  of,  Appoiiitinent  of,  12S0 


Smoke  prohibition^  c.  Leave,  831 

SifYTHE,  Hon.  G.  A.  P.  S.  {CmUerbwry) 
Sperm  Oil,  761 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  F.  Thesiger) 
{Ahm^on) 
Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office^  Com.  moved 

for,  967 
Privilege — Howard  v.  The  Sergeant  at  Arms, 

Somerset,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G«  C.  H.  {Mon^ 

mouthihvre) 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidation,  Leave,  170; 

Com.  445,  440,  447,  448,  449,  746, 928,  929 ; 

d.  16,  930;  c/.  ill,  931;  cL  10,  1166;  cl 

11,  1167,  1168,  1160,  1161,  1168 
Railways— Board  of  Trade,  170^  176,  221 

Speaker,  The  (The  Right  Hon.  C  S.  Lefevre^ 

( Hampshirtt  Af.) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Reply,  164 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Commissioners  of— Railway, 

Leaver  442,  448 
Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  691 
Poor  LawTScotland),  246 
Scinde,    The    Army    in.    Acknowledgment    of 

Vote  of  Thanks,  46 
Sessional  Orders— Admission  of  Strangers,  188 

Sperm  OU^  c.  751 

Spoomer,  Mr.  R.  (Birmingham) 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidation,  Cooi.c<.  Ill, 
931 

Stamp  Duties  AstintUatian,  c.  iR*  928 

Standing  Order$f  see  RaUways 

Stanley,  Lord 
Railways— ReporU  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  878 
Sugar  Duties,  926 

Stanley,  Mr.  W.  ().  {Anglesey) 
Holyhead  Harbour,  1163 

Stratigertt  Admission  qf-Sessiannl  Orders,  c. 
Amend.  (Mr.  Christie)  137 

Strakgford,  Viscount 
Railway  Reports,  623 

Strutt,  Mr.  E.  {Derby) 
Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office^  Com.  moved 
for»  941,1014 

SuMur  Duties^  c.  528 ;  /•  924 ;  c.  932  i—Dram* 
iacks  1042;^  Amend  (Mr.  M.  Gibson) 
1043,  [o.y.  A.  211  N.  84  M.  137j  1151  ; 
Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell)  1234,  [o,  9.  A. 
236  N.  142  M.  943  1343 

Summons^  Service  of{Scotland\  L  IR*  51 1 


Ssif^y^  c.2\2;SxchyuerBUi$-^£lS,iQi,500) 
345;— see  Income  Tax 

Surgeons^  College  qf^  see  Pfysicums 

Sutton,  Hon.  J.  H.  T.  M.  (Cambridge) 
Gilbert  Unions,  Com.  moved  for,  216 

TahUi^  Affairs  of,  c  166 

Taxation,  Local,  I.  1025 

Tennent,  Mr.  J.  £.  (Belfast) 
India,  Communication  with,  826 

Thames  Embankment  —  Tax  on  Coals,  c.  164 

Thames  Navigation  Debt,  c.  IR*  1154 

Thorn  ELY,  Mr.  T.  (Widverhampton) 
Emigration — Dr.  Rolph,  444 

Trade,  Board  of— Railways,  c.  138, 170 

Turkey,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  c,  454 

Turner,  Mr.  E.  (IViiro) 
Financial  Statement— The  Budget,  601 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.  (Essex,  N.) 

Financial  Statement— The  Budget,  626 
Income  Tax,  The,  766 

ViLLiERS,  Hon.  C.  P.  (Wolverhampton) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  101 
Com  Laws — Agricultural  Protectioo,  200 
Sugar  Duties,  1087 

Wakley,  Mr.  T  (rtnsbwy) 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  167 
Children,  Employment  o^  in  Calico  Print  Works, 

Leave,  663 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidation,  Com.  447,  449 
Financial  Sutement — The  Budget,  603 
Medical  Oflkers  In  Poor  Law  Unions,  298,  904 
Navy,  State  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  483 
Opening  Letters — ^The  Post  Office^  Com.  moved 

for,  737,  738, 
Physic  and  Surgery,  Leave,  1220 
RaOways— Board  of  Trade,  176;->Repadof  Act, 

Leaver  286,  296  ;— Reports,  641 
Settlement,  Law  of.  Leave,  838 
Workhouses*  Employment  in,  809,  31 1 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.  (^Greenock) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  166 
Children,  Employment  of,  in  Calico  Print  Works, 
Leave,  660 

Companies  Clauses  Consolidation,   Com.  ci.  II, 

1161 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  Leave,  1168 
Income  Tax,  The,  810 
Private  Bill  Business,  208 
Railways,  183; — Private  Committees — Board  of 

Trsde,  138 ;— Repeal  of  Act,  Leave,  846, 297 ; 

— ^Reports,  682 
Weighu  and  Measures  (Scotland),  811 

Warburton,  Mr.  H.  (Kendal) 
Fmancial  Sutement-* The  Bu^gd.  609^  667, 

601 
Opening  Letters — The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  734,  736 
Railways^Rcpeal  of  Act,  Leave,  276 
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Ward,  Mr  U.GASheffitld) 

FinancUa  SUtemcnt— The  Budget,  606 
Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 
for,  668 

Watson,  Mr.  W,  H.  {Kimale) 
Opening  Lettcri— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  956 
Roman  CathoUc  Penal  AcU  Relief;  Leave,  883 

Wawh,  Mr.  J.  T.  iSoiUh  Shieldi) 

Companies  Clauses  Consolidation,  Com,  cL  16, 
929 

Weig/Ut  and  Measuret  {Scotland),  c.  211 

Wellington,  Duke  of 

Committees,  Appointment  of  Chairman  of,  44 
Fmance— Import  Duties,  287 
Public  Basinets,  22i,  240, 241 
Raihr^  Reports,  619 

Wharmcliffe,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  26 
Lords,  New  House  of,  927 
Railway  Reports,  628 
Taxation,  Local,  1027 

Wilde,  SirT.  {Wareater) 

Opening  Letters— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 
for,  861 

WiLtiAMS,  Mr.W.  {Coventry) 

Address  in  Answer  lo  the  Speech,  Report,  166 
Financial  Sutement— The  Budget,  498 
Income  Tax,  The,  768 


WiLUAMs,  Mr.  yf.^contmued. 
Opening  Letters— The  ^ost  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  947 
Sessional  Orders— Interference  of  Peers,  184 
Sugar  Duties— Drawbaclcs,  1042 
Supply— Exchequer  Bills,  846 

Wvidow  Dutiet,  c.  Relams  moved  for,  [A.  5, 
N.  31,  M.  261  821 

Wood,  Colonel  J.  (Bnccmhirt) 
Settlement,  Law  of.  Leave,  828, 882 

Wood,  Mr.  C.  (HaUfax) 

Financial  Statement— The  Budget,  682 
Navy,  Slate  of  the.  Com.  moved  for,  419,  440 
Railways— Board  of  Trade  Reports,  682 
Sugar  Duties,  1818 

Workhotaeif  Employmeni  tn,  c.  304, 827 

WoBTLEY.  Hon.  J.  S.  (BiiteiAire) 
Opeidng  Letteii— The  Post  Office*  Com.  moved 
for,  846.  901,  928,  998 

WoRTLEY.  Hon.  J.  S.  {Yorkthire  W,  R,) 
Africans,  Treatment  of  Liberated,  1 198 
Railwaya-^Repeal  of  Act,  Leave,  276 

Wyse,  Mr.  T.  (TTflfer/orrf  City) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  96 

YoRKE,  Mr.  H.  G.  H.  {York  Ciiy) 
RailwayiB— Board  of  Trade,  186 

YouMG,  Mr.  J.  (CciMm) 
Sessional  Orders,  18 
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